
4NED ON 91281201 1 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

F I L E D .  

127007/ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

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

McCullough Ginsberg Montano 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(446) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
8\\\ ,2011 ' 

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

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

n, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

and 

- 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

F I L E  
SEP 1 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS CFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 21 7638192 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 700 Broadway 

Ncw York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleh-Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ED WARD KANIA, 
X ___I-__f---_____-_____l__f_r__________l_~------------~"--------- 

Index No. 12191 1/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, PIC., be and the same are herebv dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party 

Dated: New York, New York 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

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

(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC, 

IndexNo. e 
795192 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & Ol2DER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. f .  F I L E D  
Dated: New York, New York * f k  f&yi ; 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

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

(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



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

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

. 
C. D h o  E - I a f % m q .  
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

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

(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 100300/94 

RALPH GESUALDI, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

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

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

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Wed-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed 

a 
to either party. 

-4 
Dated: I 

C O W  C~ERK'S OFFICE 

-4 

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

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
10022 

SO ORDERED, 



. TMc:CCCjpk) 
711211 1 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GERARD0 RUBINO 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Comp of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby T 
jF'm dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York I t -  

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

'CSEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

k. 

003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4092-98 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANGELINA FUSCO, AS EXECURTIRX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF GERARD0 RUBINO, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, 1.) 

j Index No.: 1097 
i 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yo 

Carol M. Tempesta, EST 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating COT. 

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

Estate of Gerard0 Rubino 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

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

(212) 509-3456 500 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-21836 

(N0042173-1) 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANGELINA FUSCO, AS EXECURTIRX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF GERARD0 RUBINO, 

i 1,A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J,) 

i 1ndexNo.:- 
! 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 321 2, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,201 1 

Carol M. Tempesta, EST 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. W E ~ Z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-27836 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O K  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFK COUNTY i NYCAL 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANGELINA FUSCO, AS EXECURTIRX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF GERARD0 RUBINO, 

Index No.: 10970410 
17/94 0 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 

4 '  n 
Srl7 ,2011 F I L E D , /  

COUNTY CLE * n 

K.erryG&&d Y Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson pump CO. Estate of Gerardo Rubino \ 

MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

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

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-1 1508 

(N0080939-1] 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANGELINA FUSCO, AS EXECURTIRX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF GERARD0 RUBTNO, 

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

j IndexNo.: 109 
\ 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOFU3, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

WUNTY CLERKS 8 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Cormration 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, New York 1 0003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

1235-22600 

(N0080939-1) 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANGELINA FUSCO, AS EXECURTIRX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF GERARD0 RUBINO, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no oppositiofi 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. 

Courter & Company, Jnc. 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-23071 

{N0080939-1} 

SEP 0 ]I 20111 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 109- 

ANGELINA FUSCO, AS EXECURTIRX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF GERARD0 RUBINO, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
"against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

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

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

FSr(iED - 
defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and 

without costs. f ;  

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

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

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
. I  

SO ORDERED, 

123522600 

(N0080939-1) 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANGELINA FUSCO, AS EXECURTIRX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF GERARD0 RUBINO, 

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

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- \ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
slq7 ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

454-1 1508 

(N0080939-1} 

S V  Q x 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
iN E: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S.Part30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANGELNA FUSCO, AS EXECURTIRX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF GERARD0 RUBINO, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
"against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

~ ~ 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 32 12, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

F I L E D *j i 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York * 2011 + SEP 1 4  2011 

M C G ~ Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1 122-2307 1 

(N0080939-1} 



MARY S. LARDNER, as Personal Representative for : NYCAL 
thc Estate of THOMAS P. LARDNER, and MARY S. : I.A.S. Part 30 
IARDNER, Individually, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff( s), : h d e x  NO.:  119121-% 

-against- : NO-OPPOSI'I'ION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

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

De f indan t s 

abovc-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice I,aw and liulcs Soction 32 12. dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE C'O. with prejudice, and tlierc being no 

oppositioii thereto, 

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

Jcfetidaiit CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prc.judicc and withoul w s k .  

r m d :  - 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEIT% & LIJXENBERG, P.C 
Attorneys for I'laintiff(s) 

New York, N Y  10003 
700 Broadway 

(2 12) 558-5500  

SO ORDERED, 

CRANE CO. 



- against - 

THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant TEE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant. THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Weitz & Luxenberg - McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, Defendant TEE OKONITE COMPANY, INC7 hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
1, b 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

9 Dated: New York, New York 
SEP f 4 2011 

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

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



STJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER THE OKONI'I'E COMPANY, INC,, 

Defendant. 
X ___~r_________""_--________lfr___________~~~----_--~~"~-----_-~" 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, N C . ,  hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, e and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

* 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York. New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 
(212'1 558-5500 
\ - I  

SO ORDERED, 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., ,be and the , same ar rro dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff' 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

6) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, h u  2 3 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THOMAS and MARY ANN ROKSVOLD, 

x _"11________~~"______---_"----------I-~-----_-_~~"---------"~~ 

X __________r_________________________I___--_--~~~~------_~"~~---- 

Index No. 120685/97 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION & ORDER 

Plaintiff, 

- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 'THE OKONITE COMPANY, N C .  

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the pf a,Ey P s s e d  with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
P/({ ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SEP I 4  2011 
1 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 

(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022 
46) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROBERT C. MONTGOMERY, 

X _____~r-----______--_lrr______________l_~------------~~-r------- 

X _-_____r----________________________l__l--------------"--------- 

Index No. 12091 7/97 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION & ORDER 

Plaintiff, 

- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

THE OKONI'TE COMPANY, INC., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

4 
4 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
SEP 1 4  agrr 

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

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
712611 1 

Our File No 
S-420 1-98 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION[( 121829/9MD 104363/06 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DONALD FLOWERS 

I 

NO OPPOSITION S U M W R Y  
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 1 F I L E D  - 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
71261 I 1 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of Ne f Y o r k F . , / x c d  E B a r e  hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
F 
i 

I 
& e  

sEp 14 2011 ~ 

a 
L1. 

Frank 
WFST' 

cCann, Esq. 
,. -2 & LUXENBERG, P. . BABINECZ, ESQ. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway of New 
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc, 

4 Irving Place 

Our File No 
S-4443-98 



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

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Kulcs Suctioii 32 12, dismissing 

plaintill’s complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and thur-t: being n o  

opposition thereto, 

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

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

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
590 Lexington Avenuc 
NCM. Y ork, NY 10022 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
712611 1 

Our File No 
S-4777-98 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GIOVANNI (JOHN) PETRONE 

INDEX NO. 
104095/98 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Consolidated Edison Company of New 
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 & ; F I L E D l  

SO ORDERED: + 
. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler SEP 1 4  2001 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
AUG 2 9 2011 NEW YORK 



P lain t i ff( s ) , 

-against- 

(Hon. Sherry Klein I-lcitler) 

Index No.: 98-105235 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS Co., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
Defendants. ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary .j udgnicnt in thc 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and R L ~ S  Section 321 2, dismissing 

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

o p pos i t i o 11 thcrc to, 

ORDERED. that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agaiii\l 

det'endant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without cost\ .  

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

Attorncys for Defund 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, N Y  I0022 
(21 2) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 
er 



.- 
This Document Relates To: CoUNn CLERKS O F F ~ ~ ~  

NEW YORK . NYCAL 
FLOYD CADY, SR. and SHIRLEY I.,. CADY, 

t ' I.A.S. Part 30 

Plai lit iff( s), 

-against- 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

' Index No.: 98- 1 1 105 1 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

X ________________r____________r__________----------------------_-- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE C'O. hereby requests siinirnary judgment in  thc 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with pre,judict: and without costs. 

w m z  I~IJXENBEKC; ,  P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenuc 
New York, NY 10022 

T b rzliilc Ortiz. Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, NY I0003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

(212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME; couw OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

' i  NYCALCQU~UTW~LE~Q~ 
EDWARD DEVINE and ARLENE DEVINE, : I.A.S. Part 30 - V i  s- 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Ileitler) Plain tiff( s), 

-against- ' Index Nu.:  98-1 11059 

' NO-OPPOSITI O N  Sll MM AKY A.O. SMI'I'I I WAI'ER PKOI)IJC'TS Co.,  et ai., : JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 

Defendants. : ORDER 

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

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

plaintill's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejiidicc, r ind  there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

def'endant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with pre+judice and without costs. 

WEI'IZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

K&L GA'I'ES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, N Y  10022 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

' Index NO.: 08-1 11071 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

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

Defendants. : ORDER 

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

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being 110 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, disiiiisscd with prejiidict' and without costs 

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

Ncu York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

?'e- /-? 

K&L GATES LLP c/ c/ 
I A tt o rile y s fi) r I) e fe ndan t 
CRANE ( '0, 
599 1,exington Avenue 
Neu York, N Y  10022 
(21 2) 536-3900 

Hon. Sherry K l h  I-Ieitler 



Our File No 
S-5255-98 

INDEX NO. 
112919/98 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff , 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 5 

Attorney w e f e n d a n t  
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc, 
4 Irving Place 
NewfYork. NY 10003-3598 , 1 ' F I L E D . !  

E 4 

# SEP 14 2011 j 
SO ORDERED: 

Hon. Shemy Klein Heitler 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

AUG 2 Wl11 



TMc:CCfipk) 
11261 1 1 

I JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

i omER 

Our File . . J  

S-5516-98 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New york 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P+C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Attorney for y a n t  
Consolidated dison Company of New 

P01-3P E t3) 
SEP 14 2011 

CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
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SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

Rv RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES MURPHY 

INDEX NO. 
113121/98 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

dison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDEED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Our File No 
S-5355-98 



Plaintiff( s), : Index No.: 98-1 14991 

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

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 1 2, dismissing 

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

opposition there to, 

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and wilhuilf costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBER 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s 
700 Broadway CRANE UO. 
New Y ork, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

K&l., GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendan 

SO ORDERED, 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

flf 'r! 
WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTF@k$Tm CORPORATION; OF NEW 

YORK, hereby requests suwnary judgment in the above-entitla case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintifrs complaint against defendant, TISHMAN 

CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION 0 

are hereby dismissed with prej 
F 

!. * . SP 1 4  2011 
Dated: Albertson, New York a 

I' 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P u  = ' q € # M U T Y ,  DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

A&rneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION 
OF NEW YORK 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
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___________"________-----..------------..--------------.-~-------------~-- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARTIN KAUFMAN 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims r 
against defendant Consolidated Edison and the same are hereby 

dismissed with Dreiudice and without 
1 J  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 5 

ison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

1 J  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 5 

ison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4724-99 



UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D  
;OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP 1 4  2011 

-HIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 105629/99 

YUSEPPE SElDlTA and JOSEPHINE SElDlTA 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

:here being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 1  2011 



I 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP I ‘5 2011 

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

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GIUSEPPE SEIDITA and JOSEPHINE SEIDITA 
Index No. 105629/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

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

e Attorneys No e St . for Maria Defendant 

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

700 Broadway I 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 



- against - 

THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, 'THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. F I L E D  
i 

SEP 1 4 2011 - 7  i 

COlWV CLERK'S' 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



This Document Relates to: 
li 

FRANK J. COPPOLA 1 F I L E D  
t. SEP 1 4  2011 

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

Index No 
121 144/99 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

ES EDWARDS 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
OFFICE Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

tson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



I 

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

\ 
SEp 14 m1 

-. 
f 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION * 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

REGINA ACKERMAN, AS EXECUTRIX OF 
THE ESTATE OF FRANK J. COPPOLA 

Index No. 121 144/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Bucyrus International, hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Bucyrus International, with prejudice 

in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Bucyrus International, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 7- L r  ,2011 

Jveitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
Yew York, NY 10003 Bucyrus International 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

FRANK J. COPPOLA, 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 121 144/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: - 19 ,2011 
New York, New York 

F I L E D  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

0 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

DONALD MONACO, 

_____I________________1__1____________11~~~~~______--"~~--------  X 

______1___1______________l_lrllr_r______----------------""------ X 

1221851 0 Index No. 
Plaintiff, 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 
d 

Dated: New York, New York 

UY.. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. -*...I 
Weitz & Luxenberg %?\ 

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

$ !  '' 

C. Diio Halyulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

> ,  

SO ORDERED, 



ANTHONY NASCA, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

88/99 
NO rndexNo* OPPOSITION D 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTlON & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY , TNC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the F e r L h e r e b g  F s s e d  with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,- 

sf? 1 4  201f 
WUNn 

* W F I C E  

C. ino Haloulo , Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, NC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, WC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
I' 1 .  

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, e., b e b d  E e are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either pvy:; 

Dated: New York New York 

SEP 1 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFIE 
NRN YORK 

.. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

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

Weitz & Luxenberg >Ji 

(646) 435-0300 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



EDWARD DEVINE and ARLENE DEVINE, 

Plaintiff( s) , 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS Co., et a]., 

Defendants. 

, ,  

.. 

SEP 1 4  2011 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No.: 99-1 23724 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMAHY 
JUDGMENT MOTION A N D  
ORDER 

:hove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law aiid Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with pre.1 udice and witlioiil costs. 

WElTZ & I,UXENBEKCi, P.C. 
Al torneys for Plaintiff( s) 
700 Rroadway CKANI: C'O 
Ncw York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

K&L. GA'I'IS I,I,P 

5 9 9 L,cx i ngt o n A v e i i  LK 

New York, N Y  I0022 
(212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 
A 

? SEP 1 4  2011 Dated: New York New York 

- ~ c L E w s w F ~  

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hen. 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
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SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 125761/99 1 ASSIGNED TO: 

ADOLF WEBER 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 

E 

SEP 1 4  ZOlt SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Shem Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF 'THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
C'OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X __________1"_1__1""1_--11---1--"~~--1-"--~-"--~--------------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

'This Document Relates To: 

VIRGINIA A. LARKIN, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of JOHN D. LARKIN, 

X sEp 1 4  201f ; ________________________________________------------------------- 

()FF/cE 
NEWYOjjK * NYL'AL 

: (Hen, 
' I . A . ~ .  Part 30 

Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

: lndex No.: 99- I25767 

* NO-OPPOSL'l'ION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 

ORDER 

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

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 1 2, dismissing 

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

c) p po s i t i o 11 t lie rc to, 

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with pre+judice and without costs 

Dated: t L b \  

WEIl'Z & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
( 2  12) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Aveii~it: 
New York, N Y  10022 
(21 2) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, _I__r._ -- 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS L,lTlGA?'ION ; SE'P 1 4  

SUZANNE ROSE SEILEK-GALDYS, Individually : N Y C M  
and as Administratrix for the Estate of JOSEPH J. 
GALDYS, JR., : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: 1.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff( s), : Index No.: 99-125779 

-against- 

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

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CFL4NE CO. hereby requests sunimary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being n o  

opposition thereto, 

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

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

-. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEI'I'Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys fur Plaintiff( s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 
(2 12) S3h-3900 

SO ORDERED, 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 125871/99 

ALFRED PAPANTONIO, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. F I L E D  
SEP 1 4  2011 

Dated: T I  3s ,2011 

(yfp:$gKoFF,cE 

Jenni r L. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway Attornays for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

SO ORDERED, 



HAROLD RINEHART 

INDEX NO. 
1005 50/00 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 5 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-6258-00 

SEp \ 4 2m'\ 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
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Our File No 
S-6266-00 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROGER DESSUREAULT 

INDEX NO. 
100557/00 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without cost 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

on Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

SEP 0 12011 



mc:CC(jpk) 
712611 1 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

Our File No 
S-6277-00 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, I 101760/00 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
SEP 1 4  2011 9 

Dated: New York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 



FRANCIS HOYLES 

INDEX NO. 
10341 6/00 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company ofNew York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

1 k F I L E D  dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

ison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-7377-00 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
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THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH ELTER 

INDEX NO. 
103500/00 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's Complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

Dated: New York, New York 1 * F I L E D  

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

700 Broadway .. 
New York, NY 100035 

n 

SO ORDERED: 

Our Fi 
S-7383-00 



TMc:CCcjpk) 
712611 1 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

104 1 64/00 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  1 
3 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 1 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Our File No 
S-7098-00 



SLIPREME C'OUKT OF THE STATE 01: NL!W YOKK 
C'OUN'T'Y OF NEW YOKK 

1N RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS L,l'I'lGATION E S@ t 4 2011 
X _______________________1________1__1____------------------------" 

This Document Relates To: couNrv CLER&s OFFICE 
NEW \/oRj( 

NYCAL 'y. : 
: 

' (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

TIAN M.  CHAPKO, as Execturix for the Estate of 
RAYMOND ST. GELAIS, 

Part 30 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

AC'. & S., INC., et al., 

: Index NO.: 00- 104 164 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 

: ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defeiidant CRANE CC). hereby requests summary judgment i n  tlic 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prqjudicc, aiid there being IN) 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

York, 4.'' 
Frank O h ,  Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff( s) 
700 Broadway 
N w  York,  N Y  10003 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CY), 
5 '1 9 Lex i ngto t i  A v en uc 
New York, N Y  10022 (3 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
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HERBERT STENGEL, JR. 

INDEX NO. 
1041 8 1/00 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New & York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. I i F I L E D ;  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
s-7 103-00 



WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire'& 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 
(2 12) 302-2400 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

v AUG 2 9 2011; 
SO ORDERED: 

Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
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IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 
____________.___________________________-"~------------."-----------..~"-- 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

104670/00 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 5 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-7 144-00 



SUPKEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

'This Document Relates To: COUNW CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SlJZANNE ROSE SEILER-GALDYS, Individually : NYCAL 
and as Administratrix for the Estate of JOSEPH J.  
GALDYS, JR., : (1 1011. Sherry Klein lleitlcr) 

: 1.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff( s), : lndcx NO.: 00- 104670 

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

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS Co., et al., : ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, and thc same are hereby, disiiiisscd with prejudice and without cos(s. 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, N Y  10022 
(21 2) 536-3900 

so ORDERED, - 

A N ;  :$, $ 2011 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
712611 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION,(/1 105040/0(khd 1 10978/06 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH HARCROW SR., 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and with0 t costs. 

SEP I 4 2011 Dated: New York, New York ' 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

on Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-6457-00 
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Our File No 
S-62 14-00 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN TORCHICK 

INDEX NO. 
105288/00 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. I F I L E D  
Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway mpany of New 
New York, NY 100035 

BABINECZ, ESQ. 

York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 



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

: Index No.: 00-105288 
-against- 

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

k ,  Defendants. : ORDER 

_______l_rllrl_-l___r_____r_rr______f___------------------------- X 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clainis and cross claims against a 
defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with pre-judice and withoul costs. 

I_ .. _._ - .- __- . --- 
I- rank Ortit, Esq. 
WEI'T'Z & LUXENBEKG, P.C. 
Attorncys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 105416/00 

ELMO DEDON, 
Plaintifqs), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAlN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. F I L E D  
Dated: 

UNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

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

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 2 9 2011 
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WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and Without costs, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-6499-00 SEP 0 I2011 



' ~ u f w - 3 w F ~  'This Document Relates To: 

VIRGINIA A. LARKIN, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of JOHN D. LARKIN, 

' NYCAL m y -  
' I.A.S. Part 30 
: IIion, Sherry Eieitler) 

P 1 ainti ff( s), 
\ 

Index No.: 00- 105475 

A C .  c3r S., INC., et al., 

-against- : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JIJDGMENT MOTION AND 
' ORDER 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

opposition there t 0, 

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L GA'I'ES LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys i'or Defendant 

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

SO ORDERED, 



TMc : CCCjpk) 
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IN RE NEW Y0R.K CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES LEWIS 

INDEX NO. 
105494/00 
ASSIGNED TO: 
WON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc,, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

&- 

Frank 
4 

1 ABINECZ, ESQ. 
Attorney fobbefendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

I COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

A E W  YORK 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
5-65 18-00 

SEP 0 12011 
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Our File No 
5-6560-00 

INDEX NO. 
107297/00 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
OR.DER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

.4 Irving Place 
'New York, NY 10003-3598 ' "" 

SOORDERED: , 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
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IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RONALD MANGOLD 

INDEX NO. 
107321/00 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 
c 

F I L E D  dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
5 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 3 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Our File No 
S-6540-00 



ROBERT G. LORENTZ, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONI'J'E COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant I 

' '111109/00 
1 14496/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., hereby requests 

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

32 1 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&M ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Ty Weitz & Luxenberg t \ h 1  ., 

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

C. Din0 Haloulo;, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
Ne% York, New York 10022 

SO ORDEREII, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ANTHONY BAGNETT, 

X _r---------_""_1----________l__l________---"--"-----------"""--- 

X ______I----______-___ll______________lr_---------_"~-----------~ 

Index No 108356/' c7 ~ / o o  Plaintiff, 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 
X _____f1-~--________"___r___________ll___-----------~~~---------- 

WHEREFORE7 Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, I N C 7  hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, . 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

4 

prejudice and without costs to either party. F I L E D -  
SEP T 4 zfljl 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

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

(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



JAMES H. MACK JR., 

Plaintiff, 
IndexNo. e 

102903/04 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. F I L E D 
SEP 14 2011 Dated: New York, New York 

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

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 108610/00 

RICHARD J. POTTER, 
Plaintiff( s) , NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
- against I MOTION 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

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

ed with prejudice and without costs FrrFsv Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the s 
to either party. 

I 
SEP 1 4 2011 

WUNW CLERK'S OFFICE 

s 

' <  Jennifer L. Budner, Esq. 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



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

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and 

nreiudice and without costs to either party. I d  - -  

Dated: New York, New York 

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

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE; OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, 'THE OKONITE COMPANY, IF., b e  bd E 0 are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either p~rty:, SEP 1 4 2011 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFla 

NEWYrnK 

Weitz & Luxenberg Y\' \! McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

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

& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC,, hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
t 

I ' f  F l k l  j !  

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,201 1 F. SEp t L 3n.. 

e 

* 

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

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice; and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York New York 
f 1; itii 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
Ne% York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 
f212) 558-5500 
, I  

SO ORDERED, 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE ORONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

F I L E D  prejudice and without costs to either party. 

t 4 2011 Dated: New York, New York 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

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

(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

F I L E D  prejudice and without costs to either p 

Dated: New Yo k, New York p8 ,2011 SEP 1 4 2011 

C. Din0 Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, New York 10022 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC., Gal., : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

Defendants. 
--..------*---- .." r..f-----*--44" ------ .. -----------I I ------ -------x 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New o k, N w York a 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

By: - -  
Samuel M. Mbirowbtz, I&. 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

(2 12) 302-2400 

SO ORDERED: 2 AUG 2 9 2 0 ~  
Hon. Sherry Klex Heitler, J.S.C. 



