SCANNED ON 1/31/2011

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

———————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
———————————————————————————————————————— X (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No.: 0 02194

BRURNETT LAUFER, as Executrix for the
90/013400

Estate of JAMES LAUFER and BURNETT LAUFER,
Individually,
Plaintiff(s),

—-agalnst-
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a MOTION AND ORDER

NATIONAL GRID, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL
GRID (“NATIONAL GRID”), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a
LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,

dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with

. lalms L ﬁ

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the s;

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

ek

JAN 24 il

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Brookl{y{(ﬁew York - OFF\CE .,
- £ Ty CLERKS 4
/ 2010 GO e YORK 1

. i,

i;- and Dykman LLP

Atfforney for Defendant
NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC
177 Montague Street

Brooklyn, NY 11201
{718)855-9000

SO ORDERED,

Fré;}/Mﬁ Oktiz, Esg.
WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

JAN 07 201

Hon. Sﬁérfy Y Heitler

—
SINE




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

Index No.: 256501/91
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

NO OPPOSITION
MARTIN SIMUNOVICH, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION

- against -

AC and 8, INC., (ARMSGTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY)etal,,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL-
MCLAIN") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil- |

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, i

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated: __ \»\\S ,2010
New York, New York /kp
Frank Ortiz, Bsq. — J enmfer ﬂudner Esq. R e
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE -
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. o
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant g e
! -NQW York, NY 10003 Weil McLain W SRK
(212) 558 &500 ERE 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 N EF\K FF\@

New York, NY 10022 COUNT\(
2)651-7500

JAN O 2011

' SO ORDERED, -
S ' - Hon $herry Klein Heitler

e T '




SUPREME COQURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL, COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.5. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 109510/97

SAMUEL TUMIA
NO-OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summar}
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Lawy
and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint againsﬁ
defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being ng¢
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and
cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

e

Joseph %:,Aﬁé?g%leo, Esq.

Frank Ortiz, Esqg. 0

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP ‘Ei

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Def

Samuel Tumia Burnham LLC w o

700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Montague Street '1“ 1

New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 1 :

212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 0\',‘:\03
Our File No.: 11084- 221\@“ \AS '

CO‘Nﬂ

JAN 07 201
4 &Dtd'- __,.._-—-—‘-\

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

SKH - ROV




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SAMUEL TUMIA,
Plaintiffs,
— against —
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.,

Defendant.

X
X
Index No. 109510/97
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER |
------ X

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

summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York
December 8 ,2010

~H :%“

a3

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

C. Dino Haloulos, Fsq.

Weitz & Luxenberg h_.. McCullough Ginsberg Montano o
Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP. = *3‘5 {;;
700 Broadway Attorneys for Detendaﬁ }0
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53" Street, Shite T00 )
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022, g
(646) 435-0300 Jhh =
el NORS o)
SO ORDERE “ﬁgtga\cs OFFY 2
Hon.S¥erry Nlein-Heitler 00\3““

e

JAN 07 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
......................................... X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No:(121829/9
105 .
111057/98
122599/99
Donald C. Flowers 104363/06
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.

Dated: New Yi)rk, ew York
1

2.1\ 41 2
" M, . s i . c:" “ .
) N , ~, Y; RO N (‘:‘.;2 \,l‘..’.b s
“ ./ W\ J
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. w Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG R WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESdTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street
New York, New YorEOO‘7 L E D
Qur File No. 05335.32090
JAN 2 &4 201
SO ORDERED, }cﬁry K
Hon. S K. Heitler NEW YOR J
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

JAN 07 2011

4248793.1




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

Index No.: 121939/97
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

NO OPPOSITION
BERNARD SIKKAS, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION

- against -

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY)etal.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL-
MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs
to either party.

