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

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
X _-_- - - - - - - -_ I I_______________l_____rrr__-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 2 1 763 8/92 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X -----------_____________l_ll___________l- 

This Document Relates To: 

Ralph Gesualdi 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

I 
WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

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

i F I  



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

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 12076 1 /97 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X -_ l__-__- - - -_ - -" - - -__________r_______l l_ -  

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Charles Nelson Rodriguez Sr. SUMMARY 

X ----_"-"__---_____-___l__l_l____________- 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

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

A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler F I L E D  
SE ??qy?gIan- 

SO ORDERED, % 
CLERK'S OFFICE 

v. 1 NEW YORK 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

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

Index No: 1 1 1049/98 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X __ I____________________ l l_______ l__r___ l -  

This Document Relates To: 

, -  e ,.. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SEP I 92011 

4704894~. 1 
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CHRISTOPHER KAWE and BARBARA W E ,  

Plaintiff ( 9 )  , 
-against * 

Index No.: 07/10 & 29840 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GKID GENERATION LSC d/b/a NATIONAL 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3 2 1 2 ,  

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIQNAL GRID with 

pre jud ice ,  and there being opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the Same axe 

hereby disrnisead with prejudice and without costa. 



HOAGLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JEFtREY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO Box 480 
NWBRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEV 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RU 
SUTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

INDEX NO.: 121924-98 
This Document Relates to: 

JOHN LAFFERTY 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.W. CHESTERTON CO., et. al. 

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

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

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

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

lefendant, Kohler Go., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

IATED: 

n 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN V 
IUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
kttorneys for Defendant, 
Cohler Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

AttorneH for Plaintiff(s), 
John Lafferty and Barbara Lafferty 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

io ORDERED: 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

X -_______l------_____lrl_________________ 

FRED H. KAUFMANN and LOIS KAUFMANN 

Plaintiff ( 5 )  , 
-against - 

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

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

Index No.: 99/108200 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

d WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. G d f / & f / q  

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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

F I L E D  
SEP 1 92011 SO ORDERED, 

CXIUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SIMONE STEWART Individually, and, 
as Executrix for the Estate of 
STEPHEN A. STEWART, 
Plaintiff(s), 

AX.  and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTMCTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 11 1889199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

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

eys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(21 2) 227-7878 

e 
(212) 558-5500 

SEP 1 !: 2011 
SO ORDERED: 

NEW YORK 

SEP 0 1  2011 
I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA SCHAEFER, Individually 
and as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of JOHN N. SCHAEFER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 119068199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER ! . -  

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Spanarkel,%& 
McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C. 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
______________ l r__ l___________ I_________-  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120652/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ r _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  X 
This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITIQN 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
File No.: 05335.00001 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

I 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler I i f  F I L E D  

L 

SEP 1 92011 
S E P & q u  UNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
4705484v.l ..*. -.u w 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
______l________l l________f______________ X 
IN RE NEW YORK COU'NTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_____________-________I_________________ X 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY NASCA, 

plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against - 

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

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

Index No. : 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JWDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

GRID GENERATION LLC 

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

SO ORDERED, 

/- 

700 Broadway 
New York, 10003 
(212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler : ?  



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - - - - I - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant MCCORD CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a MCCORD 
CORPORATION, Individually and as successor in interest to A.E. CLEVITE, INC. and 
J.P. INDUSTRIES (herein after “MCCORD COWORATION”), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs’ complaint against MCCORD CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
MCCORD CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Our File No.: 06507.00150 

SEP 1 92011 

CO TY CLERKS OFFICE 

tkRW8b 
4705092v.l 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _______ l___ l________r_ l_____ l___________-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125871/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1,A.S. Part 30 

X _ l "__________ l -_________ l__ l______r_____-  

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Alfred Papantonio SUMMARY 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

*ab& 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335,00001 

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

F \ L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

SkPO*20jlp \ s m  

4705030v.1 



- 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Z6 1 I \  

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

4705062~. 1 

cou N TY c; LE H K;S' ~ F F I  CE 
NEW YORK 



' 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
a COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

j Index No. 104292/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

FRANCES CRIPPS, as Executrix for the Estate of 
DONALD A. CRIPPS, JR. & FRANCES CRIPPS, 
Individually, j NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiff, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
G,uk.t 23 2011 

I - 
Jo@ichmoxd, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

9% LY 
Steven Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Tnc. Frances Cripps 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARI) & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
77 Water Street, 2 1'' Floor 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

4823-2760-0906.1 



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

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104292/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

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

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

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

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, i 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler I F I L E D  

$ f  

SEP 1 92011 

4704859~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
'OUNTY OF NEW YORK 
(I 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WALTER SKY and LINDA SKY, 
Plaintiff@), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 105281/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

-- 

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

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 

SEP 0 1 2011 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - -_____-- - - -_- - -_- -_____l__l_____rr l___-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106999/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

x ___- - "_ - -_____- - - - - -__r__ l____ l r__ l_____-  

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 

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

SO ORDERED, 
I Q f \ L E  au 0 8 2011 s€? 

I\ 

4705046~. 1 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
ANTONIO MIGLIOZZI & MARIA M. MIGLIOZZI, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 107449/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 
I 

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

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

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

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMIrrH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 21 00 
New York, New York 10005 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Antonio Migliozzi & Maria M. Miglio 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

4834-9866-3690.1 



: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 A. C. & S., INC., gt 4. 

Defendants. 

Dated: New York, New York SEP 0 12811 

- .~" 

SO ORDERED: 

I 

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 casts. 

Dated: New York e York 4 
WEITZ & LUXENBE~G, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

By: 
Samuel M. Meir-, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  x 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ l _  x 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES H. MACK, JR. (dec.1, 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against - 

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

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

Index No.: 04/102903 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION zwr) ORDER 

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

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID") , sued herein as Et3YSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment i n  the 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

ey f o r  Defendant  
AL GRID GENEFLATION LLC 700 Broadway 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

ontague Street New York, NY 10003 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (23.2) 558-5500 
( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

SIP 1 92811 
SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLEWS oR?c€ ' 

NEWYQRK 
*.* 



FRANCES WEIR, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of WILLIAM 
T .  WEIR, 

Plaintiff ( a )  , 
-against - 

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

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

Index No.: 00/108553 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITYf hereby requests summary judgment: in the 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant ,NATIONAL GRID with 
, "  

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL G R I D  be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

or\ 
Hciro*i+z, E s ~ .  

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
ONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
Montague Street New York, NY 10003 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500  

I L  
SEP 1 

E 
9 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



0 0 

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - -"- -__l - l_- - -_______r_l_____l l________-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1086 1 0/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

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

This Document Relates To: 

NO QPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Richard J. Potter SUMMARY 

X ------____-----___-_l_________r________l- 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

+E*" 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 4Znd Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
File No.: 05335.00001 

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

SO ORDERED, 

CJp \ Y'1Q1' 

v. 1 



HOBGLAND, LON60 
MORAW, DUNST a 
DDUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWBRUNWCK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 MLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMON'(OFI, NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RAYMOND A. THOMPSON 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 00-108723 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

New Brunswick, NJ J.q 3 6 1 a a L I  
DATED: 

STEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Worneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

$0 ORDERED: 

Atto rn efi for Plaint iff (s) , 
Raymond A. Thompson 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

\A 
Hon. : 

F I L  

Y C L E W S  OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_ _ - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1  X 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY NASCA, 

Plaintiff ( S I  , 
-against- 

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

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

Index No(* 
22188 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

GRID ("NATIONAL GRIDN), sued here in  as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

I LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

ey f o r -  Defendant 
GENERATION LLC 
Street 

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

3 Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

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

1 ° C . .  - 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
________r___________I_f_______f_______ l_  x 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l r _ _ _ _ _ r  x 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES H .  MACK, JR. ( d e c . ) ,  

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

Index No. : 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUD(;MENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 

ntague Street New York, NY 10003 
(212)  558-5500 

SEP 1 92011 SO ORDERED, 



: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 A. C. & S., INC.,@d. 

Defendants. 

"--" _tr___-------______________ 1"1""-" -r----------*-**ll "" *It-r x 
WHEmFORE, 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 Yor 

WEITZ LQ LUXENBE~G, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company a d  Goodyear Canada Inc. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

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

Dated: New York, New York SEP 0 li?@ll 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

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

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Haitler) 

Index No.: L00354/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section § 3 2 1 2 ,  

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario 6 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claimE 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
James M. Eckert and  Joan A. M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 
Eckert Inc. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 

5 5 - 9 F 0 l 0 L  
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 

e No - 9 0  

So Ordered: 



-- 

* I  

c- 

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

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

This Document relates to: 
i Index No, 106933/01 

KEVIN M. LOCKWOOD, as Executor for the Estate of j 
JOHN A. LOCKWOOD, JR., 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., incorrectly sued as Peerless Heater 

Co,, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules 8 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Peerless 

Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yolk,- 

~ 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 
New York, New York 10005 

Mdthew Pa 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
KEVIN M. LOCKWOOD, as Executor for the 
JOHN A. LOCKWOOD, JR. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 1 2011 
48 14-2033-4600.1 

277 sa 



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

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

This Document relates to: 
j Index No. 106933/01 

KEVIN M. LOCKWOOD, as Executor for the Estate of j 
JOHN A. LOCKWOOD, JR., 

j NO OPPOSITION 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary juugment ,,I 

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Steven Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 lSt Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

John A. Lockwood, Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 1 2011 
4820-429743 14.1 



t-- 

-6- 
*+ 

HOAOLAM), LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
N W & W N W C K ,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
S U R  202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

k 
'* 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LINDA A. FLEMING, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF JAMES R. FLEMING AND LINDA 
A. FLEMING, INDIVIDUALLY 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 01-120432 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORPER 

. . .. 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New York, New York 
g\ \A I\ 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Linda A. Fleming, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of JAMES R. FLEMING and Linda A. 
Fleming, Individually 
700 Broadway 

SO ORDERED: 
f Sherrv Rein Hditler 

i F - I L E D  
r 

SEP 1 92011 
sEp 0 8 V J ~  ' COUNT LERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



536.10335/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

KENNETH H. HELLER, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

YORK 

NY CAL 
I A S  PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry K1eAn Heitler) 

Index No. : 

(June 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

pre judice ,  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 dismissed with prejudice and without cos ts .  

DATED : V \ L + ~  

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

GARRITY ,' GRAHAM, MURPHY , GAROFALO 
& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

so ORDERED , 

P . O .  Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Stephen D. Hall and Joan C. Hall 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant RSCC WIRE & CABLE LLC, fMa ROCKBESTOS- 

SURPRENANT CABLE COW, s/h/a ROCKBESTOS, INC. (hereinafter RSCC WIRE & 

CABLE LLC) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant RSCC 

WIRE & CABLE LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant RSCC WIRE & CABLE LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7'h Floor 
New York, New York 10003 RS 

150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
File No.: 07696.00001 

SO ORDERED, E F l L  
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 1 

SEP 1 $2011 1 

4640873. I 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X 

AS BE S TO S LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 122306/01 

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

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

Dated: New 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG *+ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

4637569.1 



536.10513/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Honorable Sherry K1 
This document relates to: 

in Heitl 

MILLARD D. SHERLOCK, Deceased, : Index No.: 122391/01 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

: (June 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

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

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

East Hanovq, New Jersey 

GARRITY, GRaHAM, MURPHY , GAROFA.LO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

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

SO ORDERED, 



536.10167/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Honorable Sherry 
This document relates to: 

Clein H itler) 

NICHOLAS J. BALESTRA, Deceased, : Index No.: 1 2 2 7 0 4 / 0 1  

Plaintiff, 

VS . 

: (June 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

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

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant , United Conveyor Corporat+ion, be and I+he 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: g \ a %  \ \ \  
East Hano 

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

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



5 3 6 . 1 0 4 3 8 / A J M  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

: (Honorable Sh 
This document relates to: 

THOMAS PASCOE, Deceased, : Index No.: 

rry Klein Heitler) 

1 2 2 7 9 2 / 0 1  

Plaintiff, : (June 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group)' 

VS * 

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

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG URPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys f o r  
700 Broadway 
New York, New 

SO ORDERED, 

Plaintiff 

York 10003 

& FLINN 
Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
United Conveyor Ccrporation 

-Rock Avenue, Suite 
4 3 8  

ast Hanove 

- 
Honorable Shehy Klein Heitler 1 92011 

3 5 0  

936 

K'S OFF ICE 



a I 

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

Index No: 12279310 1 

Richard R. Biek 

1 - 1  

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

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

Dated: New ork, New York * 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

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

SO ORDERED, 

4637548.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ " c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

John A. Camboni 

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

IndexNo: 123131/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New ork ew York gr2L.l r\ I 

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

SO ORDERED, 

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

4637562.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l c _ - - - - - c - - - - - l r - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - -  X 

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

Index No: 123226/0 1 

Harold Birge 

c -  .. c 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- x  
WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

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

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

Dated: New Y rk, New York -++J- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG \\ 
Attorneys far Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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

4637551.1 



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

IN M NEW YORK CITY 
X - - - _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ I " _ _ _ _ I c _ _ _ _ I c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I c _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Adolf W. Brandt 

r "  - * - -  e - - - I -  - 

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

I Index No: 123699/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER I 

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

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

Dated: New Y rk, New York 4w- 
0 

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

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, '4 

SEyghkbEQ 

4637552.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X __________ l r__ l__ -__ l___ l_____r_________-  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

William J. Smith 

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

Index No: 124 120/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New ork, ew York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWTTZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

F I L E  D 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4637628.1 



j36.09729/AJM 
;UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Honorable SAlerry Klein 
rhis document relates to: 

litleu) 

VILLIAM J. SMITH, Deceased, : Index No.: 124120/01 

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

: NO OPPOSITION 
vs . 

JNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
st al., AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, her&y 

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED : 

GARRITY, G WEITZ & LUXENBERG _ _  
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLIm 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
F?rW Y 0 3 K  



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - r - - - - - - - - - - - r r - - - - - - - - - - - - - 4 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

John V. Bruno 

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

Index No: 100054/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

i 

Dated: New ork, New York * 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
I50 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4637556.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ e c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Henry C. Calabro 

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

Index No: 100583/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

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

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

Dated: New ork, New York * 
'y 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 0533S.00001 

4637559.1 



5 3 6 . 1 0 7 3 3 / A J M  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

JAMES C. KLEIN, Deceased, : Index No.: 100821/02 

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

: NO OPPOSITION 
vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
et al. , : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Averrue, Suite 350 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



536.10665/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Honorable Sh 
This document relates to: 

VINCENT J. DADO, Deceased, 
: Index No.: 

rry Klein Heitler) 

1 0 0 8 7 3 / 0 2  

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

VS . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
et al. , : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

LJRPHY , GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72  Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 

SO ORDERED, 

NEW YOKK 



536.10894/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Honorable Sherr] 
This document relates to: 

Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 101245/02 
KENNETH F .  BAILEY , Deceased, 

(June 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Plaintiff, : Group) 

VS. 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
et al. , : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEFtEFORE:, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are  hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED : 
East Hanover, New Jersey 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

SEp \ W" 
omcE 

~ O u N f l  I'vj yonK 
Nb 



Kenneth F. Bailey 

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

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

I without costs. 

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

I 

Index No: 10 124902 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMmARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I \EITZ +% LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
VLSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

. A  Our File No. 05335.00001 

SEP 1 3 2011 

COUN7'Y CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

4637536.1 



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

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

~ \--- I ,  

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 1 m / 0 2  

BENJAMIN GOLD, EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JOHN A. SCULL AND CAROL 
SCULL, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

j 

i NO OPPOSITION 
-against- / SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
A. C .  & S., INC., et d., 

Defendants. i 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: * ~ ~ ~ ~ , ~ , Y o r k  201 1 

t-d*%M 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of John A. Scull 

700 Broadway 
WElm & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

ew York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, a 

r 

{NO0421 73-1 ) 



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

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

THlS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
PATRICIA A, GILETTE and RONALD GILETTE, as Co- 
Personal Representatives for the Estate of JOHN M. 
ROSH, 

i IndexNo.: 102168/02 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. J 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

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

&-t. U A  
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Peerless Industries, Tnc. PATRICIA A. GILETTE and RONALD 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP GTLETTE, as Co-Personal Representatives for the 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 Estate of JOHN M. ROSH 
New York, New York 10005 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
(2 12) 232- 1300 700 Broadway, 6' Floor 

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

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
SO ORDERED, 

4828-7829-9914 1 



536.11082/AJM 
;UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

r h i s  document relates to: 

JOHN M. ROSH, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

VS . 

JNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
tt al. , 

YORK 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

1ndex:No. : 102168/02 

(June 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED : t! \- [ \ \  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 d Conveyor Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 



6.11070/AJM 
PREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
UNTY OF NEW YORK 

I RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

lis document relates to: 

AMES J. PRINGLE, Deceased, 

plaintiff, 

v s  . 

al., 

Defendants. 

NY CAL 
IAS PART 3 0  
(Honorable Sh 

Index No. : 

r r y  Klein Heitler) 

1 0 2 5 0 9 / 0 2  

(June 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
S~MMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 



536.10919/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
2OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Honorable Sh 
This document relates to: 

JAMES J. CARR, Deceased, 
: Index No.: 

rry Klein Heitler) 

1 0 2 9 4 6 / 0 2  

(June 2011 Monthly FIFO 
Plaintiff, : Group) 

VS . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
et al. , : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

Trial 

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 Lhereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 8fL2t ' 1  
East Hanover, New Jersey 

& FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 35C 
P.O. Box 438 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 
This Document Relates To: 

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

Howard J. Barry 

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

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

Dated: New York ew York gl &Yl\ 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  

4637543.1 



536.11413/AJM 
3UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I N  RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

r h i s  document relates to: 

30SCOE E. ROWELL, JR. , 
Ieceased, 

Plaintiff, 

VS . 

JNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
zt al. , 

YORK 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 10 3 '7 5 1 / 0 2 

(June 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

I, f 

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. \T 
%," 3 WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY , GRPJHAM, MURPHY , GAROFALC 

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

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

0 7 9 3 6  

SO ORDERED, 



536.11546/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

JOSEPH M. KETELS, Deceased, 

vs * 

Plaintiff, 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

YORK 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitl 

Index No. : 104166/02 

(June 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG RPHY , GAROFALO 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintif & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 Unitecl Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 3513 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

F I L E  
SEP 1 9 2011 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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

4637579.1 



536.11747/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Honorable Sherq 
This document relates to: 

Klein Heitlcr) 

: Index No.: 1 0 5 1 7 5 / 0 2  

: (June 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
F M C I S  E. COSGROVE, Deceased, : 

Plaintiff, : Group) 

vs . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
et al. , : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

sb 07936  

SO ORDERED, + -_  . 
-4 .* .;4 



536,18586/AJM 
XJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
rhis document relates to: 

rJILLIAM D. PULVEMACHER, 1 0 0 7 8 0 / 0 3  
: Index No.: 

: (June 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

JNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATIONl : NO OPPOSITION 
3t 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, w i t h  

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed w i t h  prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: f [ L * [  I \  

RPHY , GAROFALC 
Attorneys for 
700 B r o a d w a y  
New York, N e w  

SO ORDERED, 

& FLLNN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 

Plaintiff 

York 10003 
5 0  

6 



536 * 12047/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Honorable Sherr; Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

JAMES W. McDONALD, Deceased, 
: Index No.: 105389/02 

: (June.2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Plaintiff, : Group) 

vs . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUD-NT MOTION 
et al., : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, wiih 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED : 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _----l--____----l_____lr_____l__________- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105590/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X - " - - - - - - _ r - - l " - - - _ _ _ _ I r _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: 

. -  I .. - x  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

I 
I 

I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. *& 
Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 

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

SO ORDERED, 

Y 

t 

4705530v.1 

SEP 1 S'1991 



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

_ _  
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
.. 

CHESTER CZERMINSKI, as Executor for the Estate of Index No. 105592/02 
LILLIAN S. CZERMINSKI and CHESTER 
CZERMINSKI, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., etal., 
including WESTERN AUTO SUPPLY COMP, 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOE, defendant Western Auto Supply Company (“Western Auto”) hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Western Auto with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Western Auto be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
July 12,201 1 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Western Auto Supply Company 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Chester Czerminski, et al. 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 
New York, New York 1 

SO ORDERED Dated: 

.r @ 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

_ _  
NYCAL 

~ _ _  
CHESTER CZERMINSKI, as Executor for the Estate of 
LILLIAN S. CZERMINSKI and CHESTER 
CZERMINSKI, Individually, 

Index No. 105592/02 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.C. and S., JNC., et al., 
including ADVANCE AUTO PARTS, INC., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Advance Auto Parts, Inc. (“Advance Auto”) hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Advance Auto with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Advance Auto be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
July 12,20 1 1 

Michael J. Scotto, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

Chester Czerminski, et al. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDE 



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

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

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

Index No: 105592/02 

Lillian S. Czerminski 

- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 

Julie Evans, Esq, 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yark 10003 

New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 

F I  D \ i 
SO ORDERED, 

P 

v. I NEW YORK 



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

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No: 105623/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X -_ - - - -_____"___" - - - -__ l l___ l_______r__ l_ -  

This Document Relates To: 

- - I - - - -  - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

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.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

I 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

4 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler F I L E D  
SO ORDEmD, 

? 

SEP 1 92011 

4705475v.1 
OUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

SEI' Q 8 201fj NEW YURK 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER I 

X - - - - - * - - - - - 1 - - - 1 1  

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yark 

Q ( , z .  1 ' 1  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. wj 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest ta Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York IO0 17 
2 12-490-3000 
Our File No, 07536.00001 

SO ORDERED, F I L  
SEP 1 9 2831 

470s I42v. I 



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

IN RE NEW Y O U  CITY 
_ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ l _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ -  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10571 1/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

"__- -"r_____- - l__________________l l____l -  X 

This Document Relates To: 

Robert E. Kerns 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 

' File No.: 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

f F I L E D  

4705478v.1 



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

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

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

Index No: 1057 12/02 

Carl P. Mangona 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Y 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 
7 
t 
7 

6 

SO ORDEmD, 

4705486v.1 
COUh i -Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
JOHN B, MCDONALD & RUTH E. MCDONALD, 

i Index No.: 105789/02 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
1 MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

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

- 
Steven T. Corbin: Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS Brus~ors BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

John B. McDonald & Ruth E. McDonald 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway, 6* Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 

OFF \C>L 
r \  L\#;" @q& U@V* 

SO ORDERED, 

481 1-8602-9322 I SEP 0 1,2011 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
- _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ -  X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 

~ 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105873/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

" l " _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ c _ -  X 

This Document Relates To: 

I 4705085~. 1 

David G. Monterosso 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant MCCORI) CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a MCCORD 
CORPORATION, Individually and as successor in interest to A.E. CLEVITE, INC. and 
J.P. INDUSTRIES (herein after "MCCORD CORPORATION"), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against MCCORD CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
MCCORD CORPORATION, be and the same are he 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

New York, New York 10017 

Our File No.: 06507.0061 1 
2 12-490-3000 

F I L E D  
SEP 1 92011 

' COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SEp 0 82011 

I SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X _ - - - _ _ _ _ 3 - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 " 1 - - - - - _ - _ - - - - - - - _ _ - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, I.) 

Index No: 105873/02 

F I L E D '  NO OPPOSITION 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

__---____lr_"_________l________ll_______- * 
This Document Relates To: 

David G. Monterosso SEP '1 92011 SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE MOTION AND 
NEW YORK ORDER 

successor to Felt Products Manufacturing Company, hereby requests summary judgment in 
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants, Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust as successor to Felt Products 
Manufacturing Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

h 

- ( / ,  
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, W MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Injury Trust as successor to Felt 
Products Manufacturing Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 

File No. 11 120.00079 
~ New York, New York 10017 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 8 2011 
470516% 1 



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

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

--E;-- 
%&#' 

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

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

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _- l - - -____- - - - - - -_" r - - " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -~  

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

Index No: 105876/02 

. "  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I 
x 

I WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A. W. CHESTERTON 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.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 

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

SO ORDERED, ~ 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler el 

4704846~. 1 

I 



Larry Schneider 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

S l & 4 \ \  

\-I- Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C, 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R, Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., ms successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42”d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
2 12-490-3000 
Our File No. 07536.10109 

,* 

F I L E D  

@@TY CLERKS OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 1 92011 

NEW YORK 470s 149v. 1 



WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

r 

4705074v.1 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
File No.: 05335.00001 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105990/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X rr__--"---____r___--ll______l___l______l- 

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Donald Haskins SUMMARY 

X _ _ _ _ - - - - - l " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ L _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ l _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests I '  



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

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106266/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

__r___ l_____-_ -_ l_ l__ l_________r________-  X 

This Document Relates To: 

Irving Spitz 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: / I  

-K-+? Frank Ortiz;' Esq. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
\a*. ># 

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

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  i , \  
SEP 1 92011 

4705099v.l 

[SEP 0 8 CO CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

rN RE NEW YORK CITY 
- " _ _ _ l l _ _ _ - - - c _ _ _ - - _ c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1065 10102 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X l _ - r - -_ - - -_ - l__ -__r"_____ I______c_______-  

This Document Relates To: 

Edward Samson SUMMARY 

_ _ - - - - - - " - I - _ - - - c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ c _ _ _ _ _ _ c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ L -  X 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
- .  

Q&E$d 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

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

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our Fil? No. 07536.101 11 
2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, d i. F I L E  
1 '  