THE OKONITE COMPANY, PIC., 

Defendant. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

i' prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,201 1 

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

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
+Jew York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 300 

SO ORDERED, 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
It2611 1 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - " - . - - - - - - - - - - - - . * - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE MCGOFF 

109491/00 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

I L E D :  
SEP 1 4 2011 SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4226-00 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



ANTHONY BAGNETT, 

PI aintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

574/0 

NOOPPO I n d e x N 0 * P  ITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, NC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. F I L E D -  
Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

Index No.: 1191 59/00 

NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONI'I'E COMPANY, INC., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE ORONTTE COMPANY, I 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

e and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prcjudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereb dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. F I L E D '  h 
li Dated: New York, New York SEP I 4  2011 

~ a E M T J  O m a  

G C. Din0 Halou s, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 

New York, New York 10022 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway ' 320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



JOSEPH J. TURNER, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE ORONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York New York 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 I% Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, 

i 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
7/21/11 

lN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANGEL0 TOMASELLO __ - ~ 

INDEX NO. 
1 19377100 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

Dated: New York, New York / I' 

6 '44-  23 q 
SEP # . 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-5073-03 

SEP 0 1  2011. 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

EDWARD R. SRELLY, 

___11___________"1__f__________l_________--~"-----_------------- x 

_____""___________1"---_-_------"---------""--------~---------1- X 

Index N o , D  193 7910 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

P 1 aint i ff, 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC,, hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
' 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. F I L E D  

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

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



- against - 

THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. F I L E D  
i 

SEP 14 2011 Dated: New York, New York 

C. Din0 H a l o a ,  Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

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

46) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

McCuliough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC,, hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant. THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

F I L E D .  1 
4 prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
sfp 1 4 2011 i 

I 

-amsm 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 sSu300 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
x _rr________ll_"__r____r_________ll__r___------"----------------- 

x _________l__l_r_-___l__r__________r_____--l----------------"---- 

EARL R. HANMER, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant, 
X If_f_r-_----___________l__ll_rr_________---------------l~--""--- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONlTE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York 10022 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests suniinary j udgmeiit in the 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: 

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

Attorneys for Iki'endant 

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

SO ORDERED, -- 



*'? li k 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN C O N S T d k T m  -.* CORPORATION' OF NEW 

YORK, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitla case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, TISHMAN 

CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION 0 NEW YORl 

are hereby dismissed with prej 
1 C F I L I  'ce and without costs. "r 

Dated: Albertson, New York 1 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

3 

WEITZ & LUXENBERQ, P a  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Axorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION 
OF NEW YORK 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

lbertson, New York 11507 
-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, NC.,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

F I L E D  prejudice and without costs to either party. 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
I 



- against - 

THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, NC.,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
r 

F I L E D  prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York New York 
! 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York New York 10022 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY , INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. - F I L E D  
f 
4 Dated: New York, New York . SEP 14 2btl y 

m c G m s  f$Fl@ 

\ \  -5 
C. Dino Halou os, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, 



i ,  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_________ll_l"rr"____________l__rr______----------------------- X 
rN E: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 

___________I_________________l___l__r___-----------_-~--------~ X 
LAWRENCE A. GIERMEK, as Executor for the : Index N 
Estate of FRANCIS A. LESNIAK, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 
111---" r___r____-_*-l ""-"___., r______dll ---r_____*l---lr--+ x 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against 'Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

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

E n  

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: AUG 2 92011 



THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 
~ 

F I L E D  

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONTTE COMPANY) &E 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONlTE COMPANY, lNC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

. 
C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  1 0003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

IndexNo. 11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. I 

"_"__-______r___11__11-----------11--"----------"----"------"------ X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC,, hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, NC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

F I L E D  prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York SEP t 4 2011 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

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

(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 

A U G 2  92011 



Index No.: 10361 1/01 
Plainti€€, 

- against - 

THE OKONI'l'E COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

e hereby dismissed with 

4 
h 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, IN 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
SIP 1 4  2011 2 

f&Yiw#4wccILsms-~ 

&%7/ 
C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff' 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 2 9 2011 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, JNC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

F I L E D  prejudice and without costs to either p 

Dated: New Yo k New York 4f8 , -2011 SEP 1 4 2011 

Frank Ort 
.._ 

.iz, Esq. 
--%. \ 

** * %  
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 5-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No.: 104561/01 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, NC.,  

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONlTE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. F I L E D  
Dated: New York, New York 

calMrnH CliEMS OWICE 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, 



JAMES V. ROSATI, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No. : 1 04696/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant 'IHE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party 

Dated: New York, New York 
L- ) 2011 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

- 

& Partners 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

(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: 

CAROL ANN KELLY, as Executrix for the estate of 
LAWRENCE J. KELLY, and CAROL ANN 
individually 

X --___________"_r-________________lln1__-----------"------------ 

Index No.:106643-01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.................................................................. 

vs. 

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

Defendants 
--------------------------------------------------------------X 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

\ 
-< 

ORDERED, that upo; notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, be an the same are , hereby E i n w i t h  prejudice 
and without costs, 

4 
Dated: New York, New York 

V V  Sedgwick LLP 

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

Attorney for Defendant 
General Electric Com any 
3 Gateway Center, 12 Floor 
Newark, New Jersey 

P 
(973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 2 9 2011 



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

Index No 
106933/0 1 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. ,  INC. be and the same are hereb 

without costs. 

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

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

, New York 11507 
-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 1 2011 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 106933/01 

JOHN A. LOCKWOOD, 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

WL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

New York, New Y 

' SEP 1 4 2011 a 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD, 
Attorneys for Defendant 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain \ 

(212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



Plaintiff, 1 19379/00 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE; COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

f Dated: New York, New York sp $ 4  2dii i 

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

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant. THE OKONI'I'E COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. F I L E D  
Dated: New York, New York SEP 1 4  2051 : - CLERK'S WJFI@ 

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

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereb dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. F I L E D  -$ fi 
Dated: New York, New York 

Jpf  ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC a 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SElP 1 iff 2011 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, PIC., hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party 

Dated: New York New York 

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

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No. : 1 1 043 810 1 
P 1 ai n t i ff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, 1NC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

F I L E D  prejudice and without costs to either party. 

SEP 14 2611 
CLERKS 

C. Dino Haloulbs, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

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 YORJS 

SUSAN HAGEN, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of JAMES T. HAGEN, and 
SUSAN HAGAN, Individually 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

OFCDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation, improperly pled as 

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

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant 

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

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

Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation b dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

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

88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED: 

1635697-1 



-against- 
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, PACCAR INC., and its unincorporated division PETERBILT 

MOTORS COMPANY, (incorrectly sued as “PACCAR, INC., Individually and through its division 

PETERBILT MOTORS CO.”) (hereinafier “PACCAR’) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

complaint against Defendant PACCAR with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

PACCAR be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party 

a F I L E D  
Dated: New York, New or& r SEP 1 4 2011 

8\&&\ \ \  
‘ COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
n 

J e w  I# dner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBlUDGE SINGER & 

Attorneys for Defendant PACCAR Inc. 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorney for Plaintiffs MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3\ t-3 ,2011 

I T  
~. < Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

1645493-1 



*. 

F ~ L E D  / .  
SEP 1 4  ZO11 

-against- 
Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, PACCAR INC., and its unincorporated division PETERBILT 

MOTORS COMPANY, (incorrectly sued as “PACCAR, INC., Individually and through its division 

PETERBILT MOTORS CO.”) (hereinafter “PACCAR”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

complaint against Defendant PACCAR with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

PACCAR be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorney for P1 aintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant PACCAR Inc. 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, NY 10022 

. -- 

SO ORDERED, 



BRYAN M. PRICE 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
8\ k-3 ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I New York, New York 10005 I 

1645493- I 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
11______11------_1___-----lr-----------------_----"--------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_1_-----1________-__----1~--------------~~--------------------- 

ANGEL0 D'AGOSTINO and BEATRICE 
D' AGOSTINO, 

Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C. and S., INC., ad. 
Defendants. IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
'%\ 

Dated: New York, New York 
8\ a-k\ I\, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

1 Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

B y : & k ! O 3 -  Frank Ortiz BY: f ~ f b  Je ifer T. Childs 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40fh Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C. and S., INC., gt A. 
Defendants. : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

IASPart30 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N q Z f l  New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 
.- .- - 

By: By: - , d u  
Jerhfer T. Childs 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 



' SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
__1___________1____________________rr___----------------------- x 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 

_____l________l________ll_______l_lr____----------------------- X 

of FRANK CATALANO and HELEN 
CATALANO, Individually, 

b 
E 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

HELEN CATALANO, As Executrix for the Estate : Index 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT Plaintiffs, 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC., : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

B Y = z a +  By: 

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

Matthew MacIntyd 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 



Index No 
10505410- 
107624/06 

NO OPPOSITION 

This Document Relates to: 

TRAVIS M.  YOUNGER (Deceased) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
f%q&A 8 ,2011 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

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

16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, X P  01 2011 



F k E D  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
P _ _ _ r _ . . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " . . _ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . . ~ - - - - - " - . . - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 121732-01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

________________________________________-"".------------------"----- 
This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD J. BANG as Executor for the 
Estate of FREDERICK E. BANG 

u 

! 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation, improperly pled as 

Lipe-Automation C o p ,  hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against Defendant 

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

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

Defendant Lipe Automation C o r p F i o i  are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
4 

SEP 1 4 2011 5 A 
Dated: New York, New m,,~ 

r\rr ,2011 - 1 Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENB- 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

7 'y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK : 

Brian Sorensen, Esq. 
McELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY 
& CARPENTER, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Lipe Automation Corporation 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO Ol2DERED: 

1639514-1 



F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4  2011 

NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH OREFICE 
Index No. 122138/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

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

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



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

4, 2019 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH OREFICE 
Index No. 122138/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

,/' 
/ 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. 
P' Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

<FP 1 4  2011 "b, . . --.. 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YOHK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH OREFICE 
Index No, 122138/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

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

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs 1 F I L E D  

ES EDWARDS 

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

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
STRUCTION CO., INC. 
.U. Willets Road 
tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
SF" 0 1 2011' 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Index No.: 102742/02 

ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

without costs. 

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

RKS 

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

SO ORDERED, 
r 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

3 -  
$3 ,2011 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

3 -  
, , V W " ,  ~ .r I 201 1 

\ Y M U T Y ,  DEMEKS & Mc 
"-'-ndant 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

CWN bTRUCTION 
TION, as Successor in 

inreresilo iISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

84-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

SEP Q 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_. .______. . . ._______. .~~~~~- .~.~~~~~-~.~~~~~~~. . . - -~~- . . .~-~~~- . . - - -  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No . 122138- 1;  102742-02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_...______...______ _ -  ..-------..------...------.-.------...--------- 

0 This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH OREFICE 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, de Products Company hereby requests 

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

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

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

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

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

di srni ssed 

Dated: 

with prejudice and without 

Ne York NewYork 3/22 ,2011 

costs. 

FC 
SEP 

L 
1 4  

.?. 
-4 

E D  
2011 -3 

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

SO ORDERED, e 



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

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

.... 

, NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH INTRABARTOLO 

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

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

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

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

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Co t a n e r e  are hereby 
- 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 3 

! 

SEP 1 4 2011 7 
NewY rk NewYork 

8 /22  ,2011 
Dated: 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFlCE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



JOSEPH INTRAB A R T O L ~  ‘ F I L E D  - 
i ,  108136/02 
1 .  SEp 1 4 2011 - 

C~UNN CLERKS OFFICE NO OPPOSITION 
NEW YORK SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JUNE 2011 FIFO I-----------__f_------------~-------------------------------~----------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition there to, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

200 I.U. Willets Road 
ew York 11507 

20 11 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

ENBERG, P.C. MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys far Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

'Attorneys, for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

ew York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



JOSEPH INTRABARTOLO and MARY 
JNTRABARTOLO, 

: Index- 

Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., eta., 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
Defendants. : IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yorh New York 
? F I L E D  
' SEP 1 4  2011 i 

- -  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EM- CLERKS OFFICE 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 
. I  

SO ORDERED: ---- Hon. Sherry K em Heitler, J.S.C. A U G 2  92011 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: J U N E  2011 FIFO ---_____-_---------______r______________~------------------------~------ X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

REALTY & CONSTRU 

without costs. 

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

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

ttorneys for Defendant 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E D  

Phi nti fr'( s), 

- against - 

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

SEP t 4 2011 
I 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YOHK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDEK 

Index No.: 122306/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintii'is' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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

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

SOORDERED, I 

Hon. She 

WORKS 



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

THIS DOCUMENT REIATES TO: 

VINCENT COLAGIACOMO and CARLO 
COLAGIACOMO as Co-Executors for the Estate of 
TOMASSO COLAGIACOMO and BENEDETTA 
COLAGIACOMO, Individually SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Index No. 122306/01 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

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

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

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

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

F I  COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 33 1 4  

coumY W @ k ' ' S  
NE@ YI343K THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VINCENT COLAGIACOMO and CARLO 
COLAGIACOMO as Co-Executors for the Estate of 
TOMASSO COLAGIACOMO and BENEDETTA 
COLAGIACOMO, Individually SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Index No. 122306/01 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

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

q L  / 

Julie L. Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP Q I 2011 



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

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VINCENT COLAGIACOMO and CARLO 
COLAGIACOMO as Co-Executors for the Estate of 
TOMASSO COLAGIACOMO and BENEDETTA 
COLAGIACOMO, Individually SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Index No. 122306/01 

NO OPPOSITION 

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. 

%8 *-* => 

Attorneys for Plaintiff \ * \  Weitz & Luxenberg %\* 4 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

y"-- 
Julie L. er 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
.................................................................... 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

ndex No.: 122306-01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
.......................................... 
This Document Relates to: 

TOMASSO COLAGIACOMO 
NO OPPOSITION SUMM RY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
..*-________-......_ ...................... 

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

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

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

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

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Comp rJd t k s 5  are hereby 
i 
! dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New ork New York 
37d ,2011 

Dated: 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, 

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

/ 

20 

F I L E D  
SEP 1 4 2011 

#OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



' F I L E  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4  2011 

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

NEW YOHK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GERALDINE A. FAGGIONE, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of DAVID M. FAGGIONE 

Index No. 122307/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

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

J u I i e M r  
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

I 

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

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 



E l  
SEP 1 4 2011 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

COUNW OF NEW YORK COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GERALDINE A. FAGGIONE, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of DAVID M. FAGGIONE 

Index No. 122307/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

-.+” 
I\>% 

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

I DATED: - 

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

NY 11 788 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E D  
X:/FB W45032AeerrUJUNL201 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Plaint iff( s) , 

- against 

SEP 1 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 122307/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

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

Frank Ortiz,Esy. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

SOORDERED, - 



F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4  2011 

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

~ ~ ~~ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GERALDINE A. FAGEIONE, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of DAVID M. FAGGIONE 

Index No. 122307101 

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. 

*. 7d- 
Julie L. Me/ 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
______________________________I_________--------- - - - - - - -~-------- - - -~--~ X 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

DAVID M. FAGGIONE(Deceased) 122307/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JUNE 2011 FIFO ........................................................................ X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

REALTY & CONSTRUC 

without costs. 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway SHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

torneys for Defendant 

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

SO ORDERED, h (516) 294-5433 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

DAVID M. FAGGIONE S W  1 4 2031 
Index No.: 122307-01 

NO OPPOSITION JMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

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

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

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

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

i 

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 



\ 
SEp 1 4 2Ql1 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~~ ~ ~ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DOLORES WALLACE, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of JOHN F. WALLACE JR. 

Index No. 122698101 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

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

“ n .  I 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

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

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

h 

~ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry KleX Heitler 



4 

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

SEP _- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DOLORES WALLACE, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of JOHN F. WALLACE JR. 

Index No. 122698101 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: 4/37 ,2011 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DOLORES WALLACE, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of JOHN F. WALLACE JR. 

Index No. 122698/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

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

DATED: f *n* v-9- ,2011 

 ai *&*j c:., ,* &=<=%fl-,* 
1 
Attorneys for PI; 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

kd7" 
Julie L. er 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

SEP 1 4 2Dll I 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW Y O W  

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 122698/01 

NYCAL, 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOlLER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and thcxe being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



Executrix for the Estate of JOEIN F. WALLACE, 
T n  : NO OPPOSITION 
J K . ,  

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., ad., 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attornevs for Elaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

Erik Jacobs 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

264 West 40th Street 

Inc 

I 
SEP New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 302-2400 

L E D  
1 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
AUG 2 9 2011 NEW 

SO ORDERED: 



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

This Document Relates to1 

JOHN F. WALLACE, JR. 
Ly D IndexNo.: 122698-01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMn R1 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
-""... .-- - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _  r...." ~" _ _ _ _  _ _  

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

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

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

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Nex,York, New York F I L E D  
*i 

81 zx ,2011 SEP t 4 2011 -3 3 

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

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

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



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC., dd., : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
8\kS\\\ 

By: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

264 West 40th Street 700 Broadway E 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 SEP 1 4 2011 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
SEP 1 4  2011 

2 W r J l ’ Y  CLERK’S OFFlC 

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

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

I.U. Willets Road 
ertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 1 2011- 



F 
X:/FB w44526/n~~al/JuNE201 f 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et a]. 

Defendants. 

COUNTY CLERt.('S OFFICE 
NEW YOHK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 122701/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

withobt costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 1 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, __ 

2 Rector Street, 1 4t" Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP I 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE: 
NEW YORK IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROXANN H. INTRILIGATOR, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of EUGENE F. HOFF 

Index No. 122701/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

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

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



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK i 

SEP 1 4  20fl COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERKS OFI-iL, 
NEW YQRK IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROXANN H. INTRILIGATOR, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of EUGENE F. HOFF 

Index No. 122701101 

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. - 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E  
SEP 1 4  2019 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
OUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROXANN H. INTRILIGATOR, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of EUGENE F. HOFF 

Index No. 122701/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

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

Julie L. Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_____.._____r_..____--..-----~-..-------..------...----"...------.. 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

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

_ _ _ _ _ 7 . . _ _ _ _ _ r . . .  ~ _____...______..._ 

This Document Relates to: 

EUGENE F. HOFF 
f Index No.: 122701-01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

1 F I L E D ,  
srtr .2011 s p  1 4 2011 -: 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 

SO ORDERED, 

- I  

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



This Document Relates to: 

NICHOLAS J.  BALESTRA (Deceased) 
Index No 
1227M/O 1 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

I 

I 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

, 200 I.U. Willets Road 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

SO ORDERED, 



E 

F I L  
X:/FBW444Y6n~~~lJJlrne 201 I 

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

JOSEPH C. RIZZO, 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

SE? 1 4 2091 

COUNTY CLERKS OFt ICE 
NEW YOHK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 122789/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

pt *--(L.- e,,*> 
Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

Barry Mc'l'iernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SOORDERED, I 

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 

SEP 0 1 2011 



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

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HELEN POWELL, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH C. RIZZO, and HELEN POWELL, as 
Administratrix for the Estate of BARBARA RIZZO 

Index No. 122789/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

(7/--. J 

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

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 I788 

SO ORDERED, 



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

SEP 1 4  2011 

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

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HELEN POWELL, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH C. RIZZO, and HELEN POWELL, as 
Administratrix for the Estate of BARBARA RIZZO 

Index No. 122789/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

___ ~ 

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

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

DATED: 6v>, g-2 -2 -  ,2011 

*L.F+y2* 
Weitr & Luxenberg X Y J  

Attorneys for Plaint iff 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

SO ORDERED, 



THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HELEN POWELL, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH C. RIZZO, and HELEN POWELL, as 
Administratrix for the Estate of BARBARA RIZZO 

Index No, 122789/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

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

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

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

A 

SO ORDERED, 



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

f F\I L E,D 1,ndexNo.: 122789-01 
This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH C. RIZZO 
! NO OPPOSITION SUMMXY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

..... " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  ....._-------....- 

WHEREFORE, Company hereby requests 

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

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

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, \ F I L E D  
Dated: Ne;y$ New York 

,2011 
SEP 1 4  2011 

i 
1 r, . 

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

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. 

without costs. 

TY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
rneys for Defendant 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E D  

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 122790/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry kle-r 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 



1 L+ IQjI 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

5Q 
r#s 0- .(OR& IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION G O ~ + q @ J  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DENISE ATAMIAN, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
ROBERT J. TUSSI 

Index No. 122790101 

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. 

J u l k  Mer 
Attorne$s for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

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

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

2071 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein m e r  



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

i p  1 4 2019 

Gaur"$; yorw 
F\GE 

EJ3lC5 OF IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DENISE ATAMIAN, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
ROBERT J. TUSSI 

Index No. 122790/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law.and Rules 9 3212, 

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

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

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

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

p rej ud ice and without costs . 

DATED: r- 3-> ,2011 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 



SEp 1 4  2Qll SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

OUNn CLERK'S 0'F\CE 
YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
P 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 122790101 

DENISE ATAMIAN, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
ROBERT J. TUSSI 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

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

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

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



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

_ _ _ _ _ y y . . . . l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . . . . -  " - - - - - - - -  ....---------..---------.... " - - - - -  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: F p - - - -  Index No.: 122790-01 
ROBERT J. TUSSI 

NYCAL 

F" (Heitler, S . )  - - - - -  "-...-.---------...---~~------- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMn S 5 2011 .R 

CO NTY CLE KS OFFICE JUDGMENT MOTION AND 4 OFtDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

F I L E D  dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
- 

Dated: New York New York 
g/zL ,2011 SEP 1 4 2011 

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



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

CRAIG PASCOE, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate THOMAS PASCOE, and RITA 

: Index No, 122792/0 1 

PASCOE, Individually, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and S., NC., ad., 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
8 )  b5 \ \ \  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASICAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New Yark, New York COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

2 92011 SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Kl 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

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

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

I.U. Willets Road 
, New York 11507 
-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



D 
SEp 14. 2022 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RITA PASCOE, Individually and CRAIG PASCOE as 
Personal Representative for the Estate of THOMAS 
PASCOE NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 122792/01 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

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

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

J u l i e v r  
Attorney for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E D  7 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK NEW YORK 

- against - Index No.: 122792/01 

WHEREFORE, defendant FIJLT'ON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

RKS 
Barry McTierfdn & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

\ I  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



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

SEP t 4 2011 

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

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RITA PASCOE, Individually and CRAIG PASCOE as 
Personal Representative for the Estate of THOMAS 
PASCOE NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. I22792101 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New Yerk, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



F I L  - 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK S . p  1 4 2011 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RITA PASCOE, Individually and CRAIG PASCOE as 
Personal Representative for the Estate of THOMAS 
PASCOE NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 122792/01 

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: j .  ' 9 ,  4/22 ,2011 

Attorn e y s for P la i n t iff 
Weitz & Luxenberg *, ' "u-7 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

b 

Julie L. Mdr 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_____..._____... "___---..------..------..- 

This Document Relates to: 
Index No.: 122792-01 

THOMAS PASCOE 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

COUNTY RK'S F~CE ORDER 
w YORK 

"_____..."_____.._"_____________________-..------..----------------- A" 
WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Comp F f L d  t e s n  are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
SEP 1 4  2011 

Dated: New York New York 
g /A ,2011 

*' ., 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

HelenlAntoniou McGowan, Esq. 
- 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERK5 OFFICE 
NEWYORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 122793/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with pre-judice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
h 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & L,uxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 n 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 

c 
1 

2 a  M a l i k g s q .  
ttorneys fo LTON BOILER WORKS 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK - .p.”& 

+y4 G . d O  
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION ‘Od+ & 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARGARET J. BIEK, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of RICHARD R. BIEK 

Index No. 122793/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: Xfn ,2011 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
1 u- . 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARGARET J. BIEK, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of RICHARD R. BIEK 

Index No. 122793101 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARGARET J. BIEK, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of RICHARD R. BIEK 

Index No. 122793101 

N'O OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorney 4 for Defend ant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ _ _ _ _ r . . _ _ _ _ _ r . . . _ _ _ - - - . . . ~ - - - - - - . - ~ - - - - - - . . - - - - - - . . - - - - - - - . . . - - - - - -  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S . )  

Index No.: 122793-01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_ "  _..______...______________ _...__ 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD R. BIEK 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

. . . _ _ _ _ _ r . . . _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ . . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - . . " ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ . .  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Prfducts Company be and the same are hereby 

4 ,  

Dated: 

1-  , 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SEP I 4  2011 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD R. BIEK (Deceased) 
Index No 
122793101 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JUNE 2011 FIFO ________rl_______l_________I____________---~~-------~-------~-------~--- X 4 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 
'9 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION C ., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

9, 
4 

?\ 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORRgRATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION C 

without costs. 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

700 Broadway ONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

n, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TLSHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 
!A 

in the above-enGtled case, pursuant to Civil Rractice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TJSHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same 
% 

% without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
NEW YORK 

A 

N E S  EDWARDS 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \> A MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
&torneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 mm m ~ s  

SEP t 4 2611 v ttorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN R 
CONSTRUCTION CO., 

NEW Yowc 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E D  
SEP 1 4  2011 X:/FR W44528AemWJurte 201 I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
ARTHUR J. MILEY, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

___1__1__--______1____________1_11______----~-----------"-_-"---- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Plaintiff(s), ORDER 

I against - Index No.: 123007/01 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n (212) 558-550 

LTON BOILER WORKS 
Barry Mcl'iernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 141h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERK'S OFI'IGE 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DENINIS MILEY as Executor for the Estate of ARTHUR 
J. MILEY 

Index No. 123007/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: y-Gm-- ,2011 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

n / 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

F I L E  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERK'S OFWCE 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DENINIS MILEY as Executor for the Estate of ARTHUR 
J. MILEY 

Index No. 123007/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

c. 
I 

J u w M e r  
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DENINIS MILEY as Executor for the Estate of ARTHUR 
J. MILEY 

Index No. 123007/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. M& 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

4 Index No.: 123007-01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMn R1 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

OFtDER 

ARTHUR J. MILEY 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  
t 
! SEP 1 4  2011 ? 1 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW-YORK 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

6 G o n i o u  McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E D  

MARY S. LARDNER, as Personal Representative for : NYCAL COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 
the Estate of THOMAS P. LARDNER, and MARY S. : I.A.S. Part 30 
LARDNER, Individually, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

NEW YORK 
4 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No.: 123008-01 

-against- 

A C .  & S., TNC., et al., 

-. 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, disinissing 

p1aintil‘l”s complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with pre,judice, and thcrt: being nu 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-dcfcndants, all clainis and cross claims agaiiist 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudicc and without cosls. 