12/21
New York, New York

FrankeOctizFea. /M. e | Bane!l) Jennifer Y.. Budner, Esq. F ‘ L E, D

Dated: , 2010

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE

Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. ot

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant JAN 2 & 1

New York, NY 10003 Weil McLain

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 NEW NC K.S 5 FF\CE:'
New York, NY 10022 e OUNW

212) 651-7500
SO ORDERED, %A Z

H&M Klein Heitler AA N 0 20“




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LA.S. Part 30
1 (Heitler, .)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :
' Index No.: 103005/0
ROBERT PYANOWSKI AND JOAN ANN ! 125791/99
PYANOWSKI, !
Plaintiff(s), :
]
-against- \
' NO OPPOSITION
A.C. &S., INC,, etal., ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
| MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). ;

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint
against defendant Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Qakfabco, Inc. be and the smvrﬁgr@ dismissed with prejudice and without

costs. ? " "&%‘\’\ |
. WO
Dated: New York, New York N C\’E's‘() Ak

erewese DCeot0 coNT e

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. HQ% u%\%&‘\ \(Q'_)E@.f\“

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. EITZ & LUXENBERG,
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Oakfabco, Inc. Robert Pyanowski and Joan Ann Pyanowski
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500
SO ORDERED, M

Hon. She eiyHeitler

2571-0934Z

JAN 07 2011

DXA0001-1




H

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK. '
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ) LAS. Part 30
1 (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :
! Index No.: 103005/04(122111/97,
ROBERT PYANOWSKI AND JOAN ANN ! 125791/99
PYANOWSKI, !
]
Plaintiff(s), 5
1
-against- X
' NO OPPOSITION
AC.&S., INC,, etal, t SUMMARY JUDGMENT ;
+ MOTION AND ORDER |
Defendant(s). :

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s

complaint against defendant Patterson Pump Company with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Patterson Pump Company be and the w are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
i

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

DEemboer 32010

o

. A I,

" Cl f
CGIVREY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants
Patterson Pump Company
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

T Yodhes Moe Zrvge, 65

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff

Robert Pyanowski and Joan Ann Pyanowski
700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

(212) 558-5500

DXA0001-1

Hon. SherfyXlein Heitler

454-0001



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No:(122313/97 O
105235/98
111059/98
123724/99
100755/03
110506/03

This Document Relates To:

Edward Devine

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY !
JUDGMENT 3
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
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, Ni:w York

\2[12
(o : <,
ffwj . (\:\awl(:?-’ du F
L { f - .\w“( .'j
Frank M., Ortiz, Esq. oty Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG (\\\ WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff ) EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant R
New York, NY 10003 - A.W. CHESTERTON COMP '
150 East 42™ Street \_
New York, New Yﬁ Nol
.y Our File No. 05335.30211 . m\\
A s 2
(NN
SO ORDERED, ' \\xe\"‘ S 0;_;\05
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler JAN 07 2011 g&.\“ﬂ o\,E?\\’s
e,

4248798.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
......................................... x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index @p
1 0
NO OPPOSITION
Gerald E. Fisher 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
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New Yqrk, Niw York

\2 f1afy 2
\“ ", e F . —
;"’W b , é, My m%?. (‘ \; .:m’— Lot
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. w::\k Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG . WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335, 16436’ E
SO ORDERED, ) o 10N
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler JhN L
X
e O oricE)
5 A

JAN 07 2011 o

4248804.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 12 97
(1652295
111057
122599/99
Donald C. Flowers 104363/06
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND 4
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 AW, 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

2| \2 )12
. ,,,{ﬁ %“.’, v (\ , .../‘ G
S 7
%ﬁw& ‘iw J o ‘
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. %“a\@\f\%; ' Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG S WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway _ Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CI-IESdTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street
New York, New Yorl E D
Our File No. 05335.3 090
JAN 2 & 201
SO ORDERED,
Hon. She?ry K. Heitler NEW YORK .
e COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
I VI
(PR |3
4248793.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 122313/97
05235/98
111059/98
123724/99
Edward Devine 100755/03
110506/03
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
......................................... X