SEP 1 92011 i' 
# 

~~~-~~~ FFI C E 

4705148v. I 



Edward Samson 

- - I - - - - - - - - -  , -  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

~ X - - - - - - . . . , - r - - - l " -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs, 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
File No.: 05335.00001 

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

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 192011 

4705072v.l 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_l_r-___l_______eee_lr_____l________lr__- X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106574/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _"___eee__eel_______l_________l______ll_- 

This Document Relates To: 

, -  e 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

i WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A. W. CHESTERTON 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.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

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

F I L E D  1 

4704870~. I NEW YOAK 



John K. Huber 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER I 

~ WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

I 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY I 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

+ab& 

i 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

I 

4704919~. 1 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM A. KAULBACK AND PATTI 
KAULBACK, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

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

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

Index N(S+ 
591/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: ~ e ~ ~ ~ , ~  York 
,2011 

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

William A. Kaulback and Patti Kaulback 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(N0090166-1) 



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

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

1 IndexN- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM A. KAULBACK AND PATTI 
KAULBACK, 

110591/02 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
William A. Kaulback and Patti Kaulback 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 8 

{NOOW 166-1 ) 



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

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

j Index No.: 106914/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELIZABETH MEIROSE, INDIVIDUALLY AND ! 
AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
GEORGE MEIROSE, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of George Meirose 
WEI'IZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

i 
' 1  

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 1 9 2011 . 
454-5606 SEp 0 8 201y 

(N0090166-1) COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ - I _ c _ - _ I _ I - _ - - c - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1069 14/02 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ - _ - _ _ - _ _ 3 1 - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ c _ _ _ 1 _ -  X 

This Document Relates To: 

George E. Meirose SUMMARY 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ * - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ c _ _ _ _ l _ _ -  X 

WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests surnmaryjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 

r File No. 07536.00332 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, f l  Hon. Sherry K. Heitler I 

NEW YOtIK 
470554Jv.l 

I 



I 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELIZABETH MEIROSE, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
GEORGE MEIROSE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Index No. : 1 069 14/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New 

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

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO0421 73-1 } 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: /- 

Index No/g6963/& 
ALBERT C. DESHAIES, 1 11 993/02 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- : NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: *:;: 

Attorney for D e w m t  
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO090 166- I } 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Albert C. Deshaies 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

York, New York 10003 

'r s€? 
SEP 0 8 2011 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD J. DEON AND LINDA M. DEON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index NpLf'G$ 111 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ronald J. Deon and Linda M, Deon 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

h Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

g \ L E D  Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

324-6 N 

sEp \ s2Qt1 
OF W E  SEP 0 8 2011 G ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ E , , , , \ ~ o ~ ~  CL€@ {NO0901 66- 1 } 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT C, DESHAIES, 

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

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants, j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

I the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Albert C. Deshaies 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

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

(212) 558-5500 

.(NO0901 66-1 } 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK J. NAJUCH, 

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

j Index No.: 106964/02 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., etal., 

Defendants. i 

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. 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating COT. 
MCEIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 n 

(NO0421 73-1 } 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Frank J, Najuch 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



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

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

i Index No.: 106964/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK J. NAJUCH, 
Plaintiffs, 

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

Defendants. 1 

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 

L " /  

Kerry- Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
M C G M Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 A 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Frank J. Najuch 
WElTZ & LUXENBEKG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ N0090166-I ] 



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

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

i I n d e x N o & r e  
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN M. BISHOP, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR j 
THE ESTATE OF GEORGE HENRY BISHOP, j 
AND JOAN BISHOP, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE? defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of George Henry Bishop 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 /3 / (212)558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

New York, New York 10003 

Hon, Sherry 'kldin 1 

(NO0421 73-1 } 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN M. BISHOP, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR j 
THE ESTATE OF GEORGE HENRY BISHOP, i 
AND JOAN BISHOP, INDIVIDUALLY, 

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

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

K v -  sq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of George Henry Bishop 

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

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 500 

SO ORDERED, 

New York, New York 10003 

{N0090166-1} 

SEP 0 8 20111 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROLYN SPATH, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JAMES H. SPATH, AND 
CAROLYN SPATH, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et a/,,  
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 moss claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

n w  
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. ' % 

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

SO ORDERED, 

Esttae of James H. Spath 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SEP 0 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
/ Index No.: 107000/02 

CAROLYN SPATH, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE i 
ESTATE OF JAMES H. SPATH, AND 
CAROLYN SPATH, INDIVIDUALLY, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., etal., 
Defendants. j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of James H. Spath 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 500 

SO ORDERED, 

New York, New York 10003 

1122-10224 

{ N0090166-1} 



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 N o ,  107001/ 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JEANNETTE L. GRANT, AS EXECUTRIX FOR i 
THE ESTATE OF LELAND W. GRANT, AND j 
JEANETTE L. GRANT, INDIVIDUALLY, 

P 946/02 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER -against - 

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

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: N e w D h ,  York 
A mi I 

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

Estate of Leland W. Grant 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, r u -  
454-6005M 

{N0090166-1) 



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

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

1 I n d e x y < $  

i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JEANNETTE L. GRANT, AS EXECUTRIX FOR ; 6/02 
THE ESTATE OF LELAND W. GRANT, AND 
JEANETTE L. GRANT, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 
i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Leland W. Grant 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Safeguard Industrial Fquipment Co. 

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

New York, New York 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, - 

IN0090 166-1 } 

York 10003 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

EDWARD O'DONNELL, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
EDWARD H. O'DONNELL, 

Plaintiffs, 
i 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 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. 

I I 
c.xLuQ% 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Edward H. ODDonnell 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, F\LEQ 
\ 9 n \ \  

2383-3&b 

{NO042 173-1 } 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD O'DONNELL, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
EDWARD H. O'DONNELL, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i 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' i 

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New 

K e r & m d W  ox, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Edward H. ODonnell 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Edward H. O'Donnell 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

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

York 10003 

1122-8786 

New York. New York 10004 New York. Nkw 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

$PEP 0 8 2011 
(NO0901 66-1 } 

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

1 I n d e x N y l  
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD O'DONNELL, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
EDWARD H. O'DONNELL, 

Plaintiffs, 
\ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT H. LA GOE AND MARY LOU LA 
GOE, 

Plaintiffs, 

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

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
qd c; ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

bL!LJ 
Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

i 

(N0042173-1) 
SEP 1 92011 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT H. LA GOE AND MARY LOU LA 
GOE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Robert H. La Goe and Mary Lou La Goe 

700 Broadway 
MCGIWEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 NW York N ~ W  
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

{ NO090 166- I 1 

York 10003 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM F. LAW AND PATRICIA Y. LAW, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No,@ 
1 17996102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

William F. Law and Patricia Y. Law 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO090 166-1 } 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT H. LA GOE AND MARY LOU LA 
GOE, 

Plaintiffs, 

1 17995/02 

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

Defendants, 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 ew York 
,201 1 

I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert H. La Goe and Mary Lou La Goe 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 8 2011 (N0090166-1} 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NORRlS R. ELLINWOOD AND DOROTHY 
ELLINWOOD, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 
11 5355102 

NO OPPOSITION 0 

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 

I 

I 
i 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Norris R. Ellinwood and Dorothy Ellinwood 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D .  454-6014P 

SEP 1 9201' 
(N0090166-1) yly CLERKS o F F ~ E  

sEp O 8 ZZAy NEW YORK 



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: 

NORRIS R. ELLINWOOD AND DOROTHY 
ELLINWOOD, 

Plaintiffs, 

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

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco lnc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

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

SO ORDERED, 
I F I L E D  
‘8 257 1 -0683P 

SEP 1 92011 
(NO0421 73-1 1 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFlCE 
NEW YORK 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HARVEY KESSLER AND CAROL KESSLER, 

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, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Harvey Kessler and Carol Kessler 
WEITZ & LUXENRERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0042173-1} 



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

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

j IndexNo.: 0 07007/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HARVEY KESSLER AND CAROL KESSLER, 1 15342/02 

-against- 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
1 

I r i  I 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

{NO0901 66-1 ] 

SEP 0 8 2011 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: /-----7 i IndexNo.: WGJLOd 
NORRIS R. ELLINWOOD AND DOROTHY 
ELLINWOOD, 

Plaintiffs, 

1 15355/02 

-against- : NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., j MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defmdant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Norris R. Ellinwood and Dorothy Ellinwood 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO090 166-1 } 



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

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

i 1 n d e x N o . e  
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM BURRELL, JR. AND MARILYN 
BURRELL, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., NC., etal., 

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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
William Burrell, Jr. and Marilyn Burrell 
WEII’Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 8 2011 (N0090166-I) 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT E F E R S  TO: 

WILLIAM BURRELL, JR. AND MARILYN 
BURRELL, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., NC., et al., 
Defendant so 

Index No.: 107101/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
William Burrell, Jr. and Marilyn Burrell 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0042173-1} 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RANDALL A. KACER AND JOYCE C. KACER, 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Randall A. Kacer and Joyce C. Kacer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SEPO 820111 

{NOOW 166- 1 } 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: - 
PATRICIA GEARY, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF RICHARD K. GEARY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 
New York, New York 

Estate of Richard K. Geary 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0090166-1} 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JEANNE DEGAETANO, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
MATTHEW J. DEGAETANO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No.: 107183/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New r N w York 9!b/ ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Matthew J. Degaetano 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 t 

\ ,ED .Ii\ 
SO ORDERED, 

SEp ! 92\‘‘ 

cour”TyNE\q VOR’IC 

324-6986 

{N0090166-1} &fie 
&nK SEP 0 8 2011 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILTON EARL CHERRY, 

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

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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. 

,201 1 

Wttorney for yfendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Milton Earl Cherry 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 

{ N0042173-1) SEP 0 8  



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

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

i Index N .. 107222/02 
Ql821.4106 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN MARIE DI FABIO, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
EMILIO J. DI FABIO, JR., 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Emilio J. Di Fabio, Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

p \ @  SO ORDERED, 

4544-p \ 9 2uI\ 

G@'S O 
,rOPfi 

{NO090 166-1 } SEP 0 8 2011' 
G o ~ ~ f l ~ @ N  



I 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN MARIE DI FABIO, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
EMILIO J. DI FABIO, JR., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 

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

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

1 13640/02, 1 1 82 14/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Emilio J. Di Fabio, Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

n New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004 
(2 12j558-5500 



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: 

JOAN MARIE DI FABIO, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
EMILIO J. DI FABIO, JR., 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Emilio J. Di Fabio, Jr, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NOW166-1} 



- 

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

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

1 Index No.@ 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CLAUDA M. SEAY, AS ADMINISTRATRIX j 4/02 
FOR THE ESTATE OF EZELLE SEAY AND j 
CLAUDIA M. SEAY, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER I 
A, C. & S., INC., etal., 

Defendants. j I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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 4 Y =  
I 

Carol M. Ternp<sta=q. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Cop. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Ezelle S a y  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

LeQ ‘ , glnjl 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2303-255 5% A &O f& 

GLt@’ 
{N0042173-1} GOUfl NE. 



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: 

B. MARIE SMITH, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF CLARENCE D. SMITH, 

Index NO+? 
42/02 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New 

' I  

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Clarence D. Smith 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

IN00421 73-1 ) 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALTON A. HAKES, 1 14072/02 

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

i IndexNo @ 
Plaintiffs, 

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

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 1 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and wi out costs. 
P I  

Dated: New o N w York q,h/ ,2011 

Matthe; D. Sa ar, Esq. 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 - 
Attorney for D it endant 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs %, 

Alton A. Hakes 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 . ,  

\ 
{NO0901 66-1 } 

a 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANICE WEISENFELD, AS EXECUTRIX FOR ! 
THE ESTATE OF STANLEY WEISENFELD, 
AND JANICE WEISENFELD, INDIVIDUALLY, i 

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

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y$r)tt N ~ / N  York 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGlVNEY & KLLJGER, P.C. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Stanley Weisenfeld 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

(N0042173-1) 

NEW YORK 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN M. FAGAN, AS THE EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF JOHN J. FAGAN AND JOAN 

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

M. FAGAN, INDIVIDUALLY, 
Plaintiffs, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New w York 
,201 1 

LI - I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of John J. Fagan 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 1000 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: - 
/ I n d e x N o F m  

JOHN C. HUGHES AND CLARE HUGHES, 

Plaintiffs, 

1 14 164/02 

-against- ; NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. I 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
John C. Hughes and Clare Hughes 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

c 
w York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 0 

SO ORDERED, 

bi 454. *. 

{N0090166-1} 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j L A 3  Part 30 
j (Heitler, 3.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: n 
ROBERT F. DANIELS AND BARBARA 
DANIELS, 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert F. Daniels and Barbara Daniels 
WEI'IZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, v' 
(N0090166-1) 



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

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

i IndexNo. 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT F. DANIELS AND BARBARA 
DANIELS, 

Plaintiffs, 

“against- [ NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert F. Daniels and Barbara Daniels 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 500 

SO ORDERED, 

\LEQ Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
-4 324-6721K sEp \ m t ‘  \ 

s O F f e  
y CLERK 

SEP 0 8 2011 
C.OL\N’ rJl:M yop’rc 

{N0090166-1} 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN C. HUGHES AND CLARE HUGHES, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
John C. Hughes and Clare Hughes 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0090166-1} 

Hon. Sherry acid Heitler 



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: 

MICHAEL DEAN, AS PROPOSED EXECUTOR i 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROSE DEAN, 

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

i Index No . 107761/0 i’ 
Plaintiffs, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

i MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

F \ L Z Q  SO ORDERED, 

324-6934 

{ NO090 1 66- 1 } 

SEP O 8 2011 



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: 

MICHAEL DEAN, AS PROPOSED EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROSE DEAN, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

; MOTION AND OlRDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Th fw,  :;E 

- 
Matthew 'b, 

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

, %.%++3+ 
Attorney for Plaintiffs %'y, s)? 
Estate of Rose Dean 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DEAN P. KOPCHO, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF WILLIAM M. KOPCHO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 108 105/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
I 

! 1. 

Attorney for Dekgydant - 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 21 509-3456 f l h  1 (212)558-5500 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of William M. Kopcho 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



536.10335/AJM 
SUPREME COURT O F  THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
-. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NY CAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I A S  PART 30 

(Honorable Sherr: 
This document relates to: 

KENNETH H. HELLER, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 

: (June 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
Defendants. : AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the  

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED : qlt- 

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

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
E a s t  Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ “ _ _ - - - - - 1 - - - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108 196/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _“_ l_- - - - - - - - - -__________________I I_____-  

This Document Relates To: 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42”d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
File No.: 05335.00001 

d r F I L E D  
i 

SEP 1 92011 

SO ORDERED, 

4704853v.l 



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: 

EILEEN 0. HOULIHAN, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF ROBERT 
E. HOULIHAN, SR., 

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

i Index No.: 108356/02 

i 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Matthiw qs$mpar Esq. 
Attorney for efendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Robert E. Houlihan, Sr. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York. New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 - .  

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 108356/02 

EILEEN 0. HOULIHAN, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF ROBERT 
E. HOULIHAN, SR., 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

, 201 1 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Robert E. Houlihan, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0090166-1) 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

/ IndexNo.: 125 
ARLENE LANG AS THE PROPOSED 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
WILIAh4 J. SWANSON AND GRACE L. SWANSON, j 
INDIVIDUALLY AND ARLENE LANG AS THE i 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF GRACE L, / NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT SWANSON, 

i MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Grace L. Swanson 
W m z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO042 173-1 } 

SEP Q 8 2011, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
-___l r__- -__ l"_- -_____l_____l_________r_-  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108750/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _- -____"__r___l l -_ - -_________r___l l_____-  

This Document Relates To: 

Joseph Laviero 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORF,, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

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.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

F Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4704977v.1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 108868/02 

PHYLLIS DOLBERG, AS ADMINISTRATRIX ! 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROBERT MERRY, AND 1 
PHYLLIS DOLBERG, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ALMA MERRY, j NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

-against- 

A. C. & S. ,  DE., et al., 
Defendants. ; 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 1000 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Robert Merry 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO042 173-1 } 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 108868/02 

PHYLLIS DOLBERG, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROBERT MERRY, AND j 
PHYLLIS DOLBERG, AS ADMINISTRATRIX i 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ALMA MERRY, j NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, ! MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

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

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

I 



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

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108870/02 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

__--_"l_--___l----_______________l______- X 
This Document Relates To: 

Donald F. Hogan SUMMARY 

_- -___ l - -___ l - - -__________c_____ I_____ l l -  X 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire 8z Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-.. 

9 \ 1 9  [ \ \  

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

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536.1 5550 

Attorney far Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

2 12-490-3000 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler F I L E D  
SEP 1 92033 ! 

I' SEPO#& COUN K'S OF FlCE 
NEW YORK 

I .  SO ORDERED, 

4705537v.1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD F. HOGAN AND MILDRED HOGAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 108870/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Donald F. Hogan 

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

York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

ib 

SO ORDERED, 

SEp z 92Q'\ 454-6584 

.a 
, I  

{NO0901 66-1 } 



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

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

j Index No.: 108872/02 
/ 
i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DORIS FENNELL KOPERA, AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ALFRED J. KOPERA, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

Estate of Alfred J. Kopera 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0090166-I} 

SEP 0 8 2011. 



Alfred J.  Kopera 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable 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 against 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4705542v.l 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

Our File No. 07536.1 5665 
2 12-490-3000 



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

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

[ Index No.: 108872/02 
i 
j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DORIS FENNELL KOPERA, AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ALFRED J. KOPERA, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., etal., 
Defendants. 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Alfred J. Kopera 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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



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

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No,: 108877/02 

DONALD MCEVOY AND MARILYN 
MCEVOY, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO0421 73-1 } 

Donald McEvoy and Marilyn McEvoy 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD MCEVOY AND MARILYN 
MCEVOY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Index No.: 108877/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

\<h<, 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Donald McEvoy and Marilyn McEvoy 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

a h  1 (212)558-5500 (212) 509-3456 
, I  

SO ORDERED, I 

Hon. Sheny Klein’Heitler 

(NO0901 66-1 } 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BEVERLY J. LOEB, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE 
ESTATE OF SIDNEY S. LOEB, 

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

j Index No.: 109064/02 

Plaintiffs , j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Sidney S. Loeb 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 , New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

F\LED - 
SO ORDERED, 

SEp \ $20" 454 280 

OF (N0090166-1) 
-'y @4'!<5 

COiJH ' v$y yow SEP 0 8 2011 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 109064/02 

BEVERLY J. LOEB, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS i 
PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE 
ESTATE OF SIDNEY S. LOEB, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests ~ 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Safeguard IndustriaEquipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Estate of Sidney S. Loeb 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, -.. 
{NO090 166-1 } 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

F\LED 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry g p  1 SIQ'' Klein Heitler 

(-)@E 
@ S  324-6926 

{NO090 166-1 } SEP 0 8 20111  go^^^$^ V O ~ '  



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 109338102 

ELIZABETH CIRILLO, AS ADMINISTRATRIX ! 
FOR THE ESTATE OF DAVID R. CIRILLO, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of David R. Cirillo 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25623 

{NO042 173-l } 



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

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

j Index No.: 109338/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELIZABETH CIRILLO, AS ADMINISTRATRIX ! 
FOR THE ESTATE OF DAVID R. CIRILLO, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., NC*, et al., 
Defendants. 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of David R, Cirillo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Patterson Pump co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

I 
SO ORDERED, 

{N0090166-1} 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
WILLIAM M. ALMOND & GLORIA ALMOND, 

i Index No.: 109434/02 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
g( \ s  ,2011 

e-r, loe 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BIUSBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway, 6'Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, v \LED 
o & ~  f gtQ1' 

COUffiEM GL yon* 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

t\$3 

4847-5964-1866.1 SEP 0 1 2011 



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

lN RE NEW YORK CITY 
___l_________"_______l____lr r_________l_-  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 109434/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

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

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- x  

I 
I WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON 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.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
File No.: 05335.00001 

F I L E D  
SO ORDEED, 

1 
SEP 1 92011 

4704704~. I 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
DONALD PERRY & ANN MARIE PERRY, 

Plaintiffs, 
i Index No.: 109574/02 

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

Defendants. 

WHEIIEFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
& (  \ t0 ,2011 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

Matt MacTntyre, Esq, 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
DONALD PERRY & ANN MARIE PERRY 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway, 6fh Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

4828-4684-2634.1 



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

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION : (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

j Index No.: 109641/02 
JANE DARMSTEDTER, INDIVIDUALLY AND ! 
AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF i 
LEONARD DARMSTEDTER, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER -against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with I I 

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co, 

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

MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

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

F \ @  SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 8 2011 3244@ \ 9IQ" 
#E 

&W" O 
@fl?&.. ,r@ 

{N0090166-1} 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 10964 1 /02 

JANE DARMSTEDTER, INDIVIDUALLY AND ! 
AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF j 
LEONARD DARMSTEDTER, 

: I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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: N e w ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ e w  York 
,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Leonard Darmstedter 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KLUCEK, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

New York, New York 10003 

(N0090166-I } 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 109641/02 

JANE DARMSTEDTER, INDIVIDUALLY AND i 
AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF j 
LEONARD DARMSTEDTER, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- \ MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New ~~~ York 
,201 1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson pump co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLSJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate df Leonard Darmstedter 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

i 
(212) 509-3456 -1.. 

SO ORDERE 

454-6390 ?y 
L 

(N0090166-1} 



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

I 1,A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION : (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANE C. HOURIHAN, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF MAURICE 
J. HOURHIHAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Index No.: 109642/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Maurice J. Hourhihan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 
(212) 509-3456 

York. New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, - 

(NOW01 66-1 } 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 109642/02 

JANE C. HOURIHAN, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF MAURICE j 
J. HOURHIHAN, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New r N w York q/(?qLOll 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Maurice J. Hourhihan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, F \ L E D  
324-p 1 2011 

GOUNfl NEW yoRK 

SEP 0 8 2011 RKs OFWE {NO090 166-1 } 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 109642/02 

JANE C. HOURIHAN, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF MAURICE j 
J. HOURHIHAN, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

I 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Maurice J. Hourhihan 
WEUZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

454-6443 SEP 1 SEP 0 8 20Mi 
{N0090166-1} 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Donald Carrier0 

F I L E D  7 

SEP 1 92011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

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

Index No: 109689/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 

"'-Our File No. 07536.16650 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. EIeitler 

4705134v.l 



WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

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.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the sane are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No,: 05335.00001 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

4704798~. 1 

F I L E  

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



. -  I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, ! F I L E D  i 1 
SEP 1 92011 

'r 

4704882~. 1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
EW YORK 

c 



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

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

i Index No. 0 10268/ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALLEN CHISLEY AND BARBARA J. 
CHISLEY, 

125 5 56/02 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Allen Chisley and Barbara J. Chisley 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25694C 

SEP 0 8 20111 
(NO042 173-1 ) 



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

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

j IndexNo.: 0268/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALLEN CHISLEY AND BARBARA J. 
CHJSLEY, 

a 
Plaintiffs, 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

,201 1 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Allen Chisley and Barbara J .  Chisley 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 1 

so 
2) 509-3456 

ORDERED, 

(NO0901 66-1 } 

(Heitler 

SEP 0 8 2011 

(212) 558-5500 

454. 

, I  



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PAUL W. KRUG AND CONNIE KRUG, 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New ~ ~ ~ w ,  :;: 

9 Esq. 
Attoniey for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 

Paul W. Krug and Connie Krug 
WEITL & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

c 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

V4Lb 
s p  1 m 

s (If 6= 
q CLERK 

@;4I -+ .CORK 
(NO090 166-1 } SEPO 8 2Ohl 

N- 



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: 

ROBERTA CLAVIN, AS ADMINISTRATRIX j 126795/02 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROBERT W. CLAVIN, 
AND ROBERTA CLAVIN, INDIVIDUALLY, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No. 0 10269 

j 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Robert W. Clavin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0090166-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHERYL NEJMAN, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF CLINTON A. 
MCCLOUD, JR. AND INEZ F, MCCLOUD, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No.: 126 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Clinton A. McClaud, Jr. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO0901 66-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i NYCAL 
i I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIS R. GAVIGAN, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
/ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. & S., INC., et al.. 

Defendants. i MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests , 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, I 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Willis R. Gavigan 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

SEP 0 8 2011 
{NO0901 66-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PAUL W. KRUG AND CONNIE KRUG, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Defend 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Paul W. Krug and Connie Krug 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,c, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 (&/ (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sheny KleiNHeitler 

(NO090 166-1 ] SEP 0 8 2011 



Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VICTOR POLLACK INDIVIDUALLY AND 

ESTATE OF JOAN POLLACK, 
ARIEL BRENNER, CO-EXECUTORS OF THE 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.@ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishrnan 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, 
I 

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 w York 
~~~~ ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Joan Pollack 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO042 173-1 1 