_-- 
Frank OrtiL, Esq. 
WEITZ & LLJXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorncys for Del‘enda 

SO ORDERED, _ _  -- 



F I L E D  

Plaint iff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 123041/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULrON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

dcfciidanl FULTON BOILER W O K S  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice arid 

without costs. 

Frank OrtiqEsq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 (212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LOUIS ARIENO 
Index No. 123041/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Plaint iff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LOUIS ARIENO 
Index No. 123041/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

A u - &_ .- \ 

I sniak LLP 
Martin Corp. 

4ttornGs for Plaintiff 
Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
Yew York, NY IO003 

nc1or r1eys 
Lockheed 
Weiner Le ~ 

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: 

LOUIS ARIENO 
Index No. 123041/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

( ) < ]  L i 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being' no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(U.6) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherrymin Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHRISTINE WISSING, Individually and as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of ALFRED FREDICK 
WISSING NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 123130/01 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

New York, NY 10003 

Julie L&er 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK SEp \ 4 20" - 

N RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

rHlS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 123130/01 

:HRISTINE WISING, Individually and as Personal 
iepresentative for the Estate of ALFRED FREDICK 
Nl SSl NG NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

udgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

jismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

mjudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Y 

DATED: q - 2 >  , 2011 

#*** 
,+ +u *". 

!L, *d ,A 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

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: 

CHRISTINE WISSING, Individually and as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of ALFRED FREDICK 
WISSING NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 123130/01 

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: 

Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

- 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

fl 

SO ORDERED, 



SEP t 4 E821 x::/FE W44503nemWJune 201 I 

ALFRED FREDERICK W I S S ING, 

Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- against - Index No.: 123130/01 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

O M S  
Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTIkrnan & Moore 1. 
2 Rector Street, 14t'' Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 558-550 

SOORDERED, . 

(212) 313-3600 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

re hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs . 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
Nuly YORK 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

SO CIRDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Ep NO OPPOSITION SUMR 
ALFRED FREDERICK WISSINF 

4R 
'JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

F I L E D  dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

SEP 1 4  2011 ; Dated: Ne;Jo;kiNew York 
,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



' F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4  20f1 

F 

ficoUNn CLERKS OFFICE 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW YOFtE 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MICHAEL TAORMINA, as Executor for the Estate of 
JOHN A. CAMBONI 

Index No. 123131/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MICHAEL TAORMINA, as Executor for the Estate of 
JOHN A. CAMBONI 

Index No. 123131/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

2 Julie L. Mer 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
tjauppauge, NY I 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 SEP 1 4  20?6 
fl COUNTY CLERK’S OFF!CE 

NEW YORK IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MICHAEL TAORMINA, as Executor for the Estate of 
JOHN A. CAMBONI 

Index No. 123131/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED. A 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

J 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



E 

F I L E  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP 1 4  2011 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERK'S OFF,CE 

NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MICHAEL TAORMINA, as Executor for the Estate of 
JOHN A. CAMBONI 

Index No. 123131/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co. , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L.)her 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



F I L E D  

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

SEP 1 4  2011 
F 

! NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

+b 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 123131/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 31 3-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sh 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dis 

without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_______...._________~--...-----.- "--...-~---------..----------..~--- 

Index No.: 123131-01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMn 4RY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN A, CAMBONI 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0, Smith Water Prod '$ 0 the same are hereby 

SEP 1 4 2011 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Dated: New York, New York 
8/LL ,2011 

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 12011 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YOHK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 123132/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank OrtiZEsq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(2 12) 3 13-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION C F I  

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway ,~ 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

DEMERS & McMANUS 

SHMAN REALTY & 
TION CO., INC. 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 E 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEp 1 4  20” 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA WATERS, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of STERLING H. WATERS 

Index No. 123132/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys Weitz & Luxenberg for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

3 Attorneys Julie L. er for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry KleWHeitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK q \ L  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ERK’s OFF\CE 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION ; cow%;: yoRK 

7 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA WATERS, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of STERLING H. WATERS 

Index No. 1231 32/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: pk 2 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



G o ~ ~ T y  CLERKS OFF"' 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW m R K  

~ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA WATERS, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of STERLING H. WATERS 

Index No. I23132101 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Y 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ " _ . . _ " _ _ _ _ r . . . " _ _ _ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ . . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ . . . ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - . ~ ~ ~ ~ " . ~ . . . - - - - ~ .  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 123132-01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
____...______...____~--...--------.. " - - - - - -  ..-------...-------..---- 
This Document Relates : 

STERLING H. WATERS 

1p 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
_ _ _ _ _ r _ . . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r . . . ~ - - - - - - . . . ~ - - - - - - . . . ~  

Wl&REFORE, +, de 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York SEQ 1 4 2011 
201 W U N n  CLERK'S OFFICE 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, NY 10003 

NEW YORK 
I "  

toniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SEP 0 12011 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

RKS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK St? 

GOUN HEU 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

- ~ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GREGORY SNEED, as Administrator for the Estate of 
BRUCE D. SNEED 

Index No. 123225/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

New York, NY 10003 

n i -  
Julie L. fer 
Attorney for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK F I L 

SEP 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GREGORY SNEED, as Administrator for the Estate of 
BRUCE D. SNEED 

Index No. 123225101 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: V - P L  ,2011 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. der 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F \ k 
L 

s@ 1 4  20'2' COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
-- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GREGORY SNEED, as Administrator for the Estate of 
BRUCE D. SNEED 

Index No. 123225/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

F 1 L E D 
SEP 1 4  20” 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GREGORY SNEED, as Administrator for the Estate of 
BRUCE D. SNEED 

Index No. 123225/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Weitz 8, Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

A 

Julie L. Uer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JUNE 2011 FIFO ___________I_______I---------------------------~---------------~-------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

ta TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

without costs. 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway SHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

torneys for Defendant 

SO ORDERED, 
SEP 0 12Q11 



F I L E D  

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 123225/01 

NY CAI, 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 ' New York, New York 10006 

Barry Mc'Tiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

WORKS 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

BRUCE D. SNEED 
NO OPPOSITION JMn 4R? 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
i3l- ,2011 

SEP 1 4  2011 
i 

1 
5 

W W Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

--- Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



F I L E D  
X:/FR W4.5O16Aeprrl/JUNE2OI~ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 123226101 

NY CAI, 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

dcfendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with pxjudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 

N BOILER WORKS 

2 Reitor Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York I0006 
(2 12) 3 13-3600 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VIRGINIA BIRGE, as Executrix for the Estate of 
HAROLD BIRGE, and VIRGINIA BIRGE, Individually, 

Index No. 123226/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VIRGINIA BIRGE, as Executrix for the Estate of 
HAROLD BIRGE, and VIRGINIA BIRGE, Individually, 

Index No. 123226/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF Tt 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

E STATE OF NEW YORK FILEB 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VIRGINIA BIRGE, as Executrix for the Estate of 
HAROLD BIRGE, and VIRGINIA BIRGE, Individually, 

Index No. 123226101 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 

Borg-Warner Corporation 
Weiner Lesniak LLP New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VIRGINIA BIRGE, as Executrix for the Estate of 
HAROLD BIRGE, and VIRGINIA BIRGE, Individually, 

Index No. 123226/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

,2011 
..," 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 BMCE Inc. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 
F I L E D  

- 
MES EDWARDS 

torneys for Defendant 
, DEMERS & McMANUS 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

'c 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 123226-01 

. NO OPPOSITION SUMhAR 
HAROLD BIRGE 

S E f l  JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Compan Fe r e e r r  hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York S/li ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P,C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

4 SEP 1 4  2011 1 

4 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

Hel& Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Compan 
88 Pine Street, 24 Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

3: 

7 

SO ORDERED, 



' F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK I 

SEP f 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~- ~ ~ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

Richard J. Dietz and Catherine Dietz 
Index No. 123275/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp,, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SEP 1 4 2891 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK F 

COUNTYCL-~RK'S OFFICE 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

Richard J. Dietz and Catherine Dietz 
Index No. I23275101 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

c, ~ 

Attorneys fgr Plaintiff Julie L. Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway I 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
F I L E D  

SEP 1 4  2011 COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
COUNTY CLERK'S QFFICE 

NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

Richard J. Dietz and Catherine Dietz 
Index No, 12327901 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

~ ~~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
,I' "7 L- if 

J u l i e M r  
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 1 2011 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs . 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

ttorneys for Defendant 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 X.U. Willets Road 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

SEP 1 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YOHI< 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 123275/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice. 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noticc to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FIJLTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. '*I ..i$a 

8 1 ~ ~  Attorney for Plaintiffk 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
Ncw York, NY 10003 

n 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, -- 
Fl0n 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 141h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 



F I L E D  
SEP 1 4  2011 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

'"NTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

Richard J. Dietz and Catherine Dietz 
Index No. 123275/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

/ 
Julie L. Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

SF? 0 1 2Qll 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

'Fv L E D  Index No.: 123275/01 
This Document Relates to: 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

RICHARD J. DIETZ 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Produqs Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  ' SEP 1 4  2311 Dated: New York New York 
!F s/ LL ,2011 

New York, NY 10003 dant A. 0. Smith Water 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

e same re hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

P I L E D  r 
w, L SEP 1 4  2011 

0U TY CLERK'S OFFICE I 

NEW YORK i Pg 
E T  
UTY, DEMERS & McMANUS WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

orneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

, New York 11507 
-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 12011 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and S,, INC., @ &  

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

Defendants. 
---__*--------____- I -----..,.r----- I --__ll-------____lrl- x 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By: /&#Y...... &Li- 
Matthew MacIntyre d 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendmts The Goodyem Tire & 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 
(2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

n 2 920114 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F1I 

~ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LINDA P. RICHARDSON as Executrix for the Estate of 
FLOYD C. RICHARDSON and LINDA P. RICHARDSON, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 123299lOl 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

/ 7 L  / 
/’ 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
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 F I L E D 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LINDA P. RICHARDSON as Executrix for the Estate of 
FLOYD C. RICHARDSON and LINDA P. RICHARDSON, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 123299/01 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

I 
I 

I 

d 



P 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LINDA P. RICHARDSON as Executrix for the Estate of 
FLOYD C. RICHARDSON and LINDA P. RICHARDSON, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 123299/01 

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. 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP New York, NY 10003 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E D  
X:/FBW4.~053/I~!p1rWJun~ 201 I SEP 1 4  2011 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 123299/03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against dcfcndant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

dcfcndant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, _, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

, ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products P p L b e g d  6 same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
4 2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 

3t  'P 01  2011 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J . )  

Index No 
ALVIN J. SCHADE (Deceased) F 1 L E D 123415/01 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in I 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

UTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

_ _ _ _ _ r . . . . . . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . . . . . - - - - ~ ~ ~ - ~ . . .  

lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S . )  

Index No.: 123415-01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_ _ _ _ _ _  " I . . . . . . _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . . . . . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  

This Document Relates to 

ALVIN J. SCHADE 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: sEp ' 4 2011 .. 

I Hblen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



$’ 

F F I L E D  F 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4  2011 

F 
P ’ CoUNn CLERK’S OFFICE 

NEW Y O ~ K  IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOYCE CONGDON, asExecutrix for the Estate of 
ORLYN CONGDON, and JOYCE CONGDON, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 123563101 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. Me? 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SEP 0 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOYCE CONGDON, asExecutrix for the Estate of 
ORLYN CONGDON, and JOYCE CONGDON, 
Individually , NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 123563101 

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. 

,2011 
r , ,  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie -id L. er 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOYCE CONGDON, asExecutrix for the Estate of 
ORLYN CONGDON, and JOYCE CONGDON, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 123563101 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

. ." . 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
)? Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 24ac--- 
SEP 0 1201t 



X:/FB W45065/rearrWVNE20lf 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_"___--_____________-____________--_____-______-_______-_____--_- X 
ORLYN CONGDON, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

F I L E D  
SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 123563/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WIIEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. > .&2a 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxcnberg g I&$ 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n (212) 558-550 

BOILER WORKS 

New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are here 

without costs, 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

, New York 11507 
-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
.....__ "____________"........-.------------"--......"--------------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 123563-01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1,A.S. Part 30 
........____________~~~........... 

This Document Relates to 

ORLYN CONGDON 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to 41 co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A, 0, Smith Water Pdductr E m / a & l l e  fJsme are hereby 
f 

dismissed with prejudice and without cost's. 

Dated: New York, New York 
9 /  Z'L ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SEP 1 4  2011 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

He& Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
.................................................................... 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 123699-01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
.................................................................... 
This Document Relates to: 

ADOLF W. BRANDT 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
................................. 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
5% ,2011 sEp 1 4  2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 

SO ORDERED, d 

Hon. S h z  



I ,Fib This Document Relates to: 

ADOLF W. BRANDT (Deceased)! - 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HeitIer , J. ) 

Index No 
123699/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JUNE 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs . 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

UTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
neys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

\ 

(5 16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ADOLF W. BRANDT and LOTTIE BRANDT 
Index No. 123699/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

-- Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. Mdr 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, mikiiwr- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 9 
1 
r 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ADOLF W. BRANDT and LOTTIE BRANDT 
Index No. 123699/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

1 

* i. Weitz & Luxenberg %", '0 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ADOLF W. BRANDT and LOTTIE BRANDT 
Index No. 123699/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co. , with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

,e 

Julie L. Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E  

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., ct al. 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 123699/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled casc, pursuant to Civil Practice 1,aw and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintilfs' complaint against defendant FUL'TON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs 

nia Malikz 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Wcitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 

Barry McTierkn & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14t" Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

Hon. Sherry KleiGHeitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK ' F I L E D  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP 1 4  201t 

NEW wrw 
f- 

COUNTY C1.ERK'S OFFiCE IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VIRGINIA DAVINO, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of FRANK DAVINO 

Index No. 1241 17/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 8($% ,2011 

,"% x Weitz & Luxenberg %**" 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. Mdr 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

_I 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 1  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VIRGINIA DAVINO, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of FRANK DAWN0 

Index No. 1241 17/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

-h\ 7. Weitz & Luxenberg ?>> ‘j 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. M6r 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SEP 0 I 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 9  2011 

COUNTY CLEHK'S 0I"FICE 
NEW YORK IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VIRGINIA DAVINO, individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of FRANK DAVINO 

Index No. 1241 17/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

t--. I 
Julie L. der 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway - 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

F I L E D  
SEP 1 4  2011 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintifls' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 1241 17/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

N BOILER WORKS 

2 Rector Street, 14t" Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
r 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ _  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ...........-...-~~--- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_____________-. " _ _ _  ................................................. 

E D IndexNo.: 124117-01 
This Document Relates to: 

FRANK S. DAVINO 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
g p  ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helefi Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith w'ater Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
g / i L  ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

He% Antoniou McGowm, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

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: 

MARION L. SMITH as Executrix for the Estate of 
WILLIAM J. SMITH and MARION L. SMITH and 
ESTHER A. McKOWN as Co-Executrices for the Estate 
of LUELLA I. SMITH, 

Index No. 124120/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorne6 for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 3 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
._ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARION L. SMITH as Executrix for the Estate of 
WILLIAM J. SMITH and MARION L. SMITH and 
ESTHER A. McKOWN as Co-Executrices for the Estate 
of LUELLA I. SMITH, 

Index No. 124120/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: Gs’k ,2011 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. Mer! 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

s of WE 
CLERK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
c. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARION L. SMITH as Executrix for the Estate of 
WILLIAM J. SMITH and MARION L. SMITH and 
ESTHER A. McKOWN as Co-Executrices for the Estate 
of LUELLA I. SMITH, 

Index No. 124120/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

&- ,2011 
& 

Attorneys f<r Defend ant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, l Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION y &WS UNT \NUOR& GO NE 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARION L. SMITH as Executrix for the Estate of 
WILLIAM J. SMITH and MARION L. SMITH and 
ESTHER A. McKOWN as Co-Executrices for the Estate 
of LUELLA I .  SMITH, 

Index No. 124120/01 

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 § 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: ,2011 

Weitr & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

7 

u 
Julie L. Mer1 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

sEpoJ 2077 



F I L E D  

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No, : 124 120/0 1 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FUL'ION BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

\k BOILER WORKS 
Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

2 Rector Street, 14t" Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

~ 1 2 b [  li 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTIQN CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
* 

without costs. 

UTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
orneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
____rlc_____________________II__________----------------------~ X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

__rr___-________________________________----------------------- X 
MARION SMITH, as Executrix for the Estate of 
WILLIAM J. SMITH, and LUELLA I. SMITH, 
Individually, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: Index No. 124120/01 
: 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., @&, 

Defendants. 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and GooLjear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor New York 
Y j z s  I \ \  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
fendants The Goodyear Tire & 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 SEP 4 2011 New York, New York 1001 8 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

CLERKS OFFICE 
Dated: New York, New York NEW YORK 

AuG 2 9 2011 SO ORDERED: 



F I L E D  
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SEP 1 4  2011 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S ,  Inc., et al. 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 100054/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintif'fs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and thcre being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby disrnisscd with prcjudicc and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff's 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-550 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kiein-Ikitler 

WORKS 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARY BRUNO, Individually and as Administratrix for the 
Estate of JOHN V. BRUNO 

Index No. 100054/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

L 
Julie L. M)r 
Attorney for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. ,  INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. D 

FFICE 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway AN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I .U.  Willets Road 

, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 
'*, Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler - - &  

"i- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARY BRUNO, Individually and as Administratrix for the 
Estate of JOHN V. BRUNO 

Index No. 100054/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the  same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: &-z- ,2011 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



4 IQjI 
SF3 o@e 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

$4$S 
CLL p$ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION GO UN-?!@ yo 

THIS DOCUMENT REIATES TO: 

MARY BRUNO, Individually and as Administratrix for the 
Estate of JOHN V. BRUNO 

Index No. 100054/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Julie L. Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I ,  .................................... 

This Document Relates to: 
Index No.: 100054-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMP 4RY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER NTY CLERK'S 

JOHN V. BRUNO 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Profiucts Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
8 l . r . ~  ,2011 

% -\-:, 
\)(. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

A 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

F I L E D  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
COUN7Y CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA LYNCH, as Executrix for the Estate of DAVID 
L. LYNCH, and PATRICIA LYNCH, Individually, 

Index No. 100580/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

! 

i ! 



F I L  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

SEP 1 4  2011 COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA LYNCH, as Executrix for the Estate of DAVID 
L. LYNCH, and PATRICIA LYNCH, Individually, 

Index No. 100580/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

\5 Attorneys for Plaintiff '-%, 
WVeitz & Luxenberg "%.q 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

M",,??, 
riel ta. Maria 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



F I L E D  : 

BENJAMIN F. KURTZ, 

Plaintiff(s), 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- against - Index No.: 100581/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxcnberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 
r 

2 Rector Street, I 4th Floor 
Ncw York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 



i 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

E / F I L E D  
f l E  sfp 1 4  20ft 

r 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HELEN KURTZ, Individually and as Administratrix for the 
Estate of BENJAMIN F. KURTZ 

Index No, 100581/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1  788 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

lbertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



SEP 1 9 28l i  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

c 
r COUNT)' CLERK'S 0 F . k  i I '  

NEW YOliK 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HELEN KURTZ, Individually and as Administratrix for the 
Estate of BENJAMIN F. KURTZ 

Index No. 100581/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

UZm 

Attorneys for Plaintiff =-YJV" 
Weits & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. M b  
Attorney for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 1  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP t 4 2011 
F 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HELEN KURTZ, Individually and as Administratrix for the 
Estate of BENJAMIN F. KURTZ 

Index No. 100581/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A, Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Julie L. h e r  
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
.................................................................... 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 100581-02 

....................................... 
This Document Relates to: 

BENJAMIN F. KURTZ Sp)(20,, 
NO OPPOSITION SUMn R 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
.................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith WatdProdu f the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without kosts. 

Dated: New Y ork, New Y ork! 
gl= - .  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

4 He1 n Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

z 

i 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

SEF 1 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

c 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 100583/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FUL'I'ON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

---- 
Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14t" Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERWS 
NEW yoRK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SANTA CALABRO, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of HENRY C. CALABRO 

Index No. 100583/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 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 
New York, NY 10003 

$c- Attorneys Julie . Mer for Defend ant 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

&&{... 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry C 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

UNTY CLERK'S 0 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION C O . ,  INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

rneys for Defendant 

bertson, New York 11507 
16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

F I L  

COUNTY CLERK'S Oi-l'ir=E 
NEW YOfIK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ ~ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SANTA CALABRO, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of HENRY C. CALABRO 

Index No. 100583/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co,, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

D I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L.,hler 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4  2011 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SANTA CALABRO, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of HENRY C. CALABRO 

Index No. 100583/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: New York, New Y ork 
SILL ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

3 He en Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

Index No.: 100778/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FUL'TON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 
r 

u t t o r n e y s  fo BOILER WORKS 

2 Rector Street, 141h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP 1 la 2011 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 100778/02 

MARGARET HICKEY, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of HERBERT P. HICKEY 

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. +-=- Attorn Julie . ys Mer for Defendant 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
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 F I L E D  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP 1 4  2011 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARGARET HICKEY, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of HERBERT P. HICKEY 

Index No. I00778102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. der 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ________________________________________-------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

HERBERT P. HICKEY (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J. ) 

Index No 
100778/02 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
NSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
I.U. Willets Road 

ertson, New York 11507 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

SEP 01 2011’ 



e 
SEP 1 $4 20;; 

CouNrv CLERKS OF-/- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARGARET HICKEY, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of HERBERT P. HICKEY 

Index No. 100778/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

h 
**qw"++n Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Weitz & Luxenberg "-4 Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. Me! 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
.................................................................... 
IN RE: NEW Y O W  COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS~LITIG I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) .................................... 