SEP 

558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION : (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: n i I n d e x N y e  

i ANTHONY R. FLAMIO AND ROSE FLAMIO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests I 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Anthony R. Flamio and Rose Flamio 

700 Broadway 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New Yo& N-w York 10003 
+--mmS8-5500 

New York. New York 10004 - 
(212) 509-3456 . ,  

SO ORDERED 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler - 0  

(N0090166-I} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SANDRA KUKGLER AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF ALEXANDER W. RETTIE 
AND ELIZABETH RETTIE, INDIVIDUALLY, 

j 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al,, 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Alexander W. Rettie 
WEWZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 ) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kle2Heitler 

{ NOW2173-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 1 I n d e x N P  
ALEXANDER W. RETTIE AND ELIZABETH i 1267 1 5/02 
RETTIE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New 
,201 1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Alexander W. Rettie and Elizabeth 
WEI'TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

I @2-9182 
E " 4  SEp 1 ~~~~~ 

1 (N0090166-1} SEP 0 8 2011 cLrr+H;'~ OFFIG\', 
NEW YOHK 



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: 

VICTOR POLLACK INDIVIDUALLY AND 

ESTATE OF JOAN POLLACK, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 10270/02 

ARIEL BRENNER, CO-EXECUTORS OF THE j 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Uttorney for #fendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGTVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO0901 66-1 } 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Joan Pollack 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SEP 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 10270/02 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY R. FLAMIO AND ROSE FLAMIO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Anthony R. Flamio and Rose Flamio 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Y ork 

1 1  

New York, New York 10004 New York, New 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

10003 

\ 

SEP 0 8 2011 
{N0090166-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY \ NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY R. FLAMIO AND ROSE FLAMIO, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
\ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 10270/02 
! 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- \ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., etal., 
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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Anthony R. Flamio and Rose Flamio 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0090166-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

lN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ____r l r - -_ l__________lr__ l_________l_e_l -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

~ 

SO ORDERED, 

F E D  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

470493 1 v. I 

SEP 1 92011 



X 

NO OPPOSITION 
$UMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

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.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 61 &2-/ / /  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
File No.: 05335.00001 

F I L E D  

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

4704995v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ l r _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

James 0. Hughes 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 103 19/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORJIER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests I 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

P 

4704923v.1 

1 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Edward W. Morse 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 10463/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4705491v.l 

t e SEP 1 92011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



Richard Day 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER I 

I 

~ WHEREFORE, defendant MCCORD CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a MCCORD 
CORPORATION, Individually and as successor in interest to A.E. CLEVITE, INC. and 
J.P. INDUSTRIES (herein after “MCCOEU) CORPORATION”), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs’ complaint against MCCORD CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
MCCORD CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P. 
Attoxey for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Our File No.: 06507.00994 

i SO ORDERED, 
I 
F 

4705088~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Richard Day 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 10478/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 

1 F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler a SEP 1 92011 

- -  
NEW YORK 

470486 1 v. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM A. KAULBACK AND PATTI 
KAULBACK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
William A. Kaulback and Patti Kaulback 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM A. KAULBACK AND PATTI 
KAULBACK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, 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 Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

William A. Kaulback and Patti Kaulback 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 . .  

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry KleinyHeitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STANLEY J. COLLESANO, AS 
ADMINISTRATOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOSEPH S. COLLESANO, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 107 17/02 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New 
,201 1 

I s  

Kerryar 
Attorne 

h 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate df Joseph S. Collesano 
Weirz & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

4 
-a 
i 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

-4 
(N0090166-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STANLEY J. COLLESANO, AS 
ADMINISTRATOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOSEPH S. COLLESANO, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 107 17/02 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New 
~ ~ ~ ~ W , ~ ~ ~  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Joseph S. Collesano 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCCIVNEY & KIJJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1 i  
2$83-25669 

(N0042173-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STANLEY J. COLLESANO, AS 
ADMINISTRATOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOSEPH S. COLLESANO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 107 17/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S,, INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2011 

1 ’  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Joseph S. Collesano 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Y ork, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
File No.: 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4704725~. 1 

' &p'o $2011' 
COUNTY CLEHKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Anthony Celeste Sr. SUMMARY 

X r - - - - _ _ _ - r - " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ l _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ ~  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ' 
against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

~ 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File wo,: 05335.00001 

I F I L E D  
SEP 1 92011 

CLERK'S OFFICE 
SEP EW YORK 

4704802v.1 -I . 



.” 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

x 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

v. I 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42”d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
File No.: 05335.00001 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 107000/02 
CAROLYN SPATH, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ! &+-l-l 
ESTATE OF JAMES H. SPATH, AND 
CAROLYN SPATH, INDIVIDUALLY, 8 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishrnan 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. 

$k.=J?$k 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. ' 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating C o p  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Esttae of James H. Spath 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 8 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 1 1244/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EMILY E. IULA, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
DOMINICK A. IULA, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER -against - 

A. C. & S., INC., et aL, 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Matthe 
Attorn1 Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Estate of Dominick A. Ida 

700 Broadway 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York. New York 10004 New York, New 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

York 10003 

Hon. Sherry Kl&n Heitler 

{NOOW 166-1 } 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index 

JOAN M. BISHOP, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR / 
THE ESTATE OF GEORGE HENRY BISHOP, j 
AND JOAN BISHOP, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i I I 

i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

ddendant, 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 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of George Henry Bishop 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0090166-1} 



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: 

JOAN M. BISHOP, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF GEORGE HENRY BISHOP, 
AND JOAN BISHOP, INDIVIDUALLY, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 
~ 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishmsui Liquidating COT., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

'""* $ 
Attorney for Plaintiffs NQ' 
Estate of George Henry Bishop 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

7 SO ORDERED, 

{ 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 I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i Index No.:- 
JEANNETTE L, GRANT, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 1 
THE ESTATE OF LELAND W. GRANT, AND i 
JEANETTE L. GRANT, INDIVIDUALLY, 

f q 1 9 4 6 / 0 u  

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Brnnd Street-Suite 2300 
MPIW ‘ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Leland W. Grant 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

York 10003 
- -- - -_ - -. - .. - . . - . 