This Document Relates tp: 
Index No.: 100778-02 

HERBERT P. HICKEY 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
.................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0, Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
SILL -2011 

-\Y Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

A 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. '\ 

, 

Her'eX Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
" 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
8 PZZ ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

H&n Ltoniou  McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MILDRED STRAUCH, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of SEYMOUR STRAUCH 

Index No. 100820/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. Me/ 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP 1 4  2011 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MILDRED STRAUCH, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of SEYMOUR STRAUCH 

Index No. 100820/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: , 2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg **. 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, N Y  10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E D  ~ 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YOHK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 100820/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 1  2011 



k 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEp 4 101' 

cour\rr~ CG7:;;. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

lP OFF\GE 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MILDRED STRAUCH, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of SEYMOUR STRAUCH 

Index No. 100820/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: q-3> " ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys hor Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

Hon. Sherry Klei eitler 
SO ORDERED, 



"against- 

A.C. and S., INC., ad., 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Gobdyear I ,  

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pur ' an\ to 
CPLR 3212, dismissing pdintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & $u&r 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no oMosition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

i. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York 4 3% 1 I\ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
e Goodyear Tire & 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

-- 

SO ORDERED: 

A m  2 9 2oitt 



JAMES C. KLEIN (Deceased) l00821/0~ 
P 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OFtDER 
Re: JUNE 2011 FIFO ___________-_____I-_-------------------------------------”-------------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, F I L E D .  1 
Dated: Albertson, New York 4 ,  

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

ttorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
‘Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



SEP 1 4 2011 

COUNTY CL EHK’S OFFICE 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NEW YOEK 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES KLEIN 
Index No. 100821102 

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. 

P ‘S,, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff %%:f 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF Tt 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

E STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D  
S@P 1 4 2011 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES KLEIN 
Index No. 100821/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

“u nmm - 
Attorneys for Plaintiff -\y 
Weitz & Luxenberg -.* 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

I ,  

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 1  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES KLEIN 
Index No. 100821/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

t 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

7 

DATED: 6/33- ,2011 

- 7  

Weitz & Luxenberg *% $?, 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. h e r  
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

SEP 1 5  2015 

COUNTY CLEHK'S OFFICE 
NEW YOHK ____________________----~--~---.-.............-.-------------------- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 100821-02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
.................................................................... 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES C. KLEIN 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
8 / 2 2  ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. % 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

A .  

HelTn Gtotoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



1 

F I L E D  1 4 

SEP 1 4  2011 
4 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK ......._____________-----...-...-...- "-------------.......---------- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 100822-02 

d 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r . . . . . . . - . - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - . . . . ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES F. HENDFUCKSON 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
_._ 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
s / z ;  ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York. New York 10005 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JUNE 2011 FIFO ______________________I_________________--------- - - - - - - - -~~---~-------- -  X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARGARET SAMARTANO, as Proposed Exectrix for 
the Estate of CHARLES F. HENDRICKSON 

Index No. 100822/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

-1 
6w q 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 3 Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK E F I L 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP 1 4  2011 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARGARET SAMARTANO, as Proposed Exectrix for 
the Estate of CHARLES F. HENDRICKSON 

Index No. 100822/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Julie L x r  
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

F I L E  
SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFi::iC!,! 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARGARET SAMARTANO, as Proposed Exectrix for 
the Estate of CHARLES F. HENDRICKSON 

Index No. 100822/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L  
SEP 1 4  2011 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 100822/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

SOORDERED, ~ 

BOILER WOR 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

.KS 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F l L  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY C L E R K S  OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARGARET FULTON, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of JOHN H. RANSON 

Index No. 100870/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

Attornkys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 



JOHN H .  RANSON (Deceased) 

NYCAL F 

,if Y hl 

k m 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, , hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law -and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

e are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

i 
J 

OF"t*trEar, REALTY & CONSTRUCTION C 

without costs , 
SEP 1 4 2011 

'k LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

Y 10003 

SEP 0 1 2011 



i & F I L E D  

PlaintifY(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

SEP 1 4  2011 
F 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

F 

Index No.: 100&70/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON €301 LER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 

R::: Barry McTiernan 
2 Rector Street, 14 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

F I L E  

JOHN H. RANSON 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
SILL ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

toniou McGowm, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

F I L E D 
SEP 1 4  2011 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARGARET FULTON, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of JOHN H. RANSON 

Index No. 100870/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: g - 2 a  ,2011 

1% ", Weitz & Luxenberg 2, 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 Weiner Lesniak LLP 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

L 
SEp 164 2011 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COU~n CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARGARET FULTON, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of JOHN H. RANSON 

Index No. 100870/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Plain tiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



..___________ " _ _  . . _ . . . . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - . ~ . . . . - . . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - . - - - - - - - " -  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S . )  

Index No.: 100873-02 
This Document 

VINCENT J. DADO 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
> 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products C Impre S B m e  are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
q 2 r  ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, NY 10003 

93 f 4 2011 

1 He en Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
- New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates to: 

VINCENT J. DADO (Deceased) 
Index No 
100873/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 
I 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest j 
to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Succe 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 100873/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. n 

1 6 %  
orney for Plaintiffs , 

Weitz-& Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

n 

SO ORDERED, I--- 

Hon. Shemy Klein-Heitler 

S 

2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

I 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION COR 

without costs. 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway ONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

New York 11507 
433 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4 2013 

F 
, COuwY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW Y1Jj ;I< IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EVELYN GUIDO, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of VINCENT J. GUIDO 

Index No. 101057/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A, Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Julie L. Mer 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



I 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 11 2061 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EVELYN GUIDO, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of VINCENT J. GUIDO 

Index No. 101057/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

R 
4 + , # # , e . + y - $  

\?a> 

Attorneys for Plaintiff t 

Weitz & Luxenberg \ ,  

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie LI! Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EVELYN GUIDO, individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of VINCENT J. GUIDO 

Index No. 101057/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Plaint iff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SEP 1 '9 2011 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

i 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 7 

iapp 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 101057/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and thcre being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, c 
Hon, Sherry Klein-Hcitler 

& Attorneys fo F LTON BOILER WORKS 

Barry McTieGan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 101057-02 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  "~~__~_~~~.......".--~------ 

This Document Relates to: 

VINCENT J. GUIDO 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 1 

\ ........ ~ _____________________r__________________- - - - - - - . - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Product o p y be and the same are hereby F t e E D  dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
S I L L  ,2011 

New York, NY 10003 

SEP 1 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  SEP 1 4  2011 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK I 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0, Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: ork, New York 
,2011 

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

h SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. Sherry Klein H a e r  

SEP 0 1 2011 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Merest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRU 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway AN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

bertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



F I  D 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 l! 2Qf1 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROSEANN ESPOSITO, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of JOHN ESPOSITO 

Index No. 101 058/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. Ver 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP 1 4  2011 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROSEANN ESPOSITO, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of JOHN ESPOSITO 

Index No. 101058/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Julie L. Me/ 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
F 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROSEANN ESPOSITO, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of JOHN ESPOSITO 

Index No. 101058/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Yd.;l"' 
Weitz & Luxenberg w 
700 Broadway I 7th floor 
New York, NY IO003 

", 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 1 2011 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

F I L E D ,  

Index No.: 10 1058/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 

I New York, NY 10003 
1 

(212) 558-550 
New York, NCW York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
r 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
.- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA M. BAILEY, Individually and KENNETH 
BAILEY JR. and JOHN BAILEY as Co-Executors for the 
Estate of KENNETH F. BAILEY 

Index No. 101245/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

\ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA M. BAILEY, Individually and KENNETH 
BAILEY JR. and JOHN BAILEY as Co-Executors for the 
Estate of KENNETH F. BAILEY 

Index No. 101245/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys 6 r  Plaintiff *I +m,\y-.. 

Weitz & Luxenberg \& 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: JUNE 2011 FIFO ______________________________1_111_____--------------------------~-~-~- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

without costs. 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION Cp., INC. be and the same are hereby dismis 

Pni I 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

-- 

FRANK ORT*IZ-- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

MXS EDWARDS 0 * q HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

ttorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

'' 

-Abertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP I 4  2ogg 
.................................................................... 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL COUNTY ckE-\+/('z$ OFF,cE 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 NEW \cORK 
(Heitler, S,) 

Index No.: 101245-02 

.................................................................... 
This Document Relates to: 

KENNETH F. BAILEY 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
..................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
8122-  ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

HI 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 



PATRICIA M. BAILEY, Individually & : Index No. 10124YO 
KENNETH BAILEY JR. & JOHN BAILEY as Co- 
Executors for the Estate of KENNETH I;. BAILEY, : 

: NOOPPOSIT 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

A.C. and S., INC., ad., : IAS Part 301 
I 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goadyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New Yor , N w York r p i  I, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 1 ' ~~ zQjj 

Ks ot 
GLt;&fi 

5Q 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION G&q!cd 

P 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA M. BAILEY, Individually and KENNETH 
BAILEY JR. and JOHN BAILEY as Co-Executors for the 
Estate of KENNETH F. BAILEY 

Index No. 101245/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



TMc:CCcjpk) 
8/91 11 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN NICHOLAS 

INDEX NO. 
10 1247/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4968-02 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 
SEP 1 4  2 11 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LINDA MARIE NICHOLAS Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of JOHN NICHOLAS 

Index No. 101247/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: , ~ %/2y ,2011 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

h 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP 1 4  2011 
F- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION i COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YOAK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LINDA MARIE NICHOLAS Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of JOHN NICHOLAS 

Index No. I 01  247/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Plaintiff *y+q' 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Weitz & Luxenberg i 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 1  2011 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



F I L E D  
X:/FB W4.W 1/5003 7/lepal/Junr 201 1 SEP 1 4  2011 

e 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index N e  & 1 120 10/05 

NYCAI, 
I.A.S, Part 30 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
JAMES PORTER, 
________________________________________------------------------- 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and thcrc being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

J".t -$-- 
si" 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

(212) 558-550 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 1 2011 



1 4  209t 
F SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

CLERK'S OFFICE 
____________________------.- "-..-............-..-~"----------------- NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.. 1248-02. 12010-05 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ - - ~ - - ~ - - -  "~"--~~...~..~.......-"~--~----------- 

0 This Document Relates to: 

JAMES PORTER 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
.........__.____________________________~~~~~~~~~~ ~"------..-...-..- 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New Y rk, New York 
8 p . L  ,2011 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hefen' Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



JAMES PORTER (Deceased) 

(Heitler, J.) [ h , 

112010/05 

L 

N 0 O F ” I O N  ‘% 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT --? 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &k 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

ertson, New York 11507 
U. Willets Road 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 1 2011 



Plaintiff($), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

COUNTY C! ERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YOflK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hcrcby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

-- 
Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(2 12) 3 13-3600 (212) 558-550 

SOORDERED, - 
Hon r 



F I  
SEF; 1 '.y{ 2gf l  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

O U N T ~  CL\:WS WFlCE 
NEW YOF{K 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

KEITH E. DASH, as Executor for the Estate of GEORGE 
E. DASH and KEITH E. DASH as Administrator for the 
Estate of NORMA DASH, Individually, 

Index No. 101284/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

. 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

-- 

F I L E D  
SEp 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

KEITH E. DASH, as Executor for the Estate of GEORGE 
E. DASH and KEITH E. DASH as Administrator for the 
Estate of NORMA DASH, Individually, 

Index No. 101284/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: 201 1 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SEP 0 I 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK ' F 1 
L 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
SEP 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

KEITH E. DASH, as Executor for the Estate of GEORGE 
E. DASH and KEITH E. DASH as Administrator for the 
Estate of NORMA DASH, Individually, 

Index No. 101284/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 

Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie d M e r  
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

SO ORDERED, 



F 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No. : 10 1284/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorncy for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, % 

Barry Mc'X'iMan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14"' Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

WORKS 

Hon. Sherry KlehHeitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

COLNTY CLEHK'S OFFICE 
NYCAL NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S . )  

Index No.: 101284-02 

_________.......______________r_________------~- "....~-------------- 

This Document Relates to: 

GEORGE E. DASH 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
g / r l l  ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 

Jew York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JUNE 2011 FIFO _____________1_-__-1ll__r_______________-------------------------------- X 

\ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. b e and the same are 

without costs. 
a , -  

Dated: Albertson. New Yorc @Frr . 
SEP l f i o l l  

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

ttorneys for Defendant 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 12011 

and 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X ________________________r_________l_____------------------"----- 

IN RE: NEW YORK crw ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _______"________l__r___________II_______-"-_---------~"--------- 

ALEXANDER and GLADYS MILLER, 
Index No. 101286/02 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION & ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

J 
F I L E D  

Defendant, THE OKONlTE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York SEP 14 2011 1' 
COUNTY CLERK'S Q F F ~ G ~  

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L  
SEI" 1 4  2011 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YOHK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No. : 10 1424/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FUL,TON BOILER WORKS be and the sarnc arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 

Barry Mc'Tiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New Yark 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

Hon. Sherry Kkin-Heitler 



F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4  2011 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK __________._........____________________--.......-~---------------~- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 1 0 1424/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_________________-______________________-----------.........-------- 

This Document Relates to: 

ROEBRT F. COVERT 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
81L1- -2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hef& Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

F I 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLLltIK'S OFFICE 
NEW YOHK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 101424/02 

DIANE COVERT, AS ADMINISTRATOR 
OF THE ESTATE OF ROBERT COVERT 
(DECEDENT), AND INDIVIDUALLY NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Julie I_:iL% L. Mer 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SEP 1 4  2011 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 101424/02 

DIANE COVERT, AS ADMINISTRATOR 
OF THE ESTATE OF ROBERT COVERT 
(DECEDENT), AND I NDlVl DUALLY NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

t I 
Julie L. d r  
Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



F 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK ' 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP I 4  2011 

L- COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION E NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 101424/02 

DIANE COVERT, AS ADMINISTRATOR 
OF THE ESTATE OF ROBERT COVERT 
(DECEDENT), AND INDIVIDUALLY 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 § 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. 

47 L. 
Julie L. M 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW YORK 

._ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DIANE COVERT, AS ADMINISTRATOR 
OF THE ESTATE OF ROBERT COVERT 
(DECEDENT), AND INDIVIDUALLY NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 101424/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff bxh 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. MLr 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

I" 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 12011 



X:/FB W4502YArpnWJ~nr 201 I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

F I L  
SEP 1 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERICS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 101480/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FIJLTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON HOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

IRKS Attorney for Plaintif'l's 
Wcitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

U t o r n e y s  for FPTO 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 141h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(21 2) 558-550 n - (212) 313-3600 
8/&\ 11 

SO ORDERED, - i; 
€Ion. S E  a Klei kitler 

SEP 0 1 2011 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 
.A' 

REALTY & 

without costs. 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant 

t SEP f 4 2011 Dated: Albertson, New York SEP $-2011 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

so ORDERED, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 1.U. Willets Road 

rtson, New 
(5  16) 294-5433 

York 11 ,507 



F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDNA WREN, Individually and as Proposed Executrix for 
the Estate of GEORGE WREN 

Index No. 101480/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 BMCE Inc. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K I M  Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK L E D  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDNA WREN, Individually and as Proposed Executrix for 
the Estate of GEORGE WREN 

Index No. 101480/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Attorneys f r Defendant 
Lockheed' Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

P 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP 1 4 20:1 .................................................................... 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION part 30 ' COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

- _ - - _ _  "------_"~~_____________________yl~~~~~~~~~~~..~..~.~~~...~... (Heitler, S.) NEW YOHK 
This Document Relates to: 

GEORGE WREN 
Index No.: 101480-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York Slzi ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I 

Hklen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 
I 

1 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway AN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
<- 200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-54s E p O 1 20 11 

* 4  

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 14 2011 

NEW yORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDNA WREN, Individually and as Proposed Executrix for 
the Estate of GEORGE WREN 

Index No. 101480/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co. with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway I 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 



F I L E D  

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

CO u NTY c LE R K'S o FFI c: E 

NO OPP&WH%UMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No. : 10 1679/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the abovc-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintif'fs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Wcitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 

Barry McTiernau& Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 



sEp 1 4  2011 

c o u ~ ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-___. " _  ............................................................. 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL NEW Yo&( 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, S . )  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

JOHN D. GRAHAM 
Index No. : 10 1679-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
______---___"I__________________________~~~.--.~-------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
$I= ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, NY 10003 

Hef& Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

n 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4  2011 

f l C O U N T Y  CLERKS OFFICE 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LOUISE GRAHAM, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
JOHN D. GRAHAM, and LOUISE GRAHAM, Individually 

Index No. 101679/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

~ 
- _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ ~  

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: fx ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

J u l i e x r  
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

n 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 1 2011 

iighway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP P '+ %011 
_. .. . . . 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LOUISE GRAHAM, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
JOHN D. GRAHAM, and LOUISE GRAHAM, Individually 

Index No. 101679/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

/' L-. 
Julie L. M d  
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I L E D 
SEp 1 4  2011 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION CLERK’S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LOUISE GRAHAM, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
JOHN D. GRAHAM, and LOUISE GRAHAM, Individually 

Index No. 101879102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Weitz & Luxenberg ““4 *., ’a 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

L- f t  

Julie L. der 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: JUNE 2011 FIFO ______________________________________L_-~------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC a 

200 I.U. Willets Road 

rneys for Defendant 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

and 

- 



VALERIAN E. PALICZAK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
102002/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JUNE 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRU 

without costs. 

4 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

Road 
York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 012011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 NEW YOHK 

This Document Relates to: 

VALERIAN E. PAWLICZAK 
Index No.: 102002-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
S b L  ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et nl. 

F I L E D  

COUNTY cLErws OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 102002/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rulcs Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FUL'TON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

-- 
Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 n 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 3 13-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



! F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4  205 

F , couNp( CERK'S 09"F1CI= 

NEW Y a w  IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VALERIAN PAWLICZAK and THERESA PAWLICZAK, 
as Executrix for the Estate of VALERIAN E. 
PAWLICZAK, and THERESA I. PAWLICZAK, 
Individually SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Index No. 102002/02 

NO OPPOSITION 

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: ~~~ d>Y ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 



? ! F I L E  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VALERIAN PAWLICZAK and THERESA PAWLICZAK, 
as Executrix for the Estate of VALERIAN E, 
PAWLICZAK, and THERESA I. PAWLICZAK, 
Individually SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Index No. 102002/02 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway I 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

h Attorneys Julie L. er for Defendant 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YOHK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VALERIAN PAWLICZAK and THERESA PAWLICZAK, 
as Executrix for the Estate of VALERIAN E. 
PAWLICZAK, and THERESA I. PAWLICZAK, 
Individually SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Index No. 102002!02 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: ~~, g / S -  ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

/ I C - - - - - -  - 
Julie L. $r 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

F I L E  
.____________ "___-_.......~------------------......---------------.. 

NYCAL COUNTY CLEFIK'S OIWCE IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
NEW YOCW ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 102003-02 

_____________I__._..______I_____________ "-.--......----------------- 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT M. WHIDDEN 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

ork, New York 
2~ ,2011 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, * 
Won, S h e m e i n  Reitler 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

t SEP 1 4  2011 

OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 102003/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FUL'l'ON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgrncnt in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

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: 

RUTH E. WHIDDEN as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of ROBERT M. WHIDDEN and RUTH E. 

Index No. 102003/02 

WHIDDEN Individually NO OPPOS~TION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: g->> ,2011 

New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys fdr Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK I L  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RUTH E. WHIDDEN as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of ROBERT M. WHIDDEN and RUTH E. 
WHIDDEN Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 102003/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: </27 ,2011 
6c 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

1 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

i 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTlON CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

- SEP t 4 2011 4 

3 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 TION, as Successor in 

UTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

n, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 
SEP 0 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4  2011 

NEW YORK 
]ou~n CLERK'S OFfIGE 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~ ~ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RUTH E. WHIDDEN as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of ROBERT M. WHIDDEN and RUTH E. 
WHIDDEN Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 102003/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

n , b -  i 
Julie L. Me- 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

201 1 

ys Iv1-L f r Defendant 
ed Martin Corp. 
Lesniak LLP 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



E 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK ' F I L E D  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP 1 4  2011 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROCCO MATERO and ELSIE MATERO 
Index No. 102008/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

/i/ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCc III 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

I I 1 ys for Defendant -ZLCm 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

n 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4  2011 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  "___r_________________.........-.----------------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 NEW YORK 

Index No.: 102 168-02 
JOHN M. ROSH 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
q 2 - L  ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0, Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates to: 
9 

JOHN M. ROSH (Deceas+) 

! 

Index No 
102 168/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

SEP 1 4  2011 I i, 
f L  

COUNV CLERKS OFFICE 
Nmm----'X Re: JUNE 2011 FIFO ------____________________ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUX 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No, 102423102 

This Document Applies to: 

MORRIS CLEMONS and DOLORES CLEMONS, 
P 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

- . .  Plaintiff( s), - 

-against- 

A.C.&S, INC., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CORE'., hereby 

request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant TlSHMAN REALTY AND 

CONSTRUCTION CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CORP., be and the same are hereby 

n dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
August 4,201 1 

Y 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10007 

5 5  WasiingtoJ Street, Suite 720 
Brookly , N e  York 1 1201 
M M G F  e #  5 8 .  if 



: F I L E D  

FELIX OJEDA, 

Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- against - Index No.: 102508/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudicc, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defcndant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Wcitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, % 
Hon. Sherry Kliin-l-Ieitler 

SEP 0 1 2011 



~ opposition thereto, 

~ 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

I defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

~ 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

ttorneys for Defendant 

, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



A.C, and S., INC., aJ., Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
Defendants. IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
# 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. i; 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 W&t 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 1 [fllll 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Fl- c69H L I . 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION F 
_. ~ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROSLIA OJEDA, and MICHELLE CAPO, as Co- 
Administrators for the Estate of FELIX OJEDA, and 
ROSELIA OJEDA, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 102508/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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: $/w ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg ’** 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Jhe-f Mer 
Attor eys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

__ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROSLIA OJEDA, and MICHELLE CAPO, as Co- 
Administrators for the Estate of FELIX OJEDA, and 
ROSELIA OJEDA, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 102508/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. , with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4 2013 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROSLIA OJEDA, and MICHELLE CAPO, as Co- 
Administrators for the Estate of FELIX OJEDA, and 
ROSELIA OJEDA, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 102508/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: , 2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. er 
Attorn P s for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, Li&&I- 
Hon. Sherry Kkin Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
-_______-____________--________-_____-_-_-__-----_------------- X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

____________________I____________________-_---_"-------"------- X 
CAROL PRINGLE, as Executrix for the Estate 
JAMES J. PRINGLE and CAROL PRINGLE, 
Individually, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: Index No. 102509/02 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
A.C. and S., INC., ad., IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Z b S \ \ (  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire lk 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S UFFlCE 
NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S . )  

Index No.: 102509-02 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

JAMES J. PRINGLE 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen h t o n i o u  McGowan, Esq. ' 
Y 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e q K i n  He&r 



F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S . )  

Index No.: 102692-02 

_____...._______________________________-~~......~~~~~~~~~-~-~~....~ 

This Document Relates to: 

ALFANSODELAROSA 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y ork, New Y ork 
S I L L  ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hefen'- Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York. New York 10005 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 ’+ 2011 

C ~ ~ ~ T Y  CLERKS 0 ~ ’ ‘ ~  
NEW YORK 

4 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ALFANSO DELAROSA and THELMA DEIAROSA 
Index No. 102692/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ~~ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Y- ,201 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

I 

t l  
Julie L. her  
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

(.@KS OFF\ 
COUNTY ’ y0BK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW 

E 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ALFANSO DELAROSA and THELMA DELAROSA 
Index No. 102692/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway I 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E  
SEP 1 4  2011 

X:/FB W44360/lemWJUNEX! It 
SUPREME COURT OF 'I'E-XE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

lndex No.: 102692/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in thc above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOIIXR WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

3 

ILER WORKS 

New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
~ 

SEp 1 4 2033 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ALFANSO DEIAROSA and THELMA DELAROSA 
Index No. 102692/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneb for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_____. . l______r._________I______________- . - - - - - - - . - - - - . - -" - - - - - - - - - -  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No,: 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A,S. Part 30 
________"".-._______________r___________"-----.~----~"-----------.~- 
This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPHOWFICE F I 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defe Water Products Company hereby requests 

sumrnaryjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

lroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES PRINGLE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No. 02-102509 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

By: \d* 
V 

$MUe\ k\cOuh, Esq. %/../!\ \ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(2 12) 558-5500 

- 
By: Samuel TJ Goldblatt, \QP- Esd 

Benjamin R. Dwyer &q. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 
(716) 853-8100 

I '  
SO ORDERED, F I L E D  : 

SEP 1 4  2011 

13487992. I 



This Document Relates to: 

EUGENE D. STEINHAUER 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

s@ 1 4  2011 
CQUNry CLERK'S OFFICE 

_ _  _X_--__-------..---------------------------- NEW YQ& Re: MAY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant tdcivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
& p t  .~ B ,2011 .. 

72z.c &ki# 
FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

ertson, New York 11507 
4-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 01  2011 



JOSEPH OREFICE (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) ; 

i 

NO OPPOSITI 
SUMMAR 
MOTION 
Re: JUNE 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTJON CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
i 

without costs F I L E D  
f 

SEP 1 4  2011 Dated: Albertson, New Y a k  

jky- CLERK'S OFF1 
EWYORK ,) 

S & McMANUS 
LAttorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

tson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



X:/FB W44590/lepulJJune 201 I 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

F I L E  
SEF 1 4  201% 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF ICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No . 742/02 122138/01 0 
NYCAL 
J.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

RKS 

2 Rector Street, 14t” Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(2 12) 3 13-3600 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 
r 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway AN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

bertson, New York 11507 
16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP 1 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA I. SINGLEY as Executrix for the Estate of 
JAMES J. CARR 

Index No. 102946/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

3 Attorneys Julie L. Mer for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

*." 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEF f 4i 2019 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
$1 2L ,201 1 

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 102946102 

PATRICIA I. SINGLEY, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF JAMES J. CARR AND IRENE i 
A. CARR, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., el al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 1 0004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

454-4370 

(N0072382-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA I. SINGLEY, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF JAMES J. CARR AND IRENE 
A. CARR, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102946/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

SEP 1 4  2011 

3 Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

1 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0072382-1) 

4544370 

SEP 0 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

sFp ' 4  2011 
Courvrv C m ? k ? ~  OFF,CF 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~ IVw KQ( 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA I. SiNGLEY as Executrix for the Estate of 
JAMES J. CARR 

index No. 102946/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. h e r  
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



1 

' B F I L E D  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK L 

SEP 1 4  28111 

t 1 

w 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA I. SINGLEY as Executrix for the Estate of 
JAMES J. CARR 

Index No. 102946/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ~. % 1- 2- ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 1201%. 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

~ 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

on, New York 11507 
94-5433 

ttorneys for Defendant 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

D 

Index No.: 102946/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

N BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 141h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 (212) 558-550  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

F I L E D  
SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
I.A.S. Part 30 NEW YORK 
(Heitler, S,) 

Index No.: 102947-02 

.................................................................... 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD W. NYBACK 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
glzr ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein He& 



X:/IiBW45680/learrUJu/~unr 201 I 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

F I L E  
SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 102947/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FUL'TON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

. 
Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz, & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

(2 12) 3 13-3600 (212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 
Elon. 



‘ F I L  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARY ANN BALLARD NYBACK, Individually and as 
Proposed Executrix for the Estate of EDWARD W. 
NYBACK NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 102947/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

/? ’L 
J u l i M r  
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, r Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



F I L E  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4  ZCi3 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARY ANN BALLARD NYBACK, Individually and as 
Proposed Executrix for the Estate of EDWARD W. 
NYBACK NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 102947/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Lockheed Martin Corp. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein' Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

F I L 

c 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY C L E R K ' S  OFFICE 

NEW YOHK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARY ANN BALLARD NYBACK, Individually and as 
Proposed Executrix for the Estate of EDWARD W. 
NYBACK NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 102947/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Julie L . 2  
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



EDWARD W. NYBACK (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .) 

Index No 
102947/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JUNE 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRU 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

7. 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
rneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

I.U. Willets Road 
rtson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

F I L E D  
SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YCRK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULlON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

2 Rector Street, 14t" Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 103056/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudicc and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-550 

2 Rector Street, 141h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SOORDERED, ~ 

Hon. Sherry Kkfn-Heitler 



E 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

F I L 
SEF 1 4 2011 

fi 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

NEW Y O ~ W  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CAROLINE GALINSKY, Individually and as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of WILLIAM J. GALINSKY 

Index No. 103056/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 9 3  2’4- ,2011 

i*r-,e+~~ 

\?*+J+ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff ‘B. 
Weitz & Luxenberg k 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 1 2011 



! F I L E D  I L 

SEP 1 4  2010 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

t" COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
6 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION Ct 

NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CAROLINE GALINSKY, Individually and as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of WILLIAM J. GALINSKY 

Index No. 103056/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
'700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SEP 0 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NYCAL NEW YOI3K 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, s.) 

Index No.: 103056-02 
WILLIAM J. GALINSKY 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
a / 2 z  -2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hklkn Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein m e r  



F I  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CAROLINE GALINSKY, Individually and as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of WILLIAM J. GALINSKY 

Index No. 103056/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

/' 

Julie (]L- L. der 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM J. GALINSKY (Deceased) 
Index No 
103056/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JUNE 2011 FIFO -___-_-_----____________________________-------------------------------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway AN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

200 I.U. Willets Road 
-.CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

bertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

F I L E D  
SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OF FlCE .............__.___ "____________________~~~~~~~~~~~~~-~----~~.. . - . . .  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL NEW YORK 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 103057-02 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  """~~.-...~..........-----.--~-~------- 

This Document Relates to: 

LEWIS GILPATRICK 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
SILL ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

lroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 

I New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 1 
Hon. Sherry Klein H e i b  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Y 
r COUNTY CLEFEKS mW:E 

NEW YC'IHK IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LEWIS GlLPATRlCK and AGNES GILPATRICK 
Index No. 103057/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: I**$ 

.' L <., 3- '%* d A !< 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

t ,mcL201 1 
4 "v"%J&'~.,A (,<,**,#* +,,' 

T% 1, """, 

<Pf d 

i YI 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

SEP Q 1 ZO?? 



' F I L E  t I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

5 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SEP 1 4  2031 

' COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICX 
i NEW YORK 
c 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LEWIS GILPATRICK and AGNES GlLPATRlCK 
Index No. 103057/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

1 

Julie L. der 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



F I L E D  
SEP 1 4  2011 

Plaintiff( s) , 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 103057/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FIJLTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

1 I 

(212) 558-550 
h 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 

: Sa 'a Malikza , E q. 
u o r n e y s  for ON BOILER WORKS 

New York, New York 10006 
(2 12) 3 13-3600 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNl )' CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YOHK 

I 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LEWIS GILPATRICK and AGNES GlLPATRlCK 
Index No. 103057/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

I/ 
Julie L. Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1  788 

SEP 0 1 2011 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New Yo& : 
'# 

s& 1 + riim 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

ttorneys for Defendant 

(5 16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

'.. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

‘ F I L E D  
SEP 1 4  2011 

~. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SHIRLEY WOOD, individually and as Adminsitratrix for 
the Estate of RICHARD A. WOOD 

Index No. 103058/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



FIL SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

SEP COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SHIRLEY WOOD, Individually and as Adminsitratrix for 
the Estate of RICHARD A. WOOD 

Index No. 103058/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. @r 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- l#s 
COuNT;WJ GL y@fi 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
.- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HENRIETTA BARRY as Executrix for the Estate of 
HOWARD J. BARRY and HENRIETTA BARRY, 
Individually , NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 103060/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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: &z- ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

for Defendant 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HENRIETTA BARRY as Executrix for the Estate of 
HOWARD J. BARRY and HENRIETTA BARRY, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 103060/02 

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 § 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 

Attorneydfor Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HENRIETTA BARRY as Executrix for the Estate of 
HOWARD J. BARRY and HENRIETTA BARRY, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 103060/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

_c_- 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK I 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

SEF 1 4  20g1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

_ _ _ _  " _ _ _  ....____________________________-~....-----~~~~~-~~...."---- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No 103060-0 * 190255-09 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

________-._. . . ._________________________------- . . . . - - - - - - - - - - - - . .*-~ 

0 This Document Relates to: 

HOWARD J. BARRY 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
_._...._________________________________....------------......------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
8!Li ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hel& Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E D  
SEP 1 r3 2011 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 103443-02 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  "~------~~-----~~~---~~-~.~..~..............--~- 

This Document Relates to: 

XCGLPH VINCENT 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
8/ZL ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hefen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



A.C. and S., INC,, ad., : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
s 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canads. Inc. 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway 2HWest  40th Street 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: e- Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCT1 

without costs. 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

EALTY & 
, INC. 

ew York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



E 

RALPH VINCENT, 

Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- against - Index No.: 103443/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hcreby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Sania Malikzay, Esq. 
Attorneys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RALPH VINCENT AND LINDA VINCENT 
Index No. 103443102 

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: $/ .7  , 2011 
In 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorney$ for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK \ 
m 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RALPH VINCENT AND LINDA VINCENT 
Index No. 103443/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP New York, NY 10003 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

n 

SO ORDERED, I 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP 1 4  2011 

CLERK'S OFF"' -- 
NEW YORK 

c IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RALPH VINCENT AND LINDA VINCENT 
Index No. 103443/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTtON AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co. , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co. , with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

-vs&6 -&- wt, Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg L. * 
Julie LyMer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleinveitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4  2Qtl 

f 
____________________~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-~ - - -~ . .~ . . . . . - - . . . -~ - - -~ - - - - -  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 NEW YORK 

(Heitler, S .) 

Index No.: 103751-02 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

ROSCOE E. ROWELL, JR. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
________________________________________--------.- ".--.........----- 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

.- 
Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 2 4 ~  Floor 
New Y ork, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



MARILYN ROWELL, Individually, 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and S,, INC., gt d., : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, N w York 
goC,.P\- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
e Goodyear Tire & 

700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New YorkLNew York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 CoUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Dated: New York, New York n 
SO ORDERED: 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
F I L E D  I 

SEP 1 4 2011 COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
,.- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARILYN ROWELL as Administratrix for the Estate of 
ROSCOE E. ROWELL JR. and MARILYN ROWELL, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No, 103751/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

I 

J u l k d e r  
Attorney; for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

n 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP I 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARILYN ROWELL as Administratrix for the Estate of 
ROSCOE E. ROWELL JR. and MARILYN ROWELL, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 103751/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Qv- 
Julie L. er 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sher ryMn Heitler 

! 

I 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

F I  

COUNTY CLEXK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

pa 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 103751/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOlLER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,E:q. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

Barry McTiernan &woore 
2 Rector Street, 14Ih Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 3 13-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



~ F I L  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK: 

SEE" COUNTY OF NEW YORK 4 2041 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARILYN ROWELL as Administratrix for the Estate of 
ROSCOE E. ROWELL JR. and MARILYN ROWELL, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 103751/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Go. , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

K - 3 -  , 2011 

b*, 9, Weitz & Luxenberg T., , 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. M$r 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

.+I" 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROSE DE GENNARO, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of ANTHONY DE GENNARO 

Index No. 103867102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co. , with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Y 11788 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP Q 1 2011 



- -  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK ' F I L E D  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP I t :  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROSE DE GENNARO, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of ANTHONY DE GENNARO 

Index No. 103867/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

h 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. der 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

__ 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK I L  
1 COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP 1 4  2041 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROSE DE GENNARO, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of ANTHONY DE GENNARO 

Index No. 103867/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Weitz 2% Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

x 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

R 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and moss claims 

against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
8 J Z L  ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. --”: ’* Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24’ Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



SEP t 4 2091 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YOHK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 103867102 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WI-IEKEFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgmcnt in the above-entitlcd case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudicc: 

and there being no apposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

2 Rector Street, 14"' Floor 
Ncw York, New York 10006 

Attorney for PlaintifYs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

IRKS 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. r: 
t 

Dated: Albertson. New Yori 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700Broadway F 4 L E D 
New Ymk, NY 00 

SEP 1 4 2011 

- 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

New York 11507 
-5433 

SEP 0 12011 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  
+ 

Dated: Albertson New York 1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

SO ORDERED, 



I F I L E D  
E 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

F 
X _______I______________________lrr_______---"------------"------ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION t, SEP 1 4 2011 
X 
: Index No. 103869/02 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

: NO OPPOSITION 

:, MOTION AND ORDER 

_1___________"1_1""__---------------I--"----------------- 

NEW YORK 
PHILLIP A. RETAN, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C. and S., INC., ad., 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

Defendants. IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

I 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

ear Canada Inc. 

- By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 103869-02 

.................................................................... 

This Document Relates to: 

PHILIP A. RETAN 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New Y ork, New Y ork 
8 / l r  ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P,C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  
SEP f 4 fiii 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



X:/FB W4549OAe~aWJunr 2011 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Tnc., et al. 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 103869/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

8 
(212) 558-550 

si223 Attorneys for TON BOILER 
WORKS 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(2 12) 3 13-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

OFF'CE 
c o u ~ ~ E v ' I  yow 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CAROL RETAN as Administratrix for the Estate of 
PHILLIP A. RETAN 

Index No. 103869/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff "\:**, 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 BMCE Inc. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

F I L E 
SEP 1 4  31111 - . L", ,  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CAROL RETAN as Administratrix for the Estate of 
PHILLIP A. RETAN 

Index No. 103869/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Lockheed Martin Corp. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CAROL RETAN as Administratrix for the Estate of 
PHILLIP A. RETAN 

Index No. 103869/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co. , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
.._.____ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - ~ . ~ . . . . - . . . . . . - ~ ~ -  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 104030-02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

......._._______________________________~~~~~~~~~~~---~ "~-.~....~--- 

This Document Relates to: 

LEO ROOSEVELT WILSON, JR. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
........................................ 

WHEREFORE7 defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

F I L E D  dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
8/2r ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



LEO ROOSEVEL'I WILSON, 

Plaintiff( s), 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- against - Index No.: 104030/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 (212) 558-550 
. I  , I  

SO ORDERED, ___I_ 

Hon. 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
F. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

TY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO.. INC. 

so ORDERED, 

"r' 

Road 
York 1 1507 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F 1 L E D 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

' 

SEP 1 4  2011 -- 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK . -  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LEO ROOSEVELT WILSON SR. 
Index No. 104030/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

-- Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 BMCE Inc. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

I 
I 

! 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK CjEp 1 4 'EQ'E1 

C0UNTyNEW y w K  

C.FF\CE 
GLEnWs 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LEO ROOSEVELT WILSON SR. 
Index No. 104030/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: -a 

u 

Attorneys for Plaintiff "";;;*"" '5;" 
%iz1L, '&* '1. '. Weitz & Luxenberg 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. Mef 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEp 1 4 2Q” 

QFf ICE 
couNTV CLERKS 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LEO ROOSEVELT WILSON SR. 
Index No. 104030/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: g*>> , 201 1 ,/ 

I 

Julie L. d r  
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.._ - _ _ _  " _  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

_ _ - - - - - - -  

Index No.: 104040-02 
WALLACE G. COVIER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
- " - _  . . r . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ ~  "---------------------~--------.----. 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
g / z i  ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, NY 10003 

F I L E D  
SEP 1 4  2011 

- y  

B e n  Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvmey tk Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



SEF f 4 2011 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 104040/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE7 defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. *# ,?&*A 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

~- 

. ,  

SO ORDERED, _I 

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 

w o r n e y s  for FdljlTo~ BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14t" Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

F 
SEY 1 q 21511 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARTHA COVIER, Individually and as Administratrix for 
the Estate of WALLACE G. COVIER 

Index No. 104040/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Lockheed Martin Corp. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 12011 



F I L E D  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

SEP 1 4  2011 COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARTHA COVER, Individually and as Administratrix for 
the Estate of WALLACE G. COWER 

Index No. 104040/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F 1 L 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARTHA COWER, Individually and as Administratrix for 
the Estate of WALLACE G. COVIER 

Index No. 104040/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: _. SI a711 ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

1 

i /L 
Julie L. d r  
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

+. 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

bertson, New York 11507 
16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y ork, New Y ork 
BlZZ ,2011 sEp 14 2811 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0, Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

92l7,l 



t 

Y l-Mc:CC@lC) 
5/26/11 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 
__________________________________l__l__"---""------------------.-.--.*--. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH KETELS 

104166/02 ' 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN l3EITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION #SND 

WE-IEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Mison Company of New Yo& Jnc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintWs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Ino. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all clajllls and cross-claims 

- 

+ dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Edison Company of New 
New Ydrk, NY 10003s York, Inc. 

New York, NY 10003-3598 
4 Irving Place 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-5OS3-02 

SEP 0 12011 



Index No.: 

(Heitler, J.) 

\ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
....._ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

JERRY DIAMOND and JOANN DIAMOND 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation, improperly pled as 

Lipe-Automation C o p . ,  hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant 

Lipe Automation Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

McELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, & CARPENTER, LLP 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 Lipe Automation Corporation 

88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED: 

* '  ', 1635701-1 
h r ,  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X "l_rl_---------____l_------------------------------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ------_________"___________________I____-----------------~---"" 

MARY FRANCES YOUNGER, Individually and : Index No. 105054/02 
as Personal Representative for the Estate of 
TRAVIS MACK YOUNGER, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiffs, 

J 

I 

I 

-against- 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

A. C. & S., INC., &. 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

264 West 40* Street SEP 1 4  2011 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York - AUG 2 9 2011 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



*,a This Document Relates to: 

F U E D  * 

TRAVIS M. YOUNGER (Deceased) 
s!P f 4 21111 

1 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

120397/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MAY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 
> 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

apposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
Rc'c+s Y 8 ,2011 

S & McMANUS 
torneys for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway SHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

torneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4  2011 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GRACE LEWANDOSKI, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ROBERT F. LEWANDOSKI, and GRACE 
LEWANDOSKI, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 105166/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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. 

New York, NY I0003 

I 

Julie L. der 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, e*. 
Hon. Sherry Klein a i t ler  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP 1 4  2011 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YOHK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GRACE LEWANDOSKI, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ROBERT F. LEWANDOSKI, and GRACE 
LEWANDOSKI, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 105166/02 

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 § 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. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E D  
SEP 1 4  2011 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GRACE LEWANDOSKI, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ROBERT F. LEWANDOSKI, and GRACE 
LEWANDOSKI, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 105166/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: J~/ )Y ,2011 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. Mer 1 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, -- 



WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
a l1 -L  ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Hxtler 



This Document Relates to: 1 
ROBERT F. LEWANDOSKI (De ased) I. f T L E D .  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .) 

Index No 
105 166/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re; JUNE 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

i Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
*$ 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
STRUCTION CO., INC. 
.U. Willets Road 

lbertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



F I  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4  2811 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GRACE LEWANDOSKI, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ROBERT F. LEWANDOSKI, and GRACE 
LEWANDOSKI, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 105166/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff ""..,",$ 
4% Weitz & Luxenberg 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 1 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

F I  D 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YOHK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 105 166/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hcreby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

me Sa ia Malikza , Es1. 
M t o r n e y s  for W O N  BOILER WORKS 

Barry Mc'riernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
r 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC,, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 2 92011 



JOHN A. REINARD (Deceased) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JUNE 2011 FIFO l-_-l-__llrI__l-_-_____------------------------------------------------ X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., IYC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
& v q p  )%, 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

CORPORATION, 

. be and the sam 

ccessor in Interest to TISHMAN 

ismissed with prejudice and 

- 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
rneys for Defendant 

ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO. I INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 



Plaintiff( s) , 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

F I  
SEP 1 4 20l'i 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
wp*- NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 105173/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WETEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

f-, *z**- 

S 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

'"c Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs ~~~~, 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
€Jon. Shcrry Klein-€ki th  



F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4  2021 

COUNTY C1.ERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN A. REINARD, JR., as Executor for the Estate of 
JOHN A. REINARD 

Index No. 105173/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

J u I i e v e  r 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgmW in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
8LL ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK ' F I L 

SEP 1 4 2011 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN A. REINARD, JR., as Executor for the Estate of 
JOHN A. REINARD 

Index No. 1051 73/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK ' F I L E D  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP t 4 2011 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN A. REINARD, JR., as Executor for the Estate of 
JOHN A. REINARD 

Index No. 105173/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. her  
Attorneys for Defend ant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

n 

SO ORDERED, \ 
Hon. Sherry Klei'h Heitler 



WHEREFORE7 defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0, Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
81rL ,2011 

New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



J 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X _______1_1__1_11_111_-----------------------------"------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _____________"_____1__r___l__ll_________---------------------~- 

MIRIAM COSGROVE, Individually and as : Index No, 105 175/02 
Administratrix for the Estate of FRANCIS E. 
COSGROVE, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A, C, & S., INC., 4. vel L E 
Defendants. SEP 1 4  2011 ! 

X ______""______r_________________________---------------------~- 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company a n d ~ d $ Q @ K  

Canada Inc, hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo N York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
* 

By: *gy69 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

Samuel M. Meirohitz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40h Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York AUG 2 9 2011 

SO ORDERED: - 
Hon. Sherry KleiLfiitler, J.S.C. 



WILLIAM D. 