I.Vvl fork, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO0901 66-1 } 

454-6005111 
CGP 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O U  COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JEANNETTE 1;. GRANT, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF LELAND W. GRANT, AND 
JEANETTE E. GRANT, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 10700 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment. Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

J 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Leland W. Grant 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

ustnal Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO090 166- 1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT C. DESHAIES, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo.: 1 m 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Albert C. Deshaies 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT C. DESHAIES, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 106963/02 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, 1 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with I 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

. I  ... 

I 1  A 

Safeguzkd Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{NOOW 166-1 } 

Albert C. Deshaies 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEIZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

4 r 

SEP 0 8 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD J. DEON AND LINDA M. DEON, 

Plaintiffs? 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Go., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED? that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Ronald J. Deon and Linda M. Deon 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED 

324-6 

{N0090166-1} 



- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
File No.: 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

47048SOv.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
___"_l__"_____________r_ll________lrlr_l- X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1227 1 /02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ l _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  X 
This Document Relates To: 

David F. Lambo 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _ - _ * - I  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

I 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

\ F I L E D ;  

4704965~. I 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MYRA KOVALCHICK, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOSEPH KOVALCHICK, 

PI ai n t i ffs , 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J+) 

Index No.: 112374/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
.MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitIed case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being i 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New 
,201 1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Joseph Kovalchick 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 , Nkw York 10003 . 
(2 12) 509-3456 

I r ’  \I F 1 L E.s.D SO ORDERED, 

*,, i‘ 

(N0090166-1] 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 112374/02 
MYRA KOVALCHICK, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOSEPH KOVALCHICK, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et ale, 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Joseph Kovalchick 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

F \ L  9 IN‘ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

3244747 SE? \ 
s O F W E  

{N0090166-1} CLERK 
SEP 0 8 ZOII~OUH’&~~YO~’ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MYRA KOVALCHICK, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOSEPH KOVALCHICK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 112374/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORJlER 

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 
,201 1 

I '  

Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Joseph Kovalchick 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein -&itler 

{ NO0901 66-1 } 



S [PREME CO JRT OF THE STATE OF IEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Charles Sneckenburg SUMMARY 

X - _ _ _ _ _ - - r _ r _ l _ _ _ _ - - " r _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ++7?K2 k,); Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

4705080v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_ _ c _ _ _ - " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ l _ _  X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 12709/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_______r____rl_____"___l_____l_____l____~ X 

This Document Relates To: 

Charles Snec kenburg 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

+( ' \  
I. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Y 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536.17691 
2 12-490-3000 

I 

\ SO ORDERED, 

4705 152v. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - -____ l_ - - l l ___"__-______r______ l_______-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 112740/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X - - _ _ _ _ _ l _ - _ _ _ _ _ " r _ - " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ l _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - " - - _ _ _ _ l - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - -  

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 
I 
I summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A,W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs, 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKQWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4704729~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 107 
/ Q 800/0 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA GEARY, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ! 
ESTATE OF RICHARD K. GEARY, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
n /  

Dated: New or N York 4 bP, 2011 

I ’  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Richard K. Geary 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 1000 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

{N0090166-1} 

SEP 0 $2011’ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
-_____"__--____________________________I- X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 13079/O2 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X - _ _ _ " _ - - - - - 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 

F I L E D  SO ORDERED, 

SEP 1 92011 SEP 0 8 2011 

v. 1 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILTON EARL CHERRY, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: I 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
; NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be, and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,201 1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Milton Earl Cherry 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, __ 

(N0042173-1) SEP 0 

500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 113276/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GERALD E. ALLEN AND SHIRLEY L. ALLEN, ! 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C .  & S., INC,, et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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: Ne ork, ew York 7’6/“ ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Y 

Tishman Liqwdating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Gerald E. Allen and Shirley L. Allen 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 < A n  (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO0421 73-1) 

kin Heitler T 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GERALD E. ALLEN AND SHIRLEY L. ALLEN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J+) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Gerald E. Allen and Shirley L. Allen 
W m z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Sf?O 8 2011 (NO0901 66-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM J. BERTON AND GLORIA BERTON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo.: 1 (0 

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 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice In this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

,defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
William J. Berton and Gloria Berton 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 ork, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

LEQ * SO ORDERED, 

E - L c  
SEp \ 9 m  

fN0090166-1) 



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: 

WILLIAM J. BERTON AND GLORIA BERTON, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C, & S., INC,, et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
William J. Berton and Gloria Berton 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2383- 

(N0042173-I} 



4 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN P. SOUZA, JR., 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 13278102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 
\ 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York ?/$T ,2011 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Souza, John P. Jr. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 

(N0042173-1} 

SEP 1 92011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARTIN LIPMAN, ESQ., AS 
ADMINISTRATOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOHN SOUZA, JR., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 

A. C. & S., INC., et a/,,  
Defendants. i 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

119471/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 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 , New York Th ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, EsqY 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of John Souza, Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

., SO ORDERED, 

2w-25731 
S$ 

{NO042 173- 1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN DMOCHOWSKJ AND MARGARET 
DMOCHOWSKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 11 3280/02 

i NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, with prejudice in this action, and there being 
I 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2011 

Patters& Pump co.  
MCGIVNEV & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

John Dmochowski and Margaret Dmochowski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
! 

{ NO090 166-1 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN DMOCHOWSKI AND MARGARET 
DMOCHOWSKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

i Index No.: 113280/02 

! NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 1 
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
John Dmochowski and Margaret Dmochowski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO090 166-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~- 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES J. SEBASTIANI AND JUDY 
SEB ASTIANI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 113280/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ Complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Carol M, Tempesta, Es4. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James J. Sebastiani and Judy Sebastiani 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO0421 73-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

; Index No.: 1 13565/02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SHIRLEY RIDDELL, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF DONALD RIDDELL, 
AND SHIRLEY RIDDELL, INDIVIDUALLY, i 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald Riddell 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

IN0090 166-1 } 



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: 

ELEANOR TERRACIANO, AS 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 113566/02 

ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
FRANCES TOMEO, AND PHILIP TOMEO, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., lNC., et al., 
Defendants. 1 

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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Frances Tomeo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry KleiN Heitler 

(NO090 166-1 ) S€P 0 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ISAURA COLON, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF RALPH 
COLON, 

i Index No.: 113566/02 
i 
i 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., NC. ,  et a/.,  
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 
1 
I dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 1 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Ralph Colon 

700 Broadway 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co, 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0090166-1} 

SEP 0 8 2011' 



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.) 

j Index No.: 1 13566/02 

j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ISAURA COLON, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF RALPH 
COLON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., NC., 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 t~ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Ralph Colon 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 York, New York I0003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-8834 

(N0090166-1) 

SEP 0 8 2011 



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 
/ (HeitIer, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 113566102 

i 
ISAURA COLON, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF RALPH 
COLON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC,, et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New 
T q w , %  

Kenya-& sq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Ralph Colon 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

* .  

SO ORDERED, " 

45466423 

(NO0901 66-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ l _ - l _ _ _ " " _ - _ _ - _ _ _ " l - - - e - - - l - - - - - - - - l - - -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Ralph Colon 

" . -  I . *  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

I 

I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co,, without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Ca., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yurk 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

470553 I v. 1 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Ca. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
2 12-490-3000 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ISAURA COLON, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF RALPH 
COLON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S,, INC., etal., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Estate of Ralph Colon 
W e m  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 -1- I (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e r r y w  Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSE MARTINEZ AND VIRGEN MARTINEZ, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2011 

Jose Martinez and Virgen Martinez 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

ork, New York 10003 

(N0090166-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

1 IndexNy,@ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VIRGEN MARTINEZ, INDIVIDUALLY AND : 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTAE OF JOSE 
MARTINEZ, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., el al., 
Defendants, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estae of Jose Martinez Patterson Pump Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

w York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 0 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 8 20111 
(N0090166-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

___ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitla, J.) 

; Index No . 113566/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Q THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VIRGEN MARTINEZ, INDIVIDUALLY AND i 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF JOSE 
MARTINEZ, 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
magainst- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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. 

Carol M, Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P,C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estae of Jose Martinez 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N004.2173-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O K  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, 5. )  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN MARIE DI FABIO, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
EMILIO J. DI FABIO, JR., 

11&214/06 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- \ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pwsuant 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. 

Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Emilio J. Di Fabio, Jr. 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO0901 66-1 ] 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
rN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN MARIE DI FABIO, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
EMILIO J. DI FABIO, JR., 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

A. C. & S. ,  INC., et al., 
Defendants . 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo.: 1 
r n * 2 1 4 1 0 6  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMWRY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Emilio J. Di Fabio, Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO090 166-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 : (Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo.: 1 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN MARIE DI FABIO, INDIVIDUALLY &E%J118214106 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
EMILIO J. DI FABJO, JR., 

0 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & $., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ " _ _ _ l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ l _ - - - - - l - - - - - - - - - - - - - _ - - - -  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 13 809/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  X 

This Document Relates To: 

William L. Carpenter 

* - - - - - - " - - - - - - -  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: - 
Frank Ort'lz, Esq, 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

New York, New York 100 17 
File No.: 05335.00001 

1 
SO ORDERED, F I L E D  4 

SEP 1 92011 
i 

1 

d 
4704792~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ l " _ _ _ _ l l " l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - _ - l l - - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.$. Part 30 

This Document Relates To: 

Aaron O'Brien 

Index No: 113939/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

(&$&a" 
Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

n 150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4705004v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

B. MARIE SMITH, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF CLARENCE D. SMITH, 

P1 ain ti ffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: N ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ,  Yo rk 
201 1 

x-r"+Zi> 
":-Y 

?\t% i 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating C o p  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

y., 3 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Clarence D, Smith 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO042 1 73-1 ) 



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: 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 107 

i 
CLAUDA M. SEAY, AS ADMINISTRATRIX & FOR THE ESTATE OF EZELLE SEAY AND 
CLAUDIA M. SEAY, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMJlNT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

* *  
L. 9 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Ezelle Seay 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGE& P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO0421 73-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALTON A. HARES, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & $., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 107 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and wiqout costs. 