F 
NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
OFFICE SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

' AttorGys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

ew York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION \ 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  " _ _  .......-- " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  .....------------------~- 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM D. PULVERMACHER 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
a / t i  ,2011 

.e _I ->ew- I Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. vY %% 
700 Broadway b%b 1% 

New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

K 

\ NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 
(Heitler, S, 

This Document Relates to: 
Index No.: 105283-02 

FRANCESCO GRILL0 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
8 k L  ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

lroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.FILE 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARIA BERLINO, as Executrix for the Estate of 
FRANCESCO GRILL0 

Index No. 105283102 

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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



I L  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARIA BERLINO, as Executrix for the Estate of 
FRANCESCO GRILL0 

Index No. 105283/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

'% 

*\Y *I % 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

_- 

Julie L. Mer/ 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 1,2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK : F I L E  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP 1 4  2 
t 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTV CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YQRK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARIA BERLINO, as Executrix for the Estate of 
FRANCESCO GRILL0 

Index No. 105283/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

**J&q-== 
\) 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L w e i  
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 1 2011 



F l k  
SEP 1 4  21311 

Plaint iff( s) , 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YOHK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 105283/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff's 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO,, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway AN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 It 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
.................................................................... 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 105389-02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
................................................... ""-~----~."--"--- 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES W. MCDONALD 
NO OPPOSITION SUML4RY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
"______"__________"_____________________~-~---..-------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
a /rr  ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

H e l h  Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

I Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment I 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dis 

without costs. 

S & McMANUS 
torneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

33 
SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
________________________________________-...-....- ".....--.---~----- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler. S.LL 
* - -  

Index No.: 1 0 5 9  
THEODORE R. WOJTAS 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. O+ Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
$(tL ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Y 

Hrelen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERE 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTIdN CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

n, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP 1 4  2011 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LINDA BOLTON as Executrix for the Estate of 
THEODORE R. WOJTAS and LINDA BOLTON as 
Proposed Executrix for the Estate of JOAN WOJTAS 

Index No. 105392/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: $/27’ ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff * 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 3 
Hon. Sherry KleM Heitler 



F I L E D  
X:/FB W45400AepaUJune 201 1 S W  1 4 2011 

THEODORE WOJTAS, 

Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- against - Index No.: 105392/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

ORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



I L  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LINDA BOLTON as Executrix for the Estate of 
THEODORE R. WOJTAS and LINDA BOLTON as 
Proposed Executrix for the Estate of JOAN WOJTAS 

Index No. 105392/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: F - 2 -  , 201 I 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L/Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

F I L E D 
SEP 1 4  2011 - -  . 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LINDA BOLTON as Executrix for the Estate of 
THEODORE R. WOJTAS and LINDA BOLTON as 
Proposed Executrix for the Estate of JOAN WOJTAS 

Index No. 105392/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Atto rn eys for Plaint iff *#&<&+3* Julie b b e r  Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

\! Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 105623102 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

EDWARD GOEBEL, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants . 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

F I L E D  
+ 
4 SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

\ 
WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defmdant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: ,2011 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

SO ORDERED, 

% g" 
r a 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 10571 1/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROBERT E. KERNS, 
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
- against - MOTION 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

De€endant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: %)as ,2011 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
A.C. and S., INC., gt d. 

IAS Part30 Defendants. 

--.. ---lr--r________*l-- I l___________r_r____l_ I .,________* "" --..-- x 
WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and- cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ngq!-Y& New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

Bv: % &. 
Matthew Maclntpe 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40fh Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 
- 

SO ORDERED: A m  2 9 2011 



DAVID WEAVER and SARAH G. WEAVER, : Index No. 

Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 

-against- 

A.C. & S., NC, &, 
Defendants. 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
.7 d,/ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 8 

(2 12) 302-2400 c (212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 1 F I L E D  

SO ORDERED: 

F 
! SEP 1 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

PHILLIP COX, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

114082/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION I 
F I L E  

r 

1 SEP 1 4  2011 Defendants. 
I 

CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MeLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

1 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: ,. (7 ,2011 
New York, New York 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

;c BEGALMcCAM 
SINGER & 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 106266/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

IRVING SPITZ, 
Plaintiffis), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHERIEFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN 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 Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. F I L E D  
Dated: l< ,2011 SEP 1 4  2011 

New York, New York 

SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

SO ORDERED, 



-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC., ad. : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
Defendants. : IASPart30 

------__ ------r_r__** I __________l-_l_r_r___l_______l___r___ "3 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
-\ 

Dated: New York, New York 
8\ a-k\ \ \  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: ' I s 4  j c I &  
JenKifer T. Childs 

264 West 40fh Street 
New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

/--- 

SO ORDERED: 



-1 

' (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

' Index No.: 02-106360 

' NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
' JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
' ORDER 

A C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

________________________________l_____l_"-"~~--"----------------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary ,judgment in  h e  

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaititill's complaint against defendant CRANE C'O. with prejudice. and there being no 

c) ppo s i t i on there t 0. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims againsl 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

Dated: 8 
NeyqYork, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO OIIDERED, 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, N Y  10022 
(212) 536-3900 

Hen. Sherry Klein lleitler 



IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ARTHUR KINGSLAND 

INDEX NO. 
106369/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

'1 , New York, N k  10003 5 York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 1 4 2011 
New York, NY 10003-3598 WuNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-5 150-02 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j 1.A.S Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) I I n d e x N e P 7  

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN C. BUCKLEY AND KATHLEEN M. 
BUCKLEY, 

48/02 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., NC., et al., 

Defendants. [ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

F I L E D \ \  
without costs. 

Dated: ~~~r~~~ York 
SEP 1 4 2011 $ '  -4 

1 
,201 1 

~ ~ 4 , ~  
Michele J.  dittlernan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

and Kathleen M. Buc 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERE 

1235-4654 

{N0080939-1} 
SEP 0 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN C .  BUCKLEY AND KATHLEEN M. 
BUCKLEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- / NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., WC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2011 F I L E D  

I Michele J. Nfittlernan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

M. Buckley 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-4654 

(N0080939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN C. BUCKLEY AND KATHLEEN M. 
BUCKLEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

A. C. & S,, INC., et al., 
Defendants 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

without costs. 

and Kathleen M. Buckle 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1122-5131 

(N0080939-1) SEP 01 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN C. BUCKLEY AND KATHLEEN M. 
BUCKLEY, 

Plaintiffs, t 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S,, INC., et al., 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WErrz & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-5131 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 106510/02 

EDWARD SAMSON, 
Plaintiff@), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLah with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejud%e and without costs 

to either party. F I L E D t k \  l i  
4 Dated: SEP 1 4  2011 1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RALPH DE GEORGIA, 
Plaintiffls), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants . 

Index No.: 106574/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

4 
1 SEP 1 4  2011 New York, New York I 

F I L E D  
Dated: g l1s  ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MIWONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

SO ORDERED, 



DONALD J. KRENTZ and IRENE KRENTZ, : Index No. 106693/02 

Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C.AND S., INC.,gtd., 

Defendants. IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
8\S.\\\ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

[ L E D  
n A Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

FrankM. rtiz 
By: By: 

$ 

New York, New York 1001 8 
(212) 302-2400 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

700 Broadway 264 West 40* Street \ SEP 1 4  2011 
New York, New York 10003 

NEW YORK 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York. New York 

AUG 2 9 20111 
G 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitier, J.S.C. 



LINDA L. DAY, as the Executrix for the Estate of : Index N 
RICHARD J. DAY SR,, and LINDA L. DAY, 
Individually, 

: NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT I Plaintiffs, 

I 

-against- 

- *  

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
A. C. & S., INC., gt 4. IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, 11 claims and cross claims 

ear C p 7 I n L b E d  fj 
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goo 

Dated:  new^^^^^ York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY YORK 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

SEP 14 2011 -: 1 
' CCW-I-Y CLERK'S OFFICE 

i 
By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York n I 

SO ORDERED: e+' 
Hon. SherryKlein Heitler, J.S.C. 

SEP 0 120lt 



7Mc:CCCjpk) 
712111 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company o f p w  York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York y 33, 
-+ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 

New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-8 145-02 



, I  

c 

HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN. DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NENBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
WAMMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RONALD G. PEPPERDAY, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 106999-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
c 

F I L E D  Q=&f6 - I )  

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Go. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
Ronald G. Pepperday 

New York, NY 10003 
New Brunswick, New jersey 08903 



i 1 

RONALD G. PEPPERDAY, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
Including, MAREMONT CORPORATION, 

: 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont 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 Maremont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

SEP 1 4  2011 

KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
Attorneys for Plaint18 FRIEDMAN LLP 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5754 

SOORDERED, - 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 
(212) 506-1700 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
712511 1 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Our File No 
S-7252-02 

New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

SEP 0 120114 



,Y:/F B WBMZl~ccnl/a~cerrsi 20f I fifo 

SIJPREW. COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OPNEW YOFX 
_____rr_______l_____l__________l________-~~~"~"~~~---------~-----  X 
ROBERT LAGOE, NO OPl'OSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 
A.C. & S, Iiic., et al. NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 

WEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no uppositioii thereto, 

OIWERED, that upoil notice to a11 co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FUL,'L'ON BOILER W O K S  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

F I  D ;  without costs. 

. 

OILER W OKKS 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 313-3600 

Tiernm & Moorc 
2 Rector Street, 1 4t" Floor 
New Yorlc, Ncw York 10006 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S 

AUG 2 9 20111 



X:/FB W457IZ/le~riUA UGU$T 2011 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
__________1_______1__fr_______l__r______"~~~-___--"-~~----------- X 
RANDALL A. KACER and JOYCE C. KACER, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S ,  Inc., et al. 

D 
E 

' :F I  i 

S E P  I 4  20'11 
F 
: COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEEFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

'without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

OILER WORKS 

2 Rector Street, 141h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(2 12) 3 13-3600 

SO ORDERED, z 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



RANDALL KACER, 
Plaintiff, 

-against- 

A. C. & S . ,  INC., aid., 

: IndexNo. 11 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, Defendants. 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & R 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

2 6 h e s t  40thJStre$t 
New York, New 
(2 12) 302-2400 

f SEP 1 4  2011 

rbber 



J 

STEPHEN MANDELL, 
Plaintiff, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC.,gtd., 

Defendants. 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants I 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and - 
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. SEp 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

New York, New York 10003 . New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

f 

SO ORDERED: 
i II p y  

9y d .I ' :'." , 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

--X NYCAL ------_-----------___lll____ 

JOHN HAWKINS, I11 AS THE Part 30 

HAWKINS , JR. , deceased Index No. 107514/02 
EXECUTOR OF THE ESTATE OF JOHN 

Plaintiffs, 
NO OPPOSITION 

-against- SUMMARY JUDGHENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S., I N C .  (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al,, 

Defendants. 
X - - - - _ _ - - - - - r - - l _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Chicago Pneumatic Tool Company LLC, and 
its affiliates, subsidiaries, predecessors, successors in interest, 
agents, heirs and assigns, hereby request Summary Judgment i n  the 
above-captioned case, pursuant to CPLR 5 3212, dismissing 
Plaintiffs JOHN HAWKINS, 111 as the executor of the estate of JOHN 

HAWKINS, JR., deceased, complaint against Defendant: Chicago 
Pneumatic Tool Company LLC, and Chicago Pneumatic International, 
Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 
cross claims against Defendant, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

&L& ileen Budd, sq. 

,s O F F ~ C W D I N ,  KUNDLA, McKEON & 
POLETTO, P . A  

700 Broadway Attorneys for Chicago 
Pneumatic Tool Company LLC New York, NY 10003 

800 Third Avenue, 13t” F1. 110 William Street25th F1 
New York, New York 10038 New York, NY 10022 

SO-ORDERED: 

+ 

\ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
C'OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

'This Document Relates To: 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

* Index No.: 02-108040 

* NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 FLOYD CADY, SIC. and SHIRLEY L. CADY, 

Plaintiff( s), 

magainst- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

A C'.  & S . ,  INC., et nl., 

ORDER Defendants. 

X ................................................................. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

ahovc-entitlcd case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with pre.judice, and Ihere bcing no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claiins against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without c0st.s 

Dated: Id 2% I " 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
( 2  12) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
Ncw York, N Y  10022 
(2 12) 530-3'100 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

. . . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r . . . . _ _ _ _ _ ~ ~ ~ - - . . ~ . . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~  "-.-"----"---~-----~...~------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 122139- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
____..____________._~"-------"---.~-------"~.------.-.~--------"---- 

' NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
' JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH INTMBARTOLO 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Wabr Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Co tanEve are hereby 
- 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

9 

1 

SEP 1 4 2011 ; 
NewY rk NewYork 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SP'L:! ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
X -"____r______l______r_____ll________l__l-----~"-"-----~--"---"- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 
: Index No. 1221 

-____ll-~~r-_-_________lr______l___r___l~~~~~------"~~--------- 0 13 6/02 
JOSEPH INTRABARTOLO and MARY 
INTRABARTOLO, 

Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A,C. and S., INC., ad., 
Defendants. IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The. Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 
?, 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

' SEP t 4 2011 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

f -  

1 ,  SEP 1 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JUNE 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: Alb tson r ' yw 'Pk 

WElTZ & LUXENBER 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 1 CORPORATION, as Successor in 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

1221 39/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JUNE 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in I 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

I 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

SO OR DERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 108750/02 

JOSEPH LAVIERO, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 3/25 ,2011 

F I L E D . /  
SEP 1 4  2011 1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Semi& L. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 



Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

A.C. & S,, INC, @ aJ., 
Defendants. : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
?,OL./ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 8 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York F I L E D  
t 

SEP 1 4  2011 
SO ORDERED: COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
____"l"_________r___l_l_l____l__rr___l__-------"-----"--------- X 
rN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 

_I___f_r_r--_---_______l_r_________l____---------"------------- X 

of FRANK CATALANO and HELEN 
CATALANO, Individually, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

HELEN CATALANO, As Executrix for the Estate : Index 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT Plaintiffs, 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S,, INC., ad. : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New or , New York L 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

I 

B Y - z  4bL- By: 
Matthew MacIntyd 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 3 02-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

AUC 2 !,I 20ttj SO ORDERED: 



SIJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF N E W  Y O R K  
C'OLIN'I'Y O F  NEW YOKK g' 

WHEREFORE, def'endant CRANE C'O. hereby requests summary judgment i n  ~ l i c  

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudicc. and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims against 

defeiidant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with pre.judice and without costs. 

WEl'l'Z & LLJXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff( s) 
700 Thoadway 
New York, N Y  10003 
( 2  12) 558-5500 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Ikfcndant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Imington Avenue 
New Y ork, N Y  10022 

6-3900 

SO ORDERED, 



F I  

I against - Index No.: 109642/02 

WHEREFOM, defendant FULTON BOILER W O K S  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' campla.int against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

New York, NY 10003 
[212) 558-550 

Su&&e HaIbardier, Esq. 
Attorneys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Bariy McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SOORDERED, - 
Ho 

http://campla.int


SUPREME COURT OF THE STAI'E OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

F I L E D  
SEP 1 4  2011 

: Index No. 109642/b2 
i 

JANE C. HOURIHAN, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of MAURICE J. 
HOURIHAN, 1 f 

: NOOPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

P1 ainti ffs , 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in +the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

WEITZ & LL~ENBERG,  P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company A anwAodyear Canada Inc. A 

B 

V 7b0 B r o U a y  
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

-in Eie 
SO ORDERED: 

der ,  J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 109689/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

DONALD CARRIERO, 
Plaintiffis), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 51 Jc; ,2011 
New York. New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 0 3;> 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.\ 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD, 

(212) 558-5500 .ir 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 109943102 

FRANK J. COSTELLO, 
Plaintiqs), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, ic~ss against 

thout costs 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed 

to either party. 

Dated: Y l a s  ,2011 
New Xork. New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

COUNTY CLERK’$ CrFFIrn 
NEW YORK 

4 

Jennifer L. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL MCCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



HOAQLAND, LON00 
W A N ,  DWST & 
WUKAS, U P  
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NMVBRUNWWI, NJ 

SWTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 

HAMMONTON NJ 

PO BOX 480 

SUITE 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: 

CHERYL NEJMAN, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FORTHE 
ESTATEOFCLINTONA. MCCLOUD, JR. AND INEZ 
F. MCCLOUD, INDIVIDUALLY 

against 

A.C. AND S., INC., ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-1 10269 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 4 700 Broadway 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s) , 
Cheryl Nejman, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of Clinton A. McCloud, Jr., and Inez F. 
McCloud, Individually 

r B-1 Q 
1 2dE1 SHERRY KLElN%$ITLER 

SO ORDERED: 

SEP 0 12011 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
712511 1 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

lN RE NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ * . _ . ~ - . - " " - ~ - " ~ - - " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - " - - - - - - - - - ~ - "  

26723102 
________________.-._____________________---------------------------------- 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANTHONY R. FLAMIO 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. SEP 1 4  2011 .A . 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERE 

Our File No 
S-8536-02 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 1 10296/02 

JAMES 0. HUGHES, 
Plaintiff@), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
- against - MOTION 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants . 
4 ;  F I L E D  i 

SEP 1 4 2011 ? 
I 

COUNTY CLERKIS OFFICE 
PEW YORK WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby r quests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
I 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant WeilYMcLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: ,2011 

Jenniferl. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

-wl Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

n New York. NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 110297/02 

JOHN JAKWAY, 

I against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Plaintiqs), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

F I  si) 
Defendants . SEP 1 4 2011 

CQUNN CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

WHEWFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN 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 Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the sarne are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

KENNETH G. MILLER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 110305/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

3 ,  
Dated: %Ill ,2011 SEP 14 2011 i 

York, New York 

cCAMBRIDGE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-dcLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD, 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



LINDA DAY for the Estate of RICHARD J. DAY, SR., 
and LINDA DAY, individually, 

Index No.: 02-110478 

Plaintiff(s), 
-Against- NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER ACandS, INC., et al., 

Defendants. 
X ................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
8\ ya- ,2011 

F I L E D  
SEP 1 4 2011 

COUpaTv CLERK'S OFflCE 

Richard P. O'Leary, E s q d  
McCarter & English, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Standard Motor Products, Inc. 
245 Park Avenue, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 101 67 
212.609.6800 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadwaj 
New York, New York 10003-9536 
2 1 2.55 8.5 500 

e 
SO ORDERED, 

ME1 12124803~1 



F I L E  
SEP 1 4 2011 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RICHARD DAY 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

NEW YORK i s  

I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No. 02- 1 10478 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New York, NY 
,2011 

By: \ 

Esq. 6y30/20\\ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sh&jfkle&&Ieitler 

v 

n 

By: 

Benjamin R. Dwyer Mq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 
(716) 853-8100 

13468406.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X "r_-_--------____l_lIl__________l_lfr___--~"-------"----------" 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

LINDA L. DAY, as the Executrix for the Estate of : Index NO. 10680 
RICHARD J. DAY SR., and LINDA L. DAY, 
Individually, 

_I_I_-cr_----______l_1111------------1-------~--------~"------- 

47810 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

0 
P 1 ai nt i ffs , 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., & IASPart30 
Defendants. 

-----_-___d-- ~ -r----__---- I --rr-_-___l I --_----I I I---- x 
WHEREFOW, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, 11 claims and cross claims 

ear C F i I n L b E d  6 
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and GOO 

Dated: N ~ w ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY YOHK 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

SEP 4 2021 "? j 
' CLERK'S CFFiCE 

I 

SO ORDERED: k4 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN C, BUCKLEY AND KATHLEEN M. 
BUCKLEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

! NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 3.) 

Index No.: 106 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

i 
F I  LE.D  

without costs. 

F : SEP f 4 2011 I 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1 122-513 I 

(N0080939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN C. BUCKLEY AND KATHLEEN M. 
BUCKLEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

' without costs. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERE 

1235-4654 

(N0080939-1} 
SEP OX 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O K  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN C. BUCKLEY AND KATHLEEN M. 
BUCKLEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OIZDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New Y ork, New Y ork 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-4654 

(N0080939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J,) 

j Index No.: 106 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN C. BUCKLEY AND KATHLEEN M, 
BUCKLEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., eta].,  

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

without costs. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

{N0080939-1} 

1122-5131 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ANTHONY CELESTE, SR., 
Plaintifqs), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 110850/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. F I L E D  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

Jennxer L. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRlDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 110859/02 

LEONARD POMPOSELLO, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant MIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLah with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

OIIDEIWD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. F I L E D . /  4 .  

Dated: m ,2011 
-4 
1 
I 
1 

SEP 1 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD, 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 . _  

SO ORDERED, 



' & .  , , . 

HOAGLAND. LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNWCK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RONALD G. PEPPERDAY, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.. et al.. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 11 1343-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissin? plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no oppositioj/jhereto, .* 

QRDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant,Fohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
Tf fiL .I/ 

COUNTY C L E ~ I R O $ W I T Z ,  ESQ. ' 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Koh ler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

NEW Y m T Z  & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Ronald G. Pepperday 

New York, NY 10003 

\ 



RONALD CY. PEPPERDAY, 

Plaintiff, 

Index Nos. 106999-02 
r l 1  

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.0,  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
Including, MAREMONT CORPORATION, 

: 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont 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 Maremont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED? that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Maremont Corpo 
I I L n I r r U  

withogt costs. 

Attorneys for Plaint18 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5754 

FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 
(212) 506-1700 



- 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

' F I L E D  

F 
COUNTY CL.Ei7KS C?FFICE 

NEW YOHK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No. : 1 1 1684/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFOR& dekfendant FLJLTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON I301 I .ER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FTjL'lWN BOILER WORKS be and the s m c  arc hcrcby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
L. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

WORKS 
Barry McTietnan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(21 2) 3 13-3600 



Th4c:CCCjpk) 
712 111 1 

I 

+ - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ ~  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 
_ - - - _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RONALD J. DEON 

_ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - ~ * - - - - - - - - - - - * - ~ " - - - - - - - - - - - -  

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York C m  . 

106963/02 1 1 1994/ 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

ASSIGNED mDExNoP 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorney for e ndant 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

RICHARD F)W$l3INECZ, ESQ. 

Consolidated dison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

-_ 
SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-8 145-02 



From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier Page: 4/4 Date: 8/12/2011 51459 PM 

- against - 
A.C. & S, Tnc., ct al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 1 11994/02 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and thcre being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERJ3D7 that upon notice to all co-defendm'ts, dl claims and cross claims against 

be and the s m c  arc hercby dismisscd with prcjudicz and FEfrT D , 

defendant FULTON B 

without costs. 

Frmk Ortiz,Esq. B 
F l P J  I I Attorney fox Plaintiffs 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

(212) 558-S50 /T 

Brtlbsu-dier, Esq. 
s for FTJLTON mrr ,ER WORKS 

Barry McTiermn & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'" Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, -- 

AUG 2 9 2011 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/lwww.gfi.com 

http:/lwww.gfi.com


Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C. AND S . ,  INC.,@aJ., 

Defendants. IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Ca 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. ' 

4 

SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
LYNCH DASKAL EMERY Udkw YORK 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

any and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

P U  
Jennifekhilds 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40fh Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 1 

SO ORDERED: 

AUC; 2 9 2011 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

BERNARD M. CHAMBERLAND, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et at., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., her,eby 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. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-1 13567 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Go. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

\ 

j ? i F  WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, LLP 

1 Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
Bernard M. Chamberland 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I ' F I L E D  



J 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC.) gt d., 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defTndants 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
8/8/11 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

1 13483/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

STEPHEN MANDELL 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

1 I JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

i ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon tice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims P 
against defendant Consolidated Ediso /I Corn & f k w  E k , D * ,  be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and withou OS+. SEP 2011 P 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-5813-02 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK - 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
ZndexNo.: 11 

WILLIAM CARPENTER, 
Plaintiff@), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

B09/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

F I L E D  
SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests S&k#!@%gment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

OIRDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 
New York, New York 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

' F I L E D  
SEP 1 4  2011 

F. : COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 113843/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in thc above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 113939/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

AARON O'BRIEN, 
Plaintifqs), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment In the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 4 15 ,2011 4 

New ork, New York 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier Page: 3/4 Date: 8/23/2011 11:55:27 AM 

F I L E  

- against - Index No.: 1 1401 6/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled casc, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a11 co-defendants, a11 cIaims and cross claims against 

defendant FUX,TON RO'ITBR. WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

e Halbardier, Esq, $ Atto ys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New Yark, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'" Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

-Tz+ 
(212) 313-3600 (212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://w.gfi,com 

http://w.gfi,com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 

PHILLIP COX, 
NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION 
Plaintiff( s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - 

MIL-MCLAIN, et al., F I  
: SEP 1 4  2011 Defendants. 

w n  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

,2011 r Dated: 
New York, New York 

f l  

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHUNEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardiar Page: 314 Date: 8/12/2011 51459 PM 

X/pB W45707deeaVAUGU$T 2011 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 1 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 

O M  

- against - 
A.C. & S, Iiic., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the sanie are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

7' CLERK'S OFFl 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10403 New York, New York 10006 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDEIU2D, 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. Far more information, visit: http:/W.gfi.com 

http:/W.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 114650/02 

NORMANREINARD, 
P lainti ff(s) , 

- against - 

WEE-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the Fc#u-kerE d B s s e d  with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 3 
4 

SEP 1 4 2011 ! 