Dated: New o N w York 
~~~ ,2011 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 - 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0090166-1) 

4 -- 
%%, a 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Alton A. Hakes 

700 Broadway 
New Yo& New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2121 558-5500 

[eitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 0740 1/02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANICE WEISENFELD, AS EXECUTRIX FOR &m> 
THE ESTATE OF STANLEY WEISENFELD, 
AND JANICE WEISENFELD, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, 0akfabc.o Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Stanley Weisenfeld 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

{N0042173-1} 

NEW YOAK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
; IndexNo.: 10740 

j 
JOAN M. FAGAN, AS THE EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF JOHN J. FAGAN AND JOAN 
M. FAGAN, INDIVIDUALLY, 

@ 
Plaintiffs, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S. ,  INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

~ ~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

w York 
,201 1 

4, )4  
b$ x;" !L 

I *  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of John J. Fagan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 1000 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO090 1 66- 1 } 

SEPO a 



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: 

JOHN C. HUGHES AND CLARE HUGHES, 

Plaintiffs, 

I n d e x N o e  

4 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pwsuant 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: N e ~ ~ ~ ~ , Y ~ ~ k  
201 1 

K e r r y a u d f s q .  
Attorney for Defendant b, 'I Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

John C. Hughes and Clare Hughes 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0090166-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

IndexNo.: 1O'JWUL. 
JOHN C .  HUGHES AND CLARE HUGHES, j 6 1 4 1 6 4 / 9 2 /  

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
; NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attarney for Plaintiffs 
John C. Hughes and Clare Hughes 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SEF' 0 8 2011! 
{NO90 166-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YQRK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT F. DANIELS AND BARBARA 
DANIELS, 

P1 ain ti ffs, 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al,, 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert F. Daniels and Barbara Daniels 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0090166-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT F. DANIELS AND BARBARA 
DANIELS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2011 

3rn e r n e  fen d ant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Pattersin Pump CO. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Robert F. Daniels and Barbara Daniels 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, I_ 

(N0090166-I } 

454. 

11 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
_ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " l r _ _ _ l _ _ _ - - - - l - - - - - - - - - - l l - - _ - - - - - -  X 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 114650/02 

ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  X 

This Document Relates To: 

I -  - , -  I 

NO OPPQSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X d I _ _ _ _ _  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

F \ L E Q  * 1 
SO ORDERED, i 

SEP 01s 2011 * SEP 1 2 
i 
: *  

470505 1v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
X _ _ _ l l l " _ r - - - - _ - - - - l l l - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - l l -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1476 1 /02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.$. Part 30 

X _-l-ll____----________________rrr_____l_- 

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER I 

X I - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

v. 1 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJC 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " l _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ r r _ -  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X _ _ _ _ " l l r _ _ - - r - l l _ " _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - " - - - - - - - " " - -  

This Document Relates To: * Index No: 114857/02 

F D 
Charles F. Rybacki SEP 1 92011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A.W. CHE$TERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4705069~. 1 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ I"-___"_l-____f_-"____l_l____r______l_l -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Edward M. Mclnerney, Jr. 

tJJ[.IN 1 Y C:IAL-RK'S WFICE 
NEW YOHK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 114873/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

h 8 ( L d \ i  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. -3 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. \\ 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 1 7 

f i r  2 12-490-3000 

SEP 0 8 20111 
4705 I40v. I 



ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- x  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 1 1  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
File No.: 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 1 F I L E D  

4704980~. I 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YOHK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
John R. Frederick 

i Index No.: 114999/02 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et. al., 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. ! I  

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $3212, dismissingplaintiff's complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Matt MacIntyre, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway, 6' Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 
New York, New Yark 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

(8 15) 234-5 107 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 1.2011 
4832-1449-9594. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

" 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT I 

MOTION AND 
ORDER 

x - - - . . - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
File No.: 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, I 

I F I L E D  
SEP 1 92011 * '01' COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 4704953v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document relates to: 

DONALD J. KRENTZ AND IRENE G. KRENTZ 
j Index No. 115012/02 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

A.C. and S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

j NO OPPOSITION 
[ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

New York, New York 10005 New York, New 
1 1 1 -  (212) 232-1300 \A IL>  558-5500 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. Sherry Klein' Heitler 

Dated: New York, New York 
C ( \ f  2011 

FTa 
Steven Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 1 st Floor 

Donald J. Krentz and Irene G. Krentz 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

York 10003 

' - - # I  4822-0065-6906.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HARVEY KESSLER AND CAROL KESSLER, i 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- ; NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY ,JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., i MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment CO., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

w York 
,2011 

l C c  

Attorney fo efendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Harvey Kessler and Carol Kessler 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

:- 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

{NO0901 66-1) 

York 10003 

SEP Q 8 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: 

HARVEY KESSLER AND CAROL KESSLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York &fi ,2011 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Harvey Kessler and Carol Kessle 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

ew York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 00 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO0421 73-1 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j (Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NORRIS R. ELLINWOOD AND DOROTHY 
ELLIN W OOD, 

Plaintiffs, 
I 

-against- [ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

I 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

- ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Norris R. Ellinwood and Dorothy Ellinwood 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED 

(N0090166-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j 1 n d e x N o . n  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NORRIS R. ELLINWOOD AND DOROTHY 
ELLINWOOD, 

Plaintiffs, 

535510 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. / 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' I 
complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: Ne York New York q- & ,2011 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
I F I L E D  

257 1 -0683P \ 

$EP 1 92011 
(N0042173-1) 



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: 

NORRIS R. ELLINWOOD AND DOROTHY 
ELLINWOOD, 

Plaintiffs, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

- 
Kenya- 9 Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Norris R. Ellinwood and Dorothy Ellinwood 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0090166-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " I _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT I 

MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Richard Anthony Chimera SUMMARY 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON CQMPANY 

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.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 
A. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 1 92011 

4704806~. 1 



I ,  
C .  

* 
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 
j (Heitler, J.) 

This Document relates to: 

SHIRLEY G. CHIMERA, as Executrix for the Estate of 
RICHARD ANTHONY CHIMERA, and SHIRLEY G. 
CHIMERA, Individually, et. al., 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C. and S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

Index No. 1 16076/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

I *  

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc. , hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 
~ 

I 
I 
I 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
, PI-Q 

costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

Steven Corbin, nsq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 700 Broadway 

Shirley-G. Chimera, as Executrix for the Estate of 
Richard Anthony Chimera and Shirley G. Chimera, 
Individually 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 1 
12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
SEP 0 1 2011 

4838-0786-1 5 14.1 



X 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Q.b.afi 
Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

1 F I L  
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

e 
L SEP 1 ~ 2 0 1 1  

4704739v.l 

' s E ~ & 8 T ~ R K ' S  OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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.) 

i Index No.: 10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD O’DONNELL, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
EDWARD H. O’DONNELL, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORJIER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims ,and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

LQh- 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Edward H. O’Donnell 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO042 173-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD O'DONNELL, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
EDWARD 14. O'DONNELL, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to CiviI 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. 

,201 1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Edward H. O'Donnell 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Y New York. New York I0004 New York, New 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 8 2011 
(NO090 166-1 ) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i (Heitler, J.) 

j 1ndexNo.:- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j l.A.S.Part30 

THIS DOCUMENT ]REFERS TO: 

EDWARD O'DONNELL, AS PERSONAL 6252/0 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
EDWARD H, O'DONNELL, 

Plaintiffs, 
NO OPPOSITION 

-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Edward H. ODonnell 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0090166-1) 

454. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN E: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT H. LA GOE AND MARY LOU LA 
GOE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- / NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New 

P 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Robert H. La Goe and Mary Lou La Goe 
WHTZ & LUXENBERG, P,c. 
700 Broadway 

, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO090 166-1 } SEP 0 8 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT H. LA GOE AND MARY LOU LA 
GOE, 

Plaintiffs, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

1 .  Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert H. La Goe and Mary Lou La Goe 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(71 7) 509-3456 A hi  (212)558-5500 
\-*-/ - - -  - 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

SET" 0 8 2011 
{NO0901 66-1 } 



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 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT H. LA GOE AND MARY LOU LA 
GOE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York y-  b ,-- ,2011 

QLkJ 1 

+.. 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert H. La Goe and Mary Lou La Goe 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

w York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO042 173-1 } 
SEP 1 92011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE ' 20f7 NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL ‘ I.A.S. Part 30 

(Hei tler, J .) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM F. LAW AND PATRICIA Y. LAW, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S. ,  INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

IndexNo.: 1 
/-TKJx 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

surnmasy judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

p 
1T YP 

K V P , d  4% 
,” ,J& 
”*% % 

“4, ‘h 
-? 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
William F. Law and Patricia Y. Law 

700 Broadway 
New Yo& New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0090146-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Henry Willis SEP 1 92011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE2 defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same me hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

v. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ " l _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " - - - - - ~ - - - - _ _ _ _ _ " - - - -  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 18982/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

__l--_l""_____________--------- - - - - I -  X 
This Document Relates To: 

Nicholas M. Cirillo 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

New York, New York 10017 
--. File No.: 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 
Won. Sherry K. Heitler 

4704843~. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RANDALL A. KACER AND JOYCE C. KACER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C .  & S., INC., et a/., i MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Randall A. Kacer and Joyce C. Kacer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P,c. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SEpo $20111 

{N0090166-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: ll3L,.i%!& 

MARTIN LIPMAN, ESQ., AS ,I’ 

ADMINISTRATOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOHN SOUZA, JR., 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al.. 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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. 

1 +:p . 
i .I$ 

, 4. 
“a\ h 

/ *  “ Attorney for Plaintiffs i .‘i Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Carp. 
MCGIVNEY & RLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of John Sauza, Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO042 173-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK ___ - 
JN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BENJAMIN GOLD, EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JOHN A. SCULL AND CAROL 
SCULL, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Colp., 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: N ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ,  ;;E 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

{NO042 173-1 } 

Estate of John A. Scull 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

. New York. New York 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM BURRELL, JR. AND MARILYN 
BURRELL, 

Plaintiffs, 

j I.A,S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J,) 

-against- \ NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND OlRDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
William Burrell, Jr. and Marilyn Burrell 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LIJXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 50 

SO ORDERED, 

1 45 

\ 
SEPQ82011 1, 

(NO0901 66-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Lipe Automation 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 Lipe Automation Corporation with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Brian br Sorensen, @L- /, Esq. 

ONIGSBERG LLP McELROY, DEUTSCH, MUEVANEY 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
800 Third -4venue, 1 3th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

& CARPENTER, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Lipe Automation Corporation 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

F I L E D  SO ORDERED: 

SEP 1 92011 

1597628-1 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SEPO 8 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM J. BERTON AND GLORIA BERTON, ! 

i 1,A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

1 I n d e x N o A Z a  
11 3277/02 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., MC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
William J. Berton and Gloria Berton 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

(NO0421 73-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM J. BERTON AND GLORIA BERTON, 1 13277/02 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- ; NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C, & S., INC, et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being i 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

,defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

William J. Berton and Gloria Berton 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

LED 
SO ORDERED, 

E - L C  

(N0090166-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x _ _ _ c . - - - - - l _ l - - - _ _ _ l _ - - - - - - l r - - - - - - r - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Richard M. Pittsley 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1206 1 5/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yark, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"' Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536.00001 
2 12-490-3000 

F I L E D  SO ORDERED, 

4705147v.I 

SEP f 92011 



0 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X -__________-__"____ l_ l_ r___ l l____________  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1206 1 5/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _-__---------I___________________ll__e__- 

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Richard M. Pittsley SUMMARY 

X ---r------------l______I_________________ 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Quk-&fi 
Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No,: 05335.00001 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D ;  
SEP 0 SWIf 9 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS 
NEW YORK v. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1209 1 8/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X ___ l__ - - -_ - - - - - l ______________ I I________-  

This Document Relates To: 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 1 s 2011 

v. 1 

SEP 0 m T Y  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



4 8  

. .- 

----.>_ 

HOAQLAND, LOW0 
MORAN, WNSTB 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNYS AT LAW 

WRTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NEWBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEYS MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

PO BOX rlao 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN A, KELLY, 

against 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-124441 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

- -. . .. 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

o - ,  

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 

n l  

MATTHEW T. MACTINTYR~ ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO,  RAN 
DUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP - Atlorneys for Plaintiff, - 

Attorneys for Defendant, 3' John A. Kelly 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 

New York, NY 10003 



SUPRJZME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALLEN CHISLEY AND BARBARA J. 
CHISLEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

j IndexNo.: 1 e 
-against- i NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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: ~e~~~~ York 
,201 1 

,Lwdw I,,.,- 

kb ***, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Allen Chisley and Barbara J. Chisley 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0090166-1} 

454 



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: 

ALLEN CHISLEY AND BARBARA J. 
CHISLEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: N e ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ e ~  York 
,201 1 

V"' nyrv ..>7:: 
Attorney for Plaintiffs ' ,  

Allen Chisley and Barbara J. Chisley 
W m z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP Q 8 20111 
(NO042 I 73- 1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ARLENE LANG AS THE PROPOSED 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
WILIAM J. SWANSON AND GRACE L. SWANSON, i 
INDIVIDUALLY AND ARLENE LANG AS THE i 

! I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF GRACE L. 
SWANSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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: Ne 

r 
Carol M. Tempesta, E s r  
Attarney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Cop. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Grace L. Swanson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO042 173-1) 

SEP 0 8 2011, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J,) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

ARLENE RUSH, as the Executrix for the Estate of 
WILLIAM J. SWANSON, and ARLENE RUSH, as the 
Executrix for the Estate of GRACE L. SWANSON, 

i i IndexNo. 125907-02 

j NO OPPOSITION : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, ; MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant I 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
6 z9 2011 

* 
J 

Jo&. Richmond, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Arlene Rusk, as the Executrix for the Estate of William J. Swanson, 
and Arlene Rush, as the Executrix for the Estate of Grace L. Swanson, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,c. 
700 Broadway 
New Yak New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 0 
SO ORDERED, 

1863-7027 

4845-4300-9800,1 SEP 0 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VIRGEN MARTINEZ, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF JOSE 
MARTINEZ, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1135 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Carol M, Ternpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estae of Jose Martinez 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Yo& New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO042 I73-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSE MARTINEZ AND VIRGEN MARTINEZ, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Hejtler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 1135 
[ r 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- ; NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et a/., j MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Jose Martinez and Virgen Martinez 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO0901 66-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORTS 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1135 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VIRGEN MARTINEZ, INDIVIDUALLY AND i #/46ziEb 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTAE OF JOSE 
MARTINEZ, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 k d N &  York 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estae of Jose Martinez 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 / (3 1 7 ~ . 5 ~ . 3 5 0 0  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 126047/02 
/ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSE MARTINEZ AND VIRGEN MARTINEZ, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York 9/67 ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Jose Martinez and Virgen Martinez 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, __ 

(NO0421 73-1 } 

(212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry Kl& Heitler 

2571- 'F 583A 'I, L E D 
SEP 1 92011 



Ralph Colon NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherryk Heitler 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 

470553 1 v. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN E: NEW Y O N  COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I . A S  Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 11356 

i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ISAURA COLON, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS i & 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF RALPH 
COLON, 

Plaintiffs, 
NO OPPOSITION 

-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice 'in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

/ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Ralph Colon 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 
(2 12) 509-3456 

10004 New Y ork, New 

SO ORDERED, __ 

(N0042173-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitla, J.) 

i Index No.: 110 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VICTOR POLLACK INDIVIDUALLY AND 

ESTATE OF JOAN POLLACK, 

s ARIEL BREWER, CO-EXECUTORS OF THE i 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 w York 
,2011 

Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Joan Pollack 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
JN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SANDRA KUKGLER AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF ALEXANDER W. RETTIE 
AND ELIZABETH RETTIE, INDIVIDUALLY, 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 11027 @ 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs *. 

Estate of Alexander W. Rettie 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

IN0042 173-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALEXANDER W. RETTIE AND ELIZABETH 
RETTIE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- [ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND OlZDER 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 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Cowter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,201 1 

Alexander W. Rettie and Elizabeth Rettie 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGrVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 339-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO0901 66-1 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, S.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY R. FLAMIO AND ROSE FLAMIO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
/ MOTION AND ORDER A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

w York 
,201 1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Anthony R. Flamio and Rose Flamio 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED 

SEP 0 s 201 
{ NO090 1 66- 1 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHERYL NEJMAN, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF CLINTON A. 
MCCLOUD, JR. AND INEZ F. MCCLOUD, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Clinton A. McCloud, Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, F\L- 
s@ \ 920" 

4544638AH OFF\@ 
cLERy"s 

(N0090166-1) SEP 0 8 2olb YORK 



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.) 

i Index No.: 11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

267651 io THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIS R. GAVIGAN, 
Plaintiffs, I’ 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

A I 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Willis R. Gavigan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

{N0090166-1} 



Vivian Lawrence, as Executrix for the Estate of George 
Lawrence, Deceased 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant KELLY-MOORE PAINT COMPANY, INC. hereby 
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Ruies 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KELLY-MOORE PAINT 
COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant KELLY -MOORE PAINT COMPANY, INC. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4Ih Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

2 12-490-3000 
File No. 071 88.00005 



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: 

PAUL W. KRUG AND CONNIE KRUG, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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:  ne^^^^ York 
,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Paul W. Krug and Connie Krug 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

York 10003 New York, New York 10004 -. A New York, New 
(21 2) 509-3456' 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sher& Klek Heitler 

(N0090166-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S, Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 10269/02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PAUL W. KRUG AND CONNIE KRUG, 

Plaintiffs , 

-against- ; NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Paul W. Krug and Connie Krug 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 n 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry KleiNHeitler 

{N0090166-1] 
SEP 0 8 2011 

4 

3 



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 I n d e x N p s  

ROBERTA CLAVIN, AS ADMTNISTRATRIX \ 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROBERT W. CLAVIN, j 
AND ROBERTA CLAVIN, INDIVIDUALLY, j 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law, and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Robert W. Clavin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0090166-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 110269/02 

ROBERTA CLAVIN, AS ADMINISTRATRIX \ 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROBERT W, CLAVIN, j 
AND ROBERTA CLAVIN, INDIVIDUALLY, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 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, TishmanaLiquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Robert W. Clavin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NU042173-1) 

York 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l _ _ l _ _ r l _ - - - l - l l - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

Conley M. King 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 
,,r 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Hon. ShemyK. Heitler 

4704939v.l 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 
File No.: 05335.00001 

1001 7 



536.18586/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry KLein Heitler) 
This document re lates  to: 

: Index No.: 

*uu’uw WILLIAM D. PULVEMACHER, 

: (June 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

OFIDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a13 claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the  

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
INRE: NEWYORKCOUNm 1 NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

1 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TQ: 

WILLIAM SPlw AND JOSEPHINE SPIER, 

PWtifqS), 

A. W. CHESTERTON CO., et al., 

D e f t s ) .  

LAS. Part 30 
(Haitla, J.) 

Index No.: 100783103 

NO OpposITLON 
suMMARYJuxIGMENT 

0 R I i q  
I 
I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defkndant, George A. Fuller Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursusnt to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, diaooissing 

plaintiffs c~mplainf against defhdant, George A. Fuller Company with Paejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 
- - .  

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  co-defandan&, all claims and crrws claims against 

def- George A. Fuller Company be and the m e  are haeby dismissed with d u d i c e  and 

h 
' L; ' 

i 
1 

LOCKS LAW FIRM PLtC 
Attorneys for D e f d &  

.. b g e  A. Fuller Company 
80 Bmad Stmet - 23rd Floor 
New York New Yak loo04 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys far Plaintiff 
William Spier and J q h e  Spier 
747 Third Avglue 
New Yolk, New York 10017 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_____________I"__-__l__l____r____l____r_-  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: 

Stephen D. Hall and Joan C. Hall 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant RSCC WIRE & CABLE LLC, flWa ROCKBESTOS- 

SURPRENANT CABLE COW, s/h/a ROCKBE$TOS, INC. (hereinafter RSCC WIRE & 

CABLE LLC) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant RSCC 

WIRE & CABLE LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant RSCC WIRE & CABLE LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

700 Broadway, 7th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
File No.: 07696.00001 

E; Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 4 SEP f $?011? 

SO ORDERED, 

4640873.1 



- -  .. --. , 

-- 

H O A O W ,  LONOO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DWKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NwvBRuNsvwu(, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7Dl WTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUlTf 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

Po BOX 080 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN A. KELLY, 

against 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 103207-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., I 
. .  - 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 

New York, NY 10003 

. -  John A. Kelly 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

50 ORDERED: 



David McRoy and Ocelia McRoy 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant KELLY-MOORE PAINT COMPANY, XNC. hereby 
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KELLY-MOORE PAINT 
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 KELLY-MOORE PAINT COMPANY, INC. 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New York, New York 10036 

2 12-490-3000 
File No. 07188.0001 1 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

SEPO 8 
42761 68. I 



WHEREFORE, defendant KELLY-MOORE PAINT COMPANY, 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 KELLY-MOORE PAINT 
COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, al 
LLY-MOORE PAINT COMPANY, IN 

New York, New York 10036 

New York, New York 100 17 

File No. 071 88.00041 
2 12-490-3000 

C 

42761 71. I 



Priscilla Clement, as Executrix of the Estate of Gordon 
Clement, and Priscilla Clement, Individually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant KELLY-MOORE PAINT COMPANY, 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 KELLY-MOORE PAINT 
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 KELLY-MOORE FAINT COMPANY, IN 

d without costs. 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4* Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

File No. 07188,00014 

\ F \ L  SO ORDERED, 

~ 

41596%. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ - - - _ - _ - - - - _ - - _ - - -  

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ l - l f - f - - - - - - - - - - - - - - _ - _ - - - - - -  

JAMES H .  MACK, JR. (dec. 1 ,  

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. e-2 
00/108387 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID") , sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SEP 1 92011 
SO ORDERED, 

COUNW ClERlCs OFFaCE ' 

NWYWZK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ~ 1 I c e _ l l - l l l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ - - - " - " ~ ~ - - - - - - " - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A,S. Part 30 

Ada Iris Ovalle 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant KELLY-MOORE PAINT COMPANY, 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 KELLY-MOORE PAINT 
COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being na opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant KELLY-MOORE PAINT COMPANY, I 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

2 12-490-3000 
File No. 07188.00038 

42761 81.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GERALD E. ALLEN AND SHIRLEY L. ALLEN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 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  / 

Attorney or Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Gerald E. Allen and Shirley L. Allen 
WEllZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

ew York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO0901 66-1 } v?; *:: !'' 0 8 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
________~ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GERALD We BURGIN, AS EXECUTOR FOR 
THE ESTATE OF MERLE G. BURGIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 1 16958105 

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. 

w York 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Merle G. Burgin 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Co. 

S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

- 

454-10680,601 

(212) 509-3456 212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kbfn Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

- -X 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

- _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f _ _  

__-_- - - - - -__________________I_________ 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, IS.) 

GEORGE W. HISCHE and MARTINA L. HISCHE, 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 

6 / 10 8 6 8 
Index 

NO OPPOSITION 
SuMMaRY SUD-NT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

Defendants. 
_-t--_______________f_ll__________l_l___ X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID") , sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant t o  Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition there to ,  

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice t o  all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  
(718) 855-9000 

k 
1 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
Jay C. Taylor and Claona Taylor, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No. : 

NO OPPOS 

112046/06 

TION 
SUMMARY JUD-NT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X - - - - - - - - - - - f l - l -_____________________ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 53212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. I n c . ,  with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering C o .  

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Branklyn, New York 
g1zq , 2011 

Matthew T. MacInt#e, Esq. Jy6tin Tafe, &- 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
Jay C. Tay lor  and C l a o n a  Taylor M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Inc. 
New York, New York 10003 177 Montague Street 

Broqklyn, New York 11201 

So Ordered: 

COUN1'y Ct.tERii'S OFFICE 
NEW YORE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1N RE NEW YORK CITY 
X 

NYCAL 

(Hei tler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATlON I.A.S. Part 30 

Phyllis N. Segal, Individually and as Executrix of the 
Estate of Eli J.  Segal 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant KELLY-MOORE PAINT COMPANY, 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 KELLY-MOORE PAINT 
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 KELLY-MOORE PAINT COMPANY, INC, b 
dismissed with dice and without costs. 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4* Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

File No. 071 88.00044 

Q SO ORDERED, 

42761 83. I 



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.) 

Index No.: 107222/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN MARIE DI FABIO, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
EMILIO J. DI FABIO, JR., 

113640/ rn 2 11821 
I 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Matthew D. Esq. 
Attorney for efendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of EmiIio J. Di Fabio, Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

{N0090166-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

[ Index No.: 107222/02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN MARIE DI FABIO, INDIVIDUALLY 1 1 3 6 4 0 / 0 ~  
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
EMILIO J. DI FABIO, JR., 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

without costs. 

Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.c, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Emilio J. Di Fabio, Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO090 I 66- I } 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 107222102 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN MARIE DI FABIO, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
EMILIO J. DI FABIO, JR., 

11364010 0 1182141 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S.,.INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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. 

p*' Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pwnp Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Emilio J. Di Fabio, Jr. 

700 Broadway 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0090166-1) 



CHRISTOPHER W E  and BARBARA W E ,  

Plaintiff ( 9 1 ,  

-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, & &., 

Index No. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("'NATIONAL GRID',), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby r e q u e ~ t s  summary judgment in the  

above-entitled cage, pursuant to civil Practice Law and Rules EE 3212, 
d i m d a a i n g  plaintiffa' complaint against defendant NATIONAL G R I D  w i t h  

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims alid 

crow claims agains t  defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the  am@ are 

hereby diamisaed w i t h  prejudice and without C O B ~ S .  

. _ _  __ 

ONAL G R I D  GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
Montague Street New York, NY 10003 J 

klyn, N Y  11201 (212) 558-55OD 

so ORDERED, 



P 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
ANNA E. BLENKENSOPP, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of DAVID BLENKENSOPP & ANNA E. 
BLENKENSOPP, Individually, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATERPRODUCTS, CO., et. al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 104633/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Megan E. begs t e in ,  Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 

(212) 232-1300 700 Broadway 

David Blenkensopp, and Anna E. Blenkensopp, 
Individually 

New York, New York 10005 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

4850-4054-8873 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

,idex No.: 116 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

7/07 

CHARLES RYBACKI, 
NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION 
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Jennifsr L. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 1 92011 

' COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



c- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - r r _ _ r - _ _ _ _ r - - _ r l _ _ " - - " " - - r r r - - " - - - - - " - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 109704/08 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X -----------l-l---l--___l__lll____________ 

This Document Relates To: 

Gerard Rubino 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
I 
I 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON 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.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

No.: 05335.00001 

F I L E D  SO ORDERED, 

V. I 

SEP 1 S 2811 t 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Carol A. Walton, Individually and as Executrix of the 
Estate of John Walton alwa Jack Walton 

X I__I---I I- I------cc__1----3-----1131----"-"~------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KELLY-MOORE PAINT COMPANY, 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 KELLY-MOORE PAINT 
COMPANY, JNC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defen 
against defendant KELLY-MOORE PAINT COMPANY, 

udice and without costs. 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10034 

2 f 2-490-3000 
Fife No. 071 88.00056 

SO ORDERED, 

4 
i SEP 1 9 2011 

CLERKS OFFICE 
EW YORK 

I 

4276 I 86. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
________ I______________r_____ l___c I_____-  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Howard J. Barry 

" 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
OlXDER 

-x 
WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York ew York gl L i Y l 1  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

4637543.1 



FORREST HUDSON, et al., Index Nos.: 190352-09 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORTlER 

AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., et al. including, 
CATERPILLAR INC., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CATERPILLAR 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 CATERPILLAR INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

CATERPILLAR INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintws 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 n n  

Stephen Novakidis, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Caterpillar Inc. 
Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

Hon. Sprdrry Klein-Heitler 

NJ/446806v 1 



53691- 320820 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION N YCAL 
/.AS. PART30 
JUSTICE HEIT1 ER 

INDEX NO.: 19013U I O  
DAVID KONSTANTIN 

-against - NO OPPOSlllON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTlON AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, deendant, Tasco Insulations, hereby requests summaryiudgrnent in 
the above-entitled case Dursuant to civil practice law and rules Section 3212 dismissing 
slaintiff's complaint against defendant Tasco insulations, and there being no opposition 
thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all m-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant Taco Insulations, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 
4/Z6, j / /  

Bryan Belasky, Esquire 
Belluck & FOX, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor 
New YO&, IVY 10036 
Attorneys for PlaintiiWs) David Konstantin 

L D .- 

SEp \ 9 m  
Rob c. Tonogbanua, Esquire 
DICKIE, MCCAMEY & CHILCOTE, P.C. 

Haddonfield, NJ 08033 
(856) 354- 0792 
Attprneys for Defendant, T a m  Insulations 

Cr_EnKS OFF'CE 
1 Co"Nr;Evq y0RK 41 South Haddon Avenue, suite 5 

SO ORDERED: fi 
HonorableLftjerry Klein Heitler 



NYCAL 
1. A. S. PART 30 
JUSTICE HElTL ER 

INDEX NO.: *190134/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOnON AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tasco Insulations, hereby requests summary judgment in 
the above-entitled case pursuant to civil practice law and rules Section 3212 dismissing 
plaintiff's complaint against defendant Tasco Insulations, and there being no opposition 
thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant TaSCO Insulations, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

BellUCk & FOX, LL P 
546 Fifth Avenue, a* Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