Dated: %I15 , 2011co"N 
Mew York. New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

TY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Jennife?L. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

WEITZ & LUXENBEKG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

SO OFCDERED, 



From: FAXmaker To: Sania Malikay Esq Page: 313 Date: 8/23/2011 1 1 :52:25 AM 

F I L E D  

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 
A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YQRK 

NO 0PP'OSITTC)N SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

h d e x p  1095 8 9/06 

NYCA 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FIJT ,TON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs DOILER WORKS 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

New York, New York 10006 
(212) 3 13-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For mare information, visit: http:/W.gfi.corn 

http:/W.gfi.corn


@%” 
-Q .ropy; 

G O U ~  fit- IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CAROL RUFFUS as Administratrix for the Estate of 
ARNOLD BENEDETTO, JR. and EDNA MAE 
BENEDETTO, Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. I 15368/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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: ,2011 A 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- 
*GL do@$ IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION GOUH & -  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CAROL RUFFUS as Administratrix for the Estate of 
ARNOLD BENEDETTO, JR. and EDNA MAE 
BEN EDETTO, Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 11 5368102 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: ,2011 

Attorneys for PlaiMiff S G / I I ~  8( G,&L &$u$* t 1 Julie L. Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, L?Q&!5- 
Hon. Sherry’klein Heitler 

SEP 0 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CAROL RUFFUS as Administratrix for the Estate of 
ARNOLD BENEDETTO, JR. and EDNA MAE 
BENEDETTO, Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 11 5368102 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2011 
A 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

Hon. Sherry Klein heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 116079/02 

JAMES P. CAHILL, 
Plaintifqs), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

sEp f 4 2011 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York. NY 10022 
0 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No* rn 17398/ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, NC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

e hereby dismissed with 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP, 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 ,Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 
, I  

SO ORDERED, 



Pl&ntiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Iiic., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 3 07006102 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendants. 
X _*__________Iy l l"_r__- - - - - - *~~- - - - -11-1-"~~-~~~- - - - -~~~~- - - -~~~- -  

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims againsl 

defendant FUL,TON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice uzd 

without costs. F I  
f 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New Yorlc, NY 10003 

2 Rector Street, 1 4t" Floor 
New Yorlc, New Yark 10006 

(212) 558-5500,  (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, -. 



SEP f 1; 2019 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CLE'RKiS 0[-nCE 
YOHK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARY LOU LaGOE, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
ROBERT H. LaGOE and MARY LOU LaGOE, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 117995/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Ca., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2011 

--&i&=---- 

I 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

Attorbeys f&r Plaintifirq4&/ 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
k" 



i 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 l: 201# 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARY LOU LaGOE, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
ROBERT H. LaGOE and MARY LOU LaGOE, 
Individually , NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 117995/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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: ,2011 !'/7-l . 

- -. 
Attorxeys for 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF Tt 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

f 

F I L E D  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARY LOU LaGOE, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
ROBERT H. LaGOE and MARY LOU LaGOE, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 117995/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: ,2011 

s for PIaintiffG,,?) 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

--. 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
7 / 2 9  1 1 

1 07006/02 AN 1799610 
ASSIGNED INDEXNO- T 0 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFOE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Isc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolizted Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York. NY 10003-3598 

I* . SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
s-7252-02 



From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier Page: 414 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

Date: 8/23/2011 11 5527  AM 

SEP 1 4  2019 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YOHK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No. : 1 1 7996/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FTJT,TON ROXX,F;,R WORKS he and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

e Halbardier, Esq. 
BOILER WORKS 

= T x &  - 
Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14' Floor I I  

(212) 558-550 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., @ d,, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, Defendants. 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne Yor , New York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER rn 
Index No.: 107102/02 & ( l 9 1 0 2 w  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFOREy defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaiiitiffs' complaixlt against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

"without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, z 
OILER WORKS 

cTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14"' Floor 
New Yoi-k, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

Hon. Sherry Klein-Hcitler 



Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

. A. W. .CHESTERTON COMPANY; . - . . - . . et al. ; 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No. : 119370-2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
RE-FEBRUARY 2010- - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant YUBA HEAT TRANSFER, DIVISION OF CONNELL- 
LIMITED PARTNERSHIP i/s/h/a CONNELL LIMITED PARTNERSHIP (Individually and as 
Successor to YUBA INDUSTRIES, INC.), hereby request summary judgement in the above- 
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 
complaint against defendant YUBA HEAT TRANSFER, DIVISION OF CONNELL-LIMITED 
PARTNERSHIP ilslhla CONNELL LIMITED PARTNERSHIP (Individually and as Successor 
to YUBA INDUSTRIES, INC.), with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants all claims and cross claims against 
defendant YUBA HEAT TRANSFER, DIVISION OF CONNELL-LIMITED PARTNERSHIP 
i/s/h/a CONNELL LIMITED PARTNERSHIP (Individually and as Successor to YUBA 
INDUSTRIES, INC.), be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

.Dated: Albcrtson, New York 

-AS A. MONTIGLIO, ESQ 
AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Yuba Heat Transfer, Division of Connell- 
Partnership Limited 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

NRLY & STRAUSS, I& 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, New York 10017 

on, New York 11507 
e No. : ESZ 02030 FAC 

AUG 2 9 2011 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 120081/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  
SEP 1 4  2011 

TY- LERKS OFFICE 
__ 
Frank OrtjqEsq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg I 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorney for Plaintiffs WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'" Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: I20459/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CIWASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOSEPH INGALLINELLA, 

Plaintiffls), 

- against - 
WEIL-MCLAlN, et a]., 

’ SEP 1 4  2011 
Defendants I 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

WHEFUFORE, Defendant, Weil-McLnin, a division of the Mwlcy-Wylain Company, a 

whally owned subsidiary of The Marley Company, LLC (irnpropmly namcd as ‘The Marley 

Wyf ain Company, an affiliate of Weil McLain”) (hereinafter ‘‘Weil-McLai~’p) hcreby requests 

Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law nnd Rulos Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prcjudicc, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

SEGAL M C C A M B R I J ~ ~  
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys far Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite I 100 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & 

Attanicy for the Plairitiffs 
800 Third Avenue, 1 1 th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 605-6200 

KONXGSBERG, LLP 

w York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E D  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SHARON MURRAY, as Executrix for the Estate of JOHN 
MURRAY, and SHARON MURRAY, Individually 

Index No. 125213102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. ~ 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 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: 

SHARON MURRAY, as Executrix for the Estate of JOHN 
MURRAY, and SHARON MURRAY, Individually 

Index No. 125213102 

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: , 2011 

New York, NY 10003 

N6ri'el Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



P 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK  FILED 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SHARON MURRAY, as Executrix for the Estate of JOHN 
MURRAY, and SHARON MURRAY, Individually 

Index No. 125213/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. = Attorneys Nori I Sta. for Maria Defendant 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 1 2011 



In Re: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J 

Index No. 125907/02 

This Document Applies to: 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

ARLENE RUSH, Individually and as the Executrix for the Estate 
of WILLIAM J .  SWANSON and GRACE L. SWANSON, 

Plaintifls), 

-against- 

A.C.&S, INC., et al., 
Defendants . 

____erl_____,l__l""_______Lllrll_______r~"-----------~"-----"---~- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., 

hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND 

CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CO. JNC., be and the m e  are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
201 1 

A o* v- . - Frank Ortiz, Esq. Gary T. H aly, Esq. 
S A G H E R  WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: A 



TMc:CC('jpk) 
712511 1 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANTHONY R. FLAMIO 

,*-- ,// 

INDEXNO. dug 
110270/02and 2672 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New Yo;.k, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of Y F  I#.,k e e arf hereby 
*, 1 
-! 

,* SEP t 4 ZOl1 dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERE 

Our File No 
S-8536-02 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and,there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

i prejudice and without costs to either party. 

I 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

+Jew York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

-.-.l 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF 'I'HE STATE OF NEW YORK 
C'OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

'I'his Document Relates 1'0: 

EDWARD DEVINE and ARLENE DEVINE, 

PI ainr i ff( s) , 

: Index No.: 03-100755 -against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY A.O. SMI'IW WATER PRODUCTS Co., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 
OKUEK Defendants . 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment i n  thc. 

:hove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Riiles Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintil'i's coimplaiiit against defendant CRANE CW. with pre.judice. and tlierc being no 

opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims againsl 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEI1'Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, N Y  10003 
(312) 558-5500 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Ilcfendaiit 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New Yorlt, N Y  10022 
(2 12) 536-3900 

SO OIIDERED, ~- .-- 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



LAWRENCE A. GIERMEK, as Executor for the 
Estate of FRANCIS A. LESNIAK, 

: Index NO. 119383/00 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New o k, N w York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

264 West 40fh Street 
New York, New Yorg 10018 
(212) 302-2400 S P  f 4 

AUG 2 92011 SO ORDERED: 



LAWRENCE J. JOHNSON (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J.) 

a, 102192/05 
13278189 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: FEBRUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

! 
j 

to TlSHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims arid cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

without costs. 

u A MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS Lt orneys for Defendant 

---I --.- . 

IEITZ & LUXENBERG, P w  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPOIUTION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I. U . W illets Road 

on, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

4 SO ORDERED, 
nuu. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 

(Heitler, S.) 
____..._.____ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - " - - ~ - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - ~ ~ - -  
This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM D. PULVERMACHER 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
B b " L  ,2011 

1 '  

I .  ., b Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
-%, ,%. 700 Broadway **I 

New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERE 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPOMTION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

I without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

ew York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



TMc:CCQpk) 
71261 1 I 

E E , F i d @  ASSIGNED TO: 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summasy judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of Ne / Y o r k ~ . , / j e ~ c l  @ B a r e  hereby 

Dated: New York 

: 
1 dismissed with prejudice and without costs. I d '  

6 // 

fP*lt ..-&- 
A iy d ~ &d ~ 

FrankC , 

WETTZ & LUX~NBE 

New York, NY 10003 5 York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4443 -98 



I.A.S. Part 30 NEW EDWARD DEVINE and ARLENE DEVINE, 

i (Hon. Sherry Klein fieiflk Plain tiff( s 1, 

-against- 
\ . '  

' Jndex No . :  03-1 10506 

N 0-0 1'1'0 S 1 TI 0 N S U M MARY A . 0 ,  SMITH WATER PROL)LJC:IS Co., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 

Defendants : ORDEK 

X -------__--__"_____I____I_______________----_--"---"--~---------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in thc 

abovc-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prcjudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-delkndants, all claims a i d  cro,ss claims against 

cicfendant CRANE CO. be, and the same art: liereby, dismissed with prejdice and without costs 

Frank Ortiz, khq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Delindant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Aveiiue 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



i liie 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4 2011 

OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YOHK IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THERESE WOLF, Individually and as the Administratrix 
of the Estate of LAWRENCE WOLF, 

11 33511 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

n DATED: q / m  , 20;;r 

-. - 
Attorneys f w  in tiff6 
Wilentz, Goldman & Spitzer P.A. 
1 I O  William Street 
26th Floor 
New York, NY 10038-3901 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



i 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

C 

1 4  2911 

C OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW YOKK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THERESE WOLF, Individually and as the Administratrix 
of the Estate of LAWRENCE WOLF, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SU MMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed'with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: g f a -  ,20& 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

Wilentz, Goldman & Spitzer P.A. 
I 1  0 William Street 
26th Floor 
New York, NY 10038-3901 



Index No. 1 1521 8/03 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

.r sEp 14 2011 , .I Dated: New York, New York 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 York, New York 10022 

43 5-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No. 120579/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

ALU Y blUb KElUlU Y, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 
X --__________________lll__ll_llll lr_l____~~---------------------~ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC,, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a1 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the 

prejudice and without costs to either party. F I L E 
Dated: New York, New York 

8//f ,2011 
SEP 1 4  201’ 

claims and cross claims against 

same are hereby dismissed with 

4 
D 

1 
1 

COUNTY CLERKS OF Ce 

> p L l b  

C. Din0 Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite IO0 
New York, New York 10022 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



- against - 

THE OKONI'TE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 
P 

Dated: New York, New York " w f 4 Z##f 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

lein-Heitler 
SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY. JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 
X ___________________________________II___---------------------"-- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

F I L E D  prejudice and without costs to either party. 

SEP 14 2011 Dated: New York, New York 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53Td Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP 1 4  2011 

‘OUNR CLERK’S OFFICE IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHARLES JOHNSON and JOAN JOHNSON 
Index No. 105917/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: 7 / K  ,2011 

T Z J A  - ._ 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz 23 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

-< 
SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 1  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4  2Qj j  

i 

COUNTY CLERK:: ,E: 
NEW YO;: ... IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHARLES JOHNSON and JOAN JOHNSON 
Index No. 105917/04 

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, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: 201 1 

h,b- 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4  z:i1 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHARLES JOHNSON and JOAN JOHNSON 
Index No. 10591 7/04 

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 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. 

/7 
DATED: *+, ,2011 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



'.. . 

HOAGLAND, LONOO 
MORAN, WNST B 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RONALD G. PEPPERDAY, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 04-1 11254 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

sbove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
-$ -/*-A/ 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

WEITZ ti LUXE~BERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Ronald E. Pepperday 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

io ORDEPED: F I L E D  
L SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

-- 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
712611 1 

Our File Jo 
S-5516-98 

INDEX NO. 
1 13040/98 
ASSIGNED W 
HON. SHERRY KLEDJ HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Lnc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

W I T 2  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 

U G  2 92011 k 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

SO ORDERED: 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

iu 



This Document Relates To: 

RONALD G. PEPPERDAY, 

1 1 1343-02 e 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

AND ORDER 
Plaintiff, JUDGMENT MOTION 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
Including, MAREMONT CORPORATION, 

: 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont Corporation hereby requests summasy judgment in 
I 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Maremont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

without costs. 

p y  dismj 

SEP ' 1 4 2011 

defendant Maremont 

K 

qtCE G O U N T Y  CLERKS OFFICE 
Dated: New York, New Yo 

w 

* Peggy L. Pan, Esq. 
KASOWlTZ, BENSON, TORRES & 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5754 

FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 
(212) 506-1700 

SOORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, XNC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
"'A 

F ILE& prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York New York 1 f 4 2011 .~ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

,_ (646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. F I L E D  
i 

SEP t 4 2011 
Ca.m-62 CLERK'$' *e 

-: d 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 k, New York 10022 

-0300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



This Document Relates to: 

LAWRENCE J. JOHNSON (Deceased) 

Index No 

132781 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same de hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
8\\\ ,201.1 

A 
Y 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P w  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

FI 
-- 

NEW YOI3Ubl& EDWARDS 
A MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

Lf torneys for Defendant 

rtson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

:itler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ___"11___1_111____"""--"--------1..------------------------- 

JAMES LAUFER, 
Index No. 1 02 194/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaint iff, 

- against - F I L E  SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
1 MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., ' SEP 1 4  f l?f f  . 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plainti&s' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

McCullough Ginsberg Montano 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

k d  2 9 Z(Jlf 



Plaintiff( s) , 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

SEP 1 4 2011 
t 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 101248/02 el 12010/05 2 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE7 defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant F'ULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDEED,  

SEP 0 1 2011 



CQUh'TY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YOFX 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

- 
Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 (212) 558-550 

SOORDERED, -- 
Hon r 



ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S, Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 101248-0 ; 112010-05 0 -____"__-_._.-..____"------------"--------..-~-~-------..~~-"----".- 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES PORTER 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
___....-~---________-------- "-----------.~-----.---------------"-~~- 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hel" Ahtoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



JAMES PORTER (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 3 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JUNE 2011 FIFO ______~I---_________________I___________--~-~--------~-----------~~~---- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CQ., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition .thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

S & McMANUS 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

STRUCTION CO., INC. 
:U. Willets Road 

bertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 1 2811 



P 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK ' F I L E D  . 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

t 

SEP 14  2011 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION CouNTY CLERK'S OFFICim 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

TERl L. PORTER, as Executrix for the Estate of JAMES 
PORTER 

Index No. 112010/05 

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, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: >> ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K I M  Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

TERI L. PORTER, as Executrix for the Estate of JAMES 
PORTER 

Index No. 112010/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, w 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF Tt 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- 
E STATE OF NEW YORK 

SEP 1 4  2011 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

TERl L. PORTER, as Executrix for the Estate of JAMES 
PORTER 

Index No. 112010/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg \-T- 
700 Broadway - 7th floor ".*> 
New York, NY I0003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
71261 1 1 

RICHARD JANCA 

INDEX NO. 
114081/05 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison 

dismissed with prejudice and without c 

and the same are hereby 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc, 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

I 

SO ORDERED: 

SEP 0 z 2011 

Our File No 
S-4233-05 



F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP 1 4 2011 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ELLEN A. COX, as Executrix for the Estate of PHILIP R. 
COX, and ELLEN A. COX, Individually 

Index No. 114082/05 

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, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Norih Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK F 1 D 

SEF' 1 4 2GH 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION C O U N ~ ~  CLEWS OFF''€ 
YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ELLEN A. COX, as Executrix for the Estate of PHILIP R. 
COX, and ELLEN A. COX, Individually 

Index No. 114082/05 

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. 

/ ' I 7  
DATED: A .  "la ,2011 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

No/% Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

-I_ 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York New York 
b. 1; itii 
4 

xqamK:S o d e '  c 1 - p  c; ~ ' Kb 

' C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
Ne* York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORJS CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 116958/05 

MERLE BURGIN, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plainti ff(s), MOTION 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 
! 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Wed-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

d i pr E D d  without costs 

SEP 1 4 2011 -; 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

I 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dism 
to either party. 4 

Dated: 

SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

'ORK 

RICHARD DANSON, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE ORONITE COMPANY, INC ., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, MC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

dismissed with Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 '. New York, New York 10022 

320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 



TMc:CCfipk) 
7/26/1 I 

Our File No 
$4201-98 

DONALD FLOWERS 

121829/97 AND 
INDEX NO. 

ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 1 I F I L E D  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

n 

SO ORDERED: 



This Document Relates to: 

F l k € D i '  
TRAVIS M. YOUNGER (Deceased) 4 

s@ f 4 2Udl 
-? 4 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .> 

Index No 
~ 9 7 1 0 1  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MAY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. Fh 
Dated: Albertson, New York 

Rdqd% 8 ,2011 

Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO. I INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



Index 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be apd the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

McCullough Ginsberg Montano 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SEP 1 4  2011 ~/FBW45422de.~uWJ~lLY 2011 

JOJdN R. FREDERICK, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S ,  Inc., et al. 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 114999/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FLJLTON ROILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs BOILER WORKS 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY I0003 

2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 558-550 (212) 3 13-3600 

SO OR.DERED, 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For mare information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


TMc:CCCjpk) 
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SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH HARCROW SR., 

AS SIGNED 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 
f 

against defendant Consolidated 

dismissed with prejudice and 

York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

Dated: New York. New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

ison Company of New 
York, Inc, 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-6457-00 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

GUNARS TRESS, 

_____f_-____________------------------------------------------~~ X 

I___lll_____f__l__"_"--rr----------------------------------------- X 

Index No. 102706/07 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION & ORDER 

Plaintiff, 

- against - SIJMMARY JUDGMENT 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New Yo k New York ./ld ' ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg -%* 4.. '".\ McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys fa Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

ALG 2 YZOt l {  
?e- Llein eitler 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant, 

100733-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

E prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New york, New York 
,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

+Jew York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

" , 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

IndexNo.: m5 
u 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFOREy Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, We., hereby requests 

I summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

F I L E  D J  prejudice and without costs to either party. 
-4 
4 S€p I 4  2011 1 

-(Tamswa 

f 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 moo 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No. 108386-07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York. New York 

, INC 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, N Y  10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
(212) 558-5500 York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



Plainziff(s), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITTON SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 114296/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition Llierelo, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

m y  CLERK'S 
mv YORK 

OILER WORKS Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1 0 v 3  

I I 2 I (  
New York, New Yurk 10006 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

so ORDEItED) 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/hhMlw.gfi.com 

http:/hhMlw.gfi.com


. TMc:CCCjpk) 
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IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 
INDEX NO. 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GERARD0 RUBINO 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Comp of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby T 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

BERG, P.C. '.. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place on ,- New York, l$Y-HlOO3-3598 

Our File No 
S-4092-98 

' ,h . > ,  ;- d 120111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANGELINA FUSCO, AS EXECURTIRX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF GERARD0 RUBINO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. ,a . 

Dated: Ne York, New York * ,2011 

~ ~ 4 - ~  - w 
Michele s’. Mideman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Gerard0 Rubino 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-22600 

(NOOX0939-l } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANGELINA FUSCO, AS EXECURTIRX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF GERARD0 RUBINO, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

! WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
4 7  ,2011 

F I  L E W D , [ '  

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Gerard0 Rubino 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-1 1508 

(NOOSO939-I ) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-. 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANGELINA FUSCO, AS EXECURTIRX FOR ! 101 01 7/94 
THE ESTATE OF GERARD0 RUBINO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
F I L E D ' , i  

G"? 17 ,2011 SEP 1 4  2011 
n 

I Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Gerard0 Rubino 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

ew York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 00 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-23071 

(N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexN 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANGELINA FUSCO, AS EXECURTIRX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF GERARD0 RUBINO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. / 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, i 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D , ~  
Dated: New York, New York I \  SEP 1 4  2011 - 1 

i n 

Courter & Company, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Gerardo Rubino 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NOOX0939-1) 

1122-23071 

SEP 0 12011~ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANGELINA FUSCO, AS EXECURTIRX FOR i 10 10 17/94 
THE ESTATE OF GERARD0 RUBINO, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND 0EU)ER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. i 
A, C .  & S., INC,, et a]., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

454-1 1508 

(NM)80939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i JndexN 
i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANGELINA FUSCO, AS EXECURTIRX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF GERARD0 RUBMO, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 

without costs. 

Treadwel I Corporation 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

- -  

F I L E  

' Estate of Gerard0 Rubino I 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

and 

- 

1235-22600 

(N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANGELINA FUSCO, AS EXECURTIRX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF GERARD0 RUBINO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims-and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New 

k Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Gerard0 Rubino 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kxin Heitler 

2383-27836 

(NO042 173-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: /?7*7-=yl 

ANGELINA FUSCO, AS EXECURTIRX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF GERARD0 RUBINO, 

! 

Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 

-against- / SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S,, INC,, et al., 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims-and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

s Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

yzIc.m Estate of Gerard0 Rubino 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-27836 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

F I L E D  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Weitr: & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

2 Rector Street, l.llth Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK F 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

SFF f i; 2g:'i 

CouNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YOtiK 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ . r . . . _ _ _ _ _ ~ - - - - - - - - - - -  "-.-.-----------..------------------ 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 103060-0 , 190255;O 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

c2 ___.._______________-----.-...~-~------- "-.-.~~----------~--~------- 

This Document Relates to: 

HOWARD J. BARRY 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
S l r Z  ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

> -  

Heleb Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company , 

88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



! 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NBW YQRK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Indm No.: 190025/10 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

JOHN MLMCSEK, MOTlON 
Plaintihs), F I L E 

r 

- against - 
AC and S, WC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Dcfmhts. 

SEP 1 4  2611 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEXL-MCLAM COMPANY, INC., hereinafrer (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 
Practice Law and Rulcs Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 
Mcbin with prejudice, and t h m  being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERIED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, dl claims and cmss claims against 

Defendant, Weil-Mctain be and the same we hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

WF,ITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE - 
SIEIGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

WeiI Mcbin 
830 Third Avenue, Suite 400 , -  
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUYREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OFNEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

STEINER, CARL, 
Plainti f f Is) ,  

- against - 
WETL-MCLAM COMPANY, INC., et al., 

Defmdants. 

Index No.: 190128/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMNT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, iNC, hereinafter ("WEIL- 
MCLAW) hereby requesh Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 
Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff 8 complaint against Defendant Well- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEIRED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and mss claims against 
Defendant, Wail-Mchin be and the same are 

to either party. 

and without costs 

Dated: A h  2,3 ,2011 
New York, New York 

WEITZ dk LUXIENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
NEW York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SEP 1 4  2011 
COlJNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

SINGER & NIAHONE~$TD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

I New York, NY 10022 



,* 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
V 

rv/'' THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN J. BARRETT and MAUREEN BARRETT 
Index No. 1901 57/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorne 4-9 f Plainrm 
Weitr Muxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Colleen M. Cronin 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



COUNTY CLERK'S OFI;~(;'E 
NEW YORK NYCAL 

I. A. S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 10/190185 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

I 

WHEREAS, Defendant BORG WARNER CORPORATION requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs 

complaint against BORG WARNER CORPORATION with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against BORG 

WARNER COWORATION be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintif 
800 Third Avenue, 1 lth Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

WEINER LESNIAK, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway, suite 540 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

-. SO ORDERED, 

0023979 1.  WPD 



Plaintiff, 
- against - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

ALPHA WIRE COW., ET. AL 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Viad Corp, individually and as alleged successor to Griscom- 

Russell Company ("Viad") hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs' complaint against 

defendant Viad with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

e are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Louis Jason Attorneys for Defendant, Viad 
800 Third Avenue One Battery Park Plaza 
1 3 th Floor ork, New York 10004 
New York, NY 10022 04-4200 
(212) 605-6200 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



t " 

-against- 

ELECTRO-MOTIVE DIESEL, INC., 

Plaintiffs, 

O'NEIL, RICCI, CEDRONE & DiSIPIO, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 42, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 
defendant, ELECTRO-MOTIVE DIESEL, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

AND being that any alleged exposure by plaintiff is to products for which ELECTRO- 
MOTIVE DIESEL, NC., does not have liability; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant, 
ELECTRO-MOTIVE DIESEL, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

participating in any General Motors products liability trust for exposure to asbestos from products made 
or marketed by the ELECTRO-MOTIVE DIESEL division of General Motors Corporation. 

NOTHING in this No Opposition Summary Judgment and Order shall prevent plaintiff from 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
@[I 1 ,2011 

New York, NY 10 170 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Verizon New York Inc. Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X _______11__1__________________________r_--------------------"-- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ___________1_"1_________________________----------------------- 

HELGA MARQUSEE, Individually and as : Index No. 1902864 0 
Executrix for the Estate of CHARLES B. 
MARQUSEE, : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiffs, 

-against- : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS COW., aJ., 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne_ Yor , New York 6 
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
A:torneys for Plaintiffs 

By: -e;)' 
Bryan Belasky, Esq. 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attcmeys for Defendants The G a d p a r  Tire & 

548 Fifth Avenue u 264 West 40' Sljreet 
New York, New York 10036 
(212) 661-1574 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York SEP 1 4  

E D  
21911 

.I so ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 190286/10 

CHARLES MARQUSEE, 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION 
Plaintiffis), SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 
L, SEP 1 4  2011 7 

I 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereb ent in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
J 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are herebi dismis I t h E j E e B  without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 
i -  * SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
546 FIFTH AVENUE, 4t FLOOR Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10036 Weil-McLain 
(888) 808-0428 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

&3[~( 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 
"against- 

A X  & LIQUID S'I'STEMS CORP., et d., 

Defendants . 

Index No.: 190286/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter "GARDNER 

DENVER"), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs to either party. , F I L E D d u  F l L E D  i J *  

SEP t 4 2011 1 1 -  SEP 1 4  2011 -* 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 

& MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, New York 10022 



AARON RICHMAN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

GEORGIA-PACIFIC CORPORATION, individually 

BOBST GROUP, USA, INC.; 
EASTMAN KODAK COMPANY; 
FUJIFILM NORTH AMERICA CORPORATION; 
GAST MANUFACTURING, INC,; 
HARRIS CORPORATION, individually and as 

and as successor to Bestwall Gypsum Company 

successor to Harris-Intertype Corporation and 
Harris-Seybold Company; 

successor to Merganthaler, Linotype Hell and 
Harris-Intertype; 

AlliedSignal, Inc., and as Successor-in-interest to 
The Bendix Corp.; 

HEIDELBERG USA, INC., individually and as 

HONEYWELL INTERNATIONAL., INC., f/k/a 

F 

NYCAL 
Index No. 190288/2010 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
AS TO MANROLAND, INC. 

I 

IDEX CORPORATION, individually and as successor to 
Gast Manufacturing, Inc.; 

KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY, INC.; 
KENTILE FLOORS, INC., a/Wa Kentile Operating 

KONICA MINOLTA BUSINESS SOLUTIONS U.S.A, ' : m m  
MANROLAND NORTH AMERICA, INC. 

Company 

INC., Q4Mswrfieg Wii,ti+ 
4 2  . 

Individually and as Successor to Miller Prir@lg 
Machinery Co.; 

: 

MEADWESTVACO CORPORATION; 
METROPOLITAN LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY; 
MONTALVO CORPORATION (THE); 
POLAROID CORPORATION; 
UNION CARBIDE CORPORATION; 
UNITED GILSONITE LABORATORIES. 

Defendants. 
_____c____________-____rll_l____l__l____----"-------------------------- X 

968576~1 



WHEREFORE, defendant, manroland, Inc., sMa MANROLAND NORTH AMERICA, 

INC. (hereinafter defendant “MANROLAND”), by its attorneys, Morrison Mahoney LLP, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled matter, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, manroland, Inc. with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, manroland, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
August 9,201 1 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

MORRISON MAHONEY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
manroland, Inc. 

By: u By: 
Steinwolf, Esq. 

546 Fifth Avenue, qfh Floor * 

New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED: 

17 State Street, Suite 1 110 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 825-1212 

968576~ 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 190316/10 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

EMMANUEL PAF'OULIAS, 
Plaintiff@), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLATN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 1 

1 
I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. ! F I L E Q  
Dated: s l aS  ,2011 

4 SEP 1 4 2011 -1 

New York, New York COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

3 Jennifer L. Budner, Esq. 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

so ORDERED, 

a ~ NewYork,NY 

Giaei t ler  

10022 

AUG 



SUPRJWE COURT OR THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
C O ~  OFNEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBlWTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAIL, 
IAS Part 30 

Y- --X (Heitlea, J.) 

MORRIS J. KEENAN AM) MARY J. KRENAN 

Index # 190322110 

.. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ORDER \ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Flowserve US, Inc,, solely as successor to Edward Valves, 

Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., Edward Vogt Valve Company, arid Vogt Valve Company 

(improperly sued as Flowserve US, Inc., Individually and as Successor to Aldrich Pumps; Durco, 

I 

Durion; BW/IP, Anchor Darling, Superior Goup, Pacific Pumps Sier-Bath Pumps, Edward Vogt, 

Vogt Valves, Nordstrom Valves and Edwards Valve, Inc.) ("Flowserve US"), hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Flowserve US with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto. 

ORDEmD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Flowserve US be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York $1 I'o ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc., 
solely.as successor to Edward Valves, Inc., 
Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

3M COMPANY, et al., 

ASBESTOS MATTER 
Index No.: 190391/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHERl3FORE, TRANSDIGM INC. AND ITS ADEL WIGGINS GROUP (erroneously named 

as both "Adel Wiggins Group, a division of Transdigm Group Inc." and "Transdigm Inc.") (hereinafter 

"TRANSDIGM) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules, Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiff's Complaint against Defendant 

TFWNSDIGM, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

Defendant TRANSDIGM, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and Without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
July 21,201 1 

BAKER & HOSTETLER LLP NAPOLI BERN RXPKA & 
ASSOCIATES LLP 

By: 

350 Fifth Avenue, Suite 7413 

By: #- 

Eric R. Fish 
45 Rockefeller Plaza 
New York, New York 101 11 

Attorneys f i r  Defendant, Transdigm Inc. 
(erroneously named as both "del Wiggins 
Group, a division of Trunsdigm Group Inc. 
and "Tramdignz Inc. '3 

New York, New York 101 18 
(2 12) 589-4647 (212) 267-3700 

SO ORDERED: 



A.W. CHESTERTON COMPNAY, et al. 

Defendants, 
X --_-f_----_l_--_---_I____ftl_ll__l______------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant EX-FM, INC. f/Wa FISCHBACH & MOOR1E, INC., 
hereby request summary judgement in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 
and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant EX-FM, INC. f/k/a 
FISCHBACH & MOORE, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants all claims and cross claims against 
defendant EX-FM, INC. f/k/a FISCHBACH & MOORE, INC., be and the same are hereby 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Wilentz Goldman & Spitzer, P.A. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
110 William Street - 26" Floor 
New York, New York 10038 

/- 
516) 535-5433 

Our File No.: TFZ 000102 FAC 
SO ORDERED, 

91 F l L E D  
SEP 1 4  2011 1 1  

CrOuiMPY CLERK'S OFFlCE 
& E a  Y m K  

AUG 2 920111 

\ 

T H m A S  A. MONTIGLIO, ESQ 
AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys far Defendant 
EX-FM, INC . f/Wa FISCHBACH 
& MOORE, INC., 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 



J 

Plaintiff, : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS COW., gt &, 

Defendants. 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with pr 

without costs. 
I :  

OoUNTy CLERK'S OFFICE 
LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP NEW YORK 
Attorneys for Defendwt Georgia-Pacific LLC 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10018 New York, New York 10003 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

X 

ANTHONY JOSEPH NAPPA and ROSE MARIE 
NAPPA, 

Plaintiffs, 
-V- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendants. 

Index No. 1 90460/20 1 0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Justice Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, defendant Lennox Industries Inc. I(‘Lennox”) hereby requests summary 

judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendanaennox with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all mdefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Lennox Industries Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New Y k 
July a, 201 1 f. F I L E D  

BELLUCK & FOX LLP SEP 1 4 2011 DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LIP 

COUNTY CLERKS GF 

By: 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4‘’ Floor 
New York, NY 10036 New York. NY 1 001 6 



-against- 

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND OXiDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d. part 3o Defendants. 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ l ~ ~ ~ r " r ~ ~ r - - - - - - - - - I * -  I __________-__rl--_-_---------- x 
WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N w Y o  New York % 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: By: : Mark Tevis 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. AUG 2 9 20111 



Plaintiff, 
-against- : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER ALCATEL-LUCENT USA, d., 

Defendants, Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
A t t o i 1 6 \ ?  Atto Georgia-Pacific LLC 

By: By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

niel J. Wasserberg 

264 West 40'" Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(2 12) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiff, 
-against- 

ALCATEL-LUCENT USA, @ &, 

Defendants. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFOW, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and th 

without costs. 

missed with prejudice and 

SEP 1 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
WEITZ & LIJXENBERG, P.C. LYNWWWKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

By: By:->. Jason Kaufman 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(2 12) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

4tJG 2 9 20111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH MARTIN and DORIS MARTIN 
Index No. 190043/1 I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice an9 without costs. 

201 1 

Attor ne ys for Defend ant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH MARTIN and DORIS MARTIN 
Index No. 190043/11 

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 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 posts$ 

v 

201 1 

_I 

Ant$ M. Ditonaido 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, e5sCsta Hon. S h e r r y w  Y Heitler 



-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt &, 
1 IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with pre 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk ew York 8b4L COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 
MarWevis Bonnie Steinwolf 

548 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 661-1574 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



WHTEEPCXE, dzfendant, TISFMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, 'kISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDEWD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION. be and the same are hereby 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4 

&Jc,,,s+ \t3 ,2011 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 5* Ave, 4" Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

MUTY, DEMERS & M 
Attorneys for Defendzpts 
TISHMAN CONSTRIkrION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 1 1507 

SO ORDERED, 



536*24292/AJM F I L E D  
. SEP 1 4  2011 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK L" 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

c 
COUNTY CLERKS WFGE 

IAS PART NEW YORK 
herry K l e i n  Heitler) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

PAUL CRANE and ARLENE CRANE, : Index No.: 190082/11 

Plaintiffs, (October 2011 In Extremis Trial 
: Group) 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SuMMaRY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the  above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,  dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant , United Conveyor Corporation, be and t?he 

same are hereby d 

East Hanover, New JS 

BELLUCK & FOX 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintif 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th F Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 100 United Conveyor Corporation 

agle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

ast H.;inover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



-against- 

CRANE CO., gt 4. 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New&;rk, //ew York -+9f--- 
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

a Inc. 

By: By: 
Bryan Belasky 

548 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 661-1574 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

AUG 2 9 20'11 
SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 

1 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND OItDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

CRANE CO., gt 4.) 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York * 
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

Mark Tevis 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 
(2 12) 302-2400 

Bryan Belasky 

548 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 
(212) 661-1574 

Dated: New York, New York 



Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

Index No.: 190123/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

WHEREFOW, Defendant BWIIP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint 

against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant, 

BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are he dice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York SEP 1 4  2011 
f 3 U \ l  

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

-. 

Theodore Eder, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 

New York, NY 10003 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
C O W  OF M W  YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 190131/11 

BERNARD BROWNE, NO OPpOSITlON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaiatiqs), MOTION 

- against - 

WELL-MCLATN, d at., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEXL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 
aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain With prejudice, and here being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defmdmtk, all claims and moss claims against 
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and Without casts 

to either party. I 
Dated: & 201 1 

New Yo*, New York 

Brian Early, Esq. 
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
360 kingtan Avenue, 20* Floor 
New Yo&, NY 10017 Weil-Mcbh 
(212) 986-2233 

SECAL MeCAMBFUDGE 
SINGER & MAWONEY, LTD. 
A t t ~ r n ~ y ~  for Defendant 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New Yo& NY 10022 

&& 
SO ORDERED, 

Hm. S h k y  Klein Heitler 



rl. . 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC., et all 

Index No.: 1901 39/11 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitier, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY INC., and its past and 
present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and successors in interest 
and their agents, heirs and assigns ("Defendants"), hereby request Summary Judgment in 
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 
Plaintiff's Complaint against Defendants with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
Defendants, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

i 

1 

/- 
-,/ Attorneys for Defendant 

* / KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY, INC. 
Attorn& for Plainti'ff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5526 

77 Water Street, Suite 21 00 
New York, New York 10005 
(2 1 2) 232- 1 300 

SO ORDERED: 

of the State of New Y 

/ 

481 7-2901-5050.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 190139/11 

SETENAY ITEZ, 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants . 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs t 
to either party. 

A 

Dated: us t  2 5 , 2 0 1 1  
New qork, New York 

OOUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD J. MALLOY and MARILYN MALLOY, 
Index No. 190145/1 I 

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 § 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: a [ ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

N 6 e l  Sta Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

EI 
TOYOTA MOTOR CORPORATION, et al. 

New York Asbestos 
Litigation (NYCAL) 

Index No.: 190161-11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

r 

Defendants + 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TOYOTA MOTOR SALES, U.S.A., INC. incorrectly c ptioned 

1s TOYOTA MOTOR CORPORATION, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

:ase, pursuant to the Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's Complaint 

%gainst defendant, TOYOTA MOTOR SALES, U.S.A., INC., with prejudice, and there being no 
3pposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TOYOTA MOTOR SALES, U.S.A., N C , ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

TOYOTA MOTOR SALES, U.S.A., INC. 
420 Lexington Avenue, Suite 335 
New York, New York 10170 

Our File No.:6087-95095 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

(212) 319-6898 

Attorneys for Defendant 

SO-ORDERED: 



A -  

JOHN J. PATANE, 

Plaintiff( s), 
-against- 

NISSAN NORTH AMERICA, INC., et al. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NISSAN NORTH M E R  

New York Asbestos 
Litigation (NYCAL) 

Index No.: 190161-11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMIMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 
AND ORDER 

CA, INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to the Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's Complaint against defendant, NISSAN NORTH AMERICA, INC., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, NISSAN NORTH AMERICA, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed With prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
P N y J  IC ,2011 

LAVIN, O'NEIL, RICCI, CEDRONE 

NISSAN NORTH AMERICA, INC. 
420 Lexington Avenue, Suite 335 
New York, New York 10 170 

Our File No.:6087-95095 
Attorneys for  Defendant 

New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

(2 12) 3 19-6898 

SO-ORDERED: 

F I L E D  

92011 
SEP 1 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEp \ 4 20'' 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICK TAURASO and JOSEPHINE TAURASO 
Index No. 1901 6711 I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

V "  Weii!d& Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK F I L E D  ' 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT ENGLE and LINDA L. ENGLE 
Index No. 190172/11 

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 § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

D A 8 a L  ,2011 M* 
Atto eys for Plaintiff f i r l t r /~hw, j )  
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. er 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 0 1 2011 



Plaint iff s , SECOND 
NO OPPOSITION 

against - SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
Successor by merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, 
SPlRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as successor 
to SARCO COMPANY, et al 

Defendants. 
X --_"-"l"lr"_-r-r_-_l111-------------------------"----------"-------------- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, SPIRAX 

SARCO, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 
claims against defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, INC., be and the same are hereby 

New York, New York 10003 SPIRAX SARCO, INC. 
(2 12) 558-5500 55 Church Street, Suite 21 I 

White Plains, NY 10601 
Tel: 914-385-6000 

n Fax: 914-385-6060 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against -: 

NYCAL 
Index No. 190248-1 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
AS TO MANROLAND, INC. 

A.B. DICK COMPANY, 
AMERICAN BILTRITE COMPANY, 

APOLLO DISTRIBUTING CO., 
Individually and as Successor to Amtico Floors, 

ATF-DAVIDSON COMPANY, INC., 
Individually, and as successor in interest 

THE LUDLOW TYPOGRAPH COMPANY, 
BRANDTIEN & KLUGE, INC., 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., 

successor by merger to 
CBS CORPORATION, f/Ma 
WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC CORPORATION, 
CERTAIN TEED CORPORATION, r 

- F I L E D  CLEAVER BROOKS COMPANY, INC, 
CONWED CORPOFL4TION7 
CONWED COWORATION, t 

r 

Individually and as Successor to WOOD sp' f 4 2Ol1i 
CONVERSION COMPANY, 
COURTER & COMPANY INCORPORATED, \ I 

CRANE CO., I *%3; ]K  
-w CERK'S r-J!',r,rE: 

DANA COMPANIES, LLC, DB RILEY, INC., 
DOMCO TARKETT, INC., in itself and as successor to 

Azrock, Inc. and Tarkett, Inc., 
EMPLRE-ACE INSULATION MFG. COW., 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 
GEORGIA PACIFIC CO., 
GOULDS PUMPS, INC., 
HARRIS CORPORATION, 
f/k/a HARRIS-INTERTYPE COMPANY 
HARRIS- INT ERTY PE COMPANY, 
HEIDELBERG USA, INC.? 
HEIDELBERG USA, INC., 

LINOTYPE COMPANY, 
as successor in interest to MERGENTHALER 

968489~ I 



HENRY COMPANY, 

HONEYWELL INTERNATIONAL, INC., 

LINOTYPE COMPANY, 
HONEYWELL INTERNATIONAL, WC., 
f/k/a ALLIED SIGNAL, INCJBENDIX, 

J.H. FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, 
KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY, TNC., 
KBA NORTH AMERICA INC. 

KENTILE FLOORS, INC., 
MANNINGTON CARPETS, INC., 
MANNINGTON MILLS, INC., 
MANROLAND, 
MEDIASPAN GROUP, INC., 
MIEHLE PRTNTJNG PRESS & MFG, 
MULTPRESS, PNC., 
NORMAN D LIFTON CO. INCORPORATED, 

PARAGON CORPORATE HOLDINGS TNC. 
Individually, and as Successor to A.B. DICK 

COMPANY, 
PRESSTEK, INC., Individually and as Successor to 
A.B. DICK COMPANY, 

SOLNA AMERICAS INC., 
TARKETT INC., 
THE B.F. GOODRICH COMPANY, 

(GOODRICH CORPORATION), 
THE LUDLOW COMPANY, 
THE LUDLOW TYPOGRAPH COMPANY, 
THE MONTALVO COMPANY, INC., 
THE MONTALVO CORPORA.TION, 
T U N E  U.S. INC., fMa/ AMERICAN STANDARD INC., 
U.S. RUBBER COMPANY (UNIROYAL), 
WW HENRY CO.,KENTJLE FLOORS, TNC., 

f/k/a MONSEY BAKOR, f/Ma MONSEY PRODUCTS, 

as successor in interest to MERGENTHALER 

INGERSOLL-FUND COMPANY, 

Individually, and as Successor to ALBERTS PRESS 

OWENS-ILLINOIS, INC ., 

RAPID-AMERICAN CORPORATION, 

968489~ 1 



* c, 1 ’ I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, MANROLAND, INC., s/h/a MANROLAND (hereinafter 

defendant “MANROLAND”), by its attorneys, Morrison Mahoney LLP, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled matter, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, MANROLAND, with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, MANROLAND, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Augustm, 201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attornemor Plaintiffs 

NkbYork, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

MORRISON MAHONEY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
manroland, Inc. 

By: 

-‘17 State Street, Suite 11 10 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 825-1212 

968489~  I 



NYCAL 

Plaintiffs, Index No: 190 1402/20 1 1 

V. NO OPPOSITION 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

X __________"____"1_1-_-------r--I--"---------------------------~-~-- - 
WHEREFORE, defendant Dean Pump Division hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Dean Pump Division with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Dean Pump Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: Buffalo, New York 

Bryan Belasky, Esq. 
BELLUCK & FOX LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
546 F i f i  Avenue, 4th Floor 

Attorneys for Defendant Dean Pump Division 
One HSBC Center, Suite 3400 

New York, New 

SO ORDERED, 

York 

Hon. 

10036 Buffalo, New Y o k l 4  

. n  m m w -  
* 

s p  1 4  2011 

D~#01-2497001.1 S k P  012011 