Attorneys for PlaintiHs) David Konstantin 

L 
Rob c. TOnOgbanUa, Esquire 

41 south Haddon Avenue, suite 5 

Attorneys for Defendant, T a m  insulations 

F \ @  
SE? 1 SIQ'' 

F@ DICKIE, MCCAMEY & CHILCOTE, P.C. 

Haddon field, N l  08033 
(856) 354- 0192 

&FWS 
@J"'&fl 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YQRK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCGL 

X 

EDWARD KERN and JOAN KERN, Index No.: 190203/10 

-v.- 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OFtDER 

A.Q. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., including 
J.H. FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, 

Defendant(s). 

WHEREFORE, defendant, J.H. FRANCE REFUCTORIES COMPANY, hereby requests 

suininmy judgment in the nbove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant J.H. FFUNCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition tliereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice lo all ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant J.H. 

FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

ew York, New York 

Y 

Erica Cesaro, Esq. 
LEVY, PHlLLIPS & KONXGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 13"' Floor 
New Yark, N Y  10022 
Artorneys. for PlaintL~jj 
Edwu~d Kern and Joan Kern 

MALABY& BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New Y ork, New Y ork 1003 8 
Atrorneys $w Lhfendant 
J.R France Refmctories C 

(2 12) 605-6200 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates To: 

CHARLES MARQUSEE and HELGA 
MARQUSEE, 

Plaintiff(s), 
V. 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS COFWORATION, as 
Successor by Merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc., et 
al., 

Index No.: 190286-10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC, f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD TNC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC. f/Wa 

AMERICAN STANDARD JNC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant TRANE US INC. fMa AMERICAN STANDARD INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Bryan Belasky, Esq. 
BELLUCK & FOX LLP 
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
T U N E  US INC. f/Ma AMERICAN 
STANDARD INC., 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES MARQUSEE and HELGA 
MARQUSEE, 

Plaintiff(s), 
V. 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
Successor by Merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc., et 
al., 

Index No.: 190286-10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, N E E M  MANUFACTURING COMPANY, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING 

COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, N E E M  MANUFACTURING COMPANY, be and the same are he&y dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

B& Belasky, Esq. 
Belluck & Fox, L.L.P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
546 Fifth Ave, 4* Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Rheem Manufacturing Company 
2430 Route 34 

_ _  Manasquan, New Jersey 0 
3 2 ) 5 2 8 - 8 8 F  1 D . 

(212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry K, Heitler SEP 1 9201' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INRE NEWYORKCITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 

._ 

WILFRED JOSEPH GOGEL and CATHERINE JOSEPHINE 
GOGEL, 

Plaintiffs, 

-V.- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., including 
J.H. FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, 

Defendant( s). 

Index No.: 10-190332 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, J.H. FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant J.H. FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant J.H. 

FlRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
August 15,2011 

Josepd BELLUCK W. Belluck, & FOX, Esq. LLP 1) MALABY& B LEY, LLC 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4' Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
Attorneys for Plaintifs 
Wiped Joseph Gogel, et al. 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
J.  H, France Refiactories Company 

(212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff, 
-against- 

Index No.: 190350/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AMERICAN ART CLAY COMPANY, INC., et al., 

Won. Sherry Klein Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant AMERICAN ART CLAY 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 AMERICAN ART CLAY 

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, AMERICAN ART CLAY COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
September di ,201 1 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 

Attorneys for Defendant 
AMERICAN ART CLAY COMPANY, INC. 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

STRAUSS SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20* Floor 
New York, New York 10017 
(212) 986-2233 

so ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

WILLIAM C, HOTZELT AND EMILY M. 
HOTZELT, 

Plaintiffs, 

V8. 

A.W. CHESTERTON EO., et al.; 

Defendants. 

INDEX NO. 190361/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Elliott Turbomachinery Co., Inc., requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Elliott Turbomachinery Go., Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all claims and Grossclaims 

against Defendant Elliott Turbomachinery Co., Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

hk  

Erica V. Cesaro, Esq. 
Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

tt Turbomachinery Co., Inc. 

New York, NY 10279 F 1 k E D 

f 
(2 1 2) 605-6200 (21 2) 227-7878 

SEP 1 9 m  

SEP 0 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED: NEW YORK 



. . , I  ' 

' 0  

F I L  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK SEP 1 92091 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER I 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, s/h/a A.W. CHESTERON CO. 
INC. (herein after A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY), hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 
against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Erica V. Cesaro, Esq. 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue, 13'h Floor 
New York, NY 10022 

Our File No. 05335.34539 

SO ORDERED, 

4323398. I 



FTtFb William C. Hotzelt an 

SEP 1 92011 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, s/h/a A.W. CHESTERON CO. 
INC. (herein after A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY), hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 
against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Erica V. Cesaro, Esq. 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue, 13'h Floor 
New York, NY 10022 

Our File No. 05335.34539 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 8 2011 

4323398.1 



John Chilarski and Helen Chilarski, 

Plaintiffs, 
-Against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 10-190391 

NO OPPOSiTLON 
SUMMARY JUDGMJlNT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

3M Company, et al., 
Defendants. 

X ___"ll-____lr__-___-_____ll_____t_______-~~"-------------~---"-"--- 

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, I C .  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

... Dated: . ... 

Richard Thomas, Esq, 
Napoli Bern Ripka, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
3500 Sunrise Highway, Suite T-207 
Great River New York 11739 
2 12.267.3 700 

SO ORDERED, 

ME1 1085220Sv.l 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Standard Motor Products, Inc. 
245 Park Avenue, 27'h Floor 
New York, New York 10 167 
212,609.6800 
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SUPIREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN CHILARSKI and HELEN CHtLmSla, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

3M COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant(s). 

Index No.: 190391-10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEmFORE, defendant, GENERAL CABLE COWORATION, 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, GENERAL CABLE CORPORATION, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, GENERAL CABLE CORPORATION, be and the same are hmeby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. n 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

STEVE P. FREDRICKSON, 
X ___________________"__1_1_11_11_111__1__--*-------------"------------- 

Index No.: 190443-10 

NO OPPOSITION 
-against- SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

ALCATEL-LUCENT USA., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEWFORE, defendant COOPER INDUSTRIES LLC, Successor-in-interest to 

Crouse-Hinds Company, by its attorneys, Harris Beach PLLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant COOPER INDUSTRIES LLC 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant COOPER INDUSTRIES LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway Attorneys For Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Cynthia Weiss Antonucci, Esq. 
HARRIS BEACH PLLC 

COOPER INDUSTRIES LLC 
100 Wall Street, 23rd Floor 
New York, NY 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

. *  .,, 9 ,  *;a* . 
4 .. 
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SEP 1 92011 I 

SUPmME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_ _ _ r _ _ c c - _ _ _ - - _ " _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ "  X NEW YORK 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 

I 

I 

C O U N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190006/11 

Joseph Sauls NO OPPOSITION 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ l - - _ e - _ _ c I _ - _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ c _ _ _ L _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _ _ _ l " - _ " " _ _ _ - _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ - - - l - - - - - - - l - - - l - - - -  

WHEREFORE!, defendant TODD SHIPYARDS CORPORATION sh/a TODD 
SHIPYARDS CORPORATION, Individually and as Successor to TODD COMBUSTION 
EQUIPMENT, INC. (herein after, "TODD SHIPYARDS CORPORATION") hereby 
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants TODD SHIPYARDS 
CORPORATION with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants TODD SHIPYARDS COWORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 8 J Z b I t a  I I 

I 

J n Hodrinsky, Esq. 
Early & Strauss, L.L.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 100 17 

G S G /  

New York 100 17 
2 12-490-3000 
File No. 04693.00391 

SO ORDERED, 

4670038v.I 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
_ _ _ _ l - - _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ l - _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

F I L E D  
SEP 1 92011 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190006/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

W E R - -  - -- .- 

Joseph Sauls 

WHEREFORE, defendant TODD SHIPYARDS CORPORATION s/h/a TODD 
SHIPYARDS CORPORATION, Individually and as Successor to TODD COMBUSTION 
EQUIPMENT, INC. (herein after, “TODD SHIPYARDS CORPORATION”) hereby 
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants TODD SHIPYARDS 
CORPORATION with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants TODD SHIPYARDS COWORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: f,,, ZL,/ta I 

J n Hodrinsky, Esq, 
Early & Strauss, L.L.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY IO0 17 

d<z-7 

New York, New York 10017 

File No. 04693.00391 
2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 8 2011 
4670038v.1 



c 

HOAGLAND, LONG0 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTOEWYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
W B R U U W C K ,  hlJ 

SWTH JERSEY 
701 MTSEY'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: 

ISAAC RUBIN AND SHEILA RUBIN 

against 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, AS 
SUCCESSOR BY MERGER TO BUFFALO PUMPS, INC., 
ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO,: 190008/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Frick Company, improperly pled as York International Corporation, 

individually and as successor to FrickCornpany, hereby requests summaryjudgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

defendant, Frick Company, improperly pled as York International corporation, individually and as 

successor to Frkk Company, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant, 

Frlck Company, improperly pled as York International Corporation, indlvldually and as successor to 

Frick Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New York, New York 8\+ 

BRYAN BELASKY, ESQ. 
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Isaac Rubin and SheilaRubin Attorneys for Defendant, 

Frick Company, improperly pled as York 546 Fifth Avenue 
International Corporation, individually and as 
successor to Frick Company 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08 

BW-CANDLE-20 



Robert V. Polotaye and Sandra L. Polotaye, . Index No, 11-190028 

Plaintiff(s), 
-Against - 

A.O. Smith Water Products Company, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Velan Valve Cop. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Velan Valve Corp. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Velan Valve Corp. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

D 

C& Romanelli, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003-9536 
2 12.558.5500 

U f U & W  
Richard P. O'Leary, Esq.' 
McCarter & English, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Velan Valve Corp. 
245 Park Avenue, 27" Floor 
New York, New York 10 167 
2 12.609.6800 

SO ORDERED, 

ME1 11941213~ 1 



SUJPREME COURT OF TEIE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE lyEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT POLOTAYE and SANDRA L, 
POLOTAYE, 

Plaintiff(s), 
V. 

A.O. SMITE WATER PRODUCTS.CO., et ale, 

Defendant (a). 

Index No: 190028-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDMFNI' MOTION AND 
ORDER 

F I L E D  . \  i 

SEP 1 92011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

--__----*--**_**___***-------**--------"-------*~---------------- 

WHEREFOREy defendant, NIBCO, Inc,, hereby requests sununary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, NIBCO, Inc,, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition Uiereta, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, NIBCO, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: septeTulb4r 7,201 I 

Charles Fersson, Bsq.C_) 
Weitz & Luxenbera, P.C. 

Lisa M, Pascarella, Esq. 
Branten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 

2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

~ttomeys for PlaintiE(s) 
700 Broadway NlBCO, Inc. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
(732) 528-8888 



ftUG-26-2O11 12:28 3691 ROOM 2360 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

,! 
' i  WHEREFORE, defendant BLACKMEIZ. by it$ attorneys, Harris Beach PLLC, hmaby 
, ,  

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 
, 3  

Rules Swtian 3212, dismissing plkintiffs complaint against defendant BLACRMER with 

prejudice, md there being no opposition thereto, 

i 
* ,7;.;, 

, *:,:::I 

' t $ 1 : .  

, ' :,J ;< 

' /  
, .  

. > "!>I! 
I i ; <  ' , '  

?,,P,l. 

, i i 

OFCDERED,that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims aghst  

defendant BLACKMER be and the same we hmby dismissed with pjudice and without costs. ., ' , , n  

Dated: Now York,New York 

' WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. ElARRKS BEACH PLLC 
Attorneys Fot Defendant 

100 Wall Street, 23' Floor 
New York, NY 10005 

Attorneys for Plaintifls) 
700 Broadway BLAlXMER 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(212) 687-0100 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

HOWARD E. MARTY and VIVIAN MARTY, 

Plaintiff(s), 
-V- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Linde LLC, a Delaware limited 

Index No. 190067- 1 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Justice Sherry K. Heitler 

iability company, formerly 

known as The BOC Group, Inc. and/or Airco, Inc. (collectively, “BOC”) hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BOC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

BOC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
.%[3 (  ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGER & m N T E  LLP 

By: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

Justice Sherry K. Heitler \ F I L E D I (  
SEP 0 8 2011 SEP I 92011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF M3W YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YQRK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

HOWARD E. MAR= and VrVzAn MARTY, 

Plahtiff(s), 
V. 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et al., 

Defendant@). 

Index No: 190067-11 

NO OPPOSmION SUMMARY 
JUDMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORJZ, defendant, NIBCO, 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, NIBCO, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, NZBCO, Inc., be and the same me hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

hh Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 

2430 Route 34 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway NIBCO, Inc. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 w Jersey 08736 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 0 8 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 30 
X NYCAL ____________________________I I I_ I__L_I  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ - - _ _ - _ _ - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 
PAUL CRANE and ARLENE CRANE, Index No.: 190082/11 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMF,NT 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Spence Engineering Co., Inc., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 83212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

Complaint against Spence Engineering Co. , Inc. , with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and n 
cross claims against defendant Spence Co., Inc 

dismissed with prejudice and without cost 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York </y 

Belluck & FOX, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10036 Brooklyn, New York 1120 

So Ordered: 

I 

1 

- 

nc. 

be 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 30 
X NYCAL _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X ________-_-__-_--_--l___ll__l_ff__l_l_ 

This Document Relates to: 
PAUL CRANE and ARLENE CRANE, Index No.: 190082/11 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Howden North America, Inc., former11 

known and ref erred hereinafter as Howden Buffalo, Inc . ( "Howden" ) , 

and as misidentified in Plaintiffs' Complaint as Howden Buffalo, 

Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissins 

plaintiffs' Complaint against Howden with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims anc 

cross claims against defendant Howden, be d i s  with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
gust 12, 2011 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10036 177 Montague Street 

So Ordered: 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
August 12, 2011 

Attorneys fo r  Plainti IP 
fok  Defendant 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor Howden North America, Inc. 
New York, New York 10036 177 Montague Street 

So Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 30 
X NYCAL _---------lll-l-f--f------------------ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X -------------------___________________ 

This Document Relates to: 
PAUL CRANE and ARLENE CRANE, Index No.: 190082/11 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUD-NT 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co., Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissins 

plaintiffs' Complaint against Mario & DiBono Plastering Co., Inc., 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co., Inc., 

be dismissed with prejudice 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
August 11, 2011 

Belluck & Fox, LLP 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs neys for Defendant 
P a u l  Crane and Arlene Crane M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  C o . ,  
5 4 6  Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor Inc. 
New York, New York 10036 177 Montague Street 

Brooklyn, 'New York 11201 

Our File No.: 10924-6485  
(718) 855-9000 

So Ordered: \LED 
SEP \ 9 m  



SUPlRlEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NF,W YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-- 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

FLOYD L. RASTELLI and MARION 
BROPHY, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

AMERICAN BILTRITE COMPANY, st al, 

Defendants. 

Index NO.: 190107-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JLTDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

F I L E D  
SEP 1 92011 i 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
f NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant, APOLLO DlSTRIBUTING CO., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-cntitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendants, APOLLO DISTRIBUTING CO., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
, . '  

.* . 
:>,':,;!,: ,: 

APOLLO DISTNBUTING CO., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg - Braaten & Pascnrella, LLC 
Attorneys for PlaintiFf(s) Attorney For Derendant 
700 Broadway Apollo Distributing Co. 
New York, New York 10003 2430 Route 34 
(212) 558-5500 Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

X _-_ I___________________I________________ 

X 

GEORGE W. HISCHE and MARTINA L. HTSCHE, 

Plaintiff (s) , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 5 . )  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X -_--I_______________------------__------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

L G R I D  GENEFLATION LLC 700 Broadway 
ontague Street  New York, NY 10003 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 ( 2 1 2 )  5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

so ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLEIRKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



*+-* . -* 

SUPFUCME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
GEORGE ZACHMANN and ARLENE 
ZACHMANN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 190140-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, N E E M  MANUFACTURING COMPANY, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, N E E M  MANUFACTURING 

COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Belluck & Fox, L.L.P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
546 Fifth Ave, 4'h Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 

..I** 

SEP 0 8 2011 



Plaintiff( s), 
-against- 

Index No.: 1901574 I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against Defendant BWIIP, 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 hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

' .- --Y / 

Daniel J. Mk&erberg, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Theodore Eder, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 ah, - NewYork,N;York;i 

E 
-.- -- 

SO ORDERED, 
I303 Sherry Kle Heitler 

NEW YORK 



L 

SUPREME COURT E' THE STATE F JES 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X _____----I--__------------------------ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _____-I-______------ll____________ll__ 

This Document Relates to: 
John J. Barrett and Maureen Barrett, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A . O .  Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 190157/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDCMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Burnham LLC, hereby requests summar 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practicl 

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complain- 

against defendant Burnham LLC, with prejudice, and there being nl 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim: 

and cross claims against defendant Burnham LLC, be dismissed wit1 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 
2011 

Flttorneys for Plaintiffs 
John J. Barrett and Maureen 
Barret t 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor  
New York, New Y o r k  10003 

Burnham LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn,  New York 1 1 2 0 1  
(718) 855-9000 

e NO.: 11084-2764 

So Ordered: F I L E D -  
SEP 1 92011 