WHEREFORE, defendant A W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A, W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, wa York

\+{13]\?
,.,.m, %;"M"‘ h é C\Z \ jl:’ géﬁl‘rﬁ
P . ff G ey h fw
ﬂ“\,‘,&w‘; B \‘
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. gty Julie R, Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG N WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff ) EDELMAN & DICKER LLP _
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant - B
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMEF, '
- 150 East 42™ Street \P
New York, New \5 1\0
” ) Our File No. 05335.30211 . 'LO“
ok
SO ORDERED, 4 ' Lo YOO (erICE
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler J AN 0 7 20 " LEN("Q
r:C)UNﬂ

4248798.1



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

---------------------------------------- x NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
———————————————————————————————————————— X (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

ARNOLD JOHNSON, Personal Representative Index No.: 99fif??ff
for the Estate of XAVIER PRANCKEVICUS, 98/111044
Plaintiff (s),
~against-
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

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

Defendants.

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 Ruleg § 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 g a jee

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and%E% %

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. AA& 2&~ﬁ@“ 2

Dated: Brooklyn, New York FFK“E

ERKS O
A= \A_, 2010 QW’W&%@& RK

)
_"A" "‘v‘ﬂ:‘

WEITZ & LUXENBER

orney for Defendant ' Attorneys for Pla
YIIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway
177 Montague Street New York, NY 10003
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500
(718} 855-9000

S0 ORDERED,

H?T#She]%y K Heitler JAN 07 2011
SKiH - Hova & Did:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

------------------------------------

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

------------------------------------

This Document Relates To:

Michael Delvecchio

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

Index Nos111049/98
112534/98
110669/00

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W., CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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
\2 ‘ \2 | \

J@‘-""’""‘W’JK

W iuﬂf G’
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. '“""“i
WEITZ & LUXENBERG \
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shersy K. Heitler

42504411

Julie R, Evans, Esq.

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street

New York, Newx,pr (£17E D \\
Our File No. 05 “

e 26 20N

ENY NOTK '
~UNTY CLERK'S OFF FFICE

RTRARAAI R}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

------------------------------------

IN RENEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:

Floyd Cady Sr.

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index N¢: 111051/98
| 40/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant AW, 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
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Yol'k, Ne]w York

ey
e £
Ine o X
Frank M., Ortiz, Esq. “‘“’s"‘"“‘“.;:f"’
WEITZ & LUXENBERG \\\fﬁ
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry'K. Heitler

4250446.1

JAN 07 20" (;,{)UNT‘(G

\ 1« piend
~. i T

Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant

AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10917 E D
Our File No. 053@@2

g YORK '
NEY gg‘qs OFF‘*‘



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
.- (Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 121829/97
10 8
111057/98
122599/99
Donald C. Flowers 104363/06
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

2 \2 12
s (‘ Tnd
i %quw y&u, L,:j p .x.A..,,.._,;‘i;‘g,,_a._ \‘ ,u Ny
FMW &nﬁf Fpususs™ % ,{j
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. RN Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG ‘H\‘* WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CI-IESdTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street
New York, New Yor FOO‘7 E D
Our File No. 05335.320
JAN 2 & 20m
SO ORDERED,
NEW YORK ~
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

4248793.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 122313/97
105235/98
123724/99
Edward Devine 100755/03
110506/03
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
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without ¢costs,

Dated: New York, wa York

\+[13]|\?

£, : P
.t'_‘-,'ilf g%#‘ %%' } ) _;5‘""" '(:’ e iy w@g;w;r.w . \-M}yﬂw

v"{im‘/fh {emw“’wyr \\;..i._u«‘““""flx
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. St - Julie R, Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG \\\M WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff ) EDELMAN & DICKER LLP _
700 Broadway Attomey for Defendant |

New York, NY 10003

e

WA
(,-- v’

SO ORDERED,

Hon. She‘rry K. Heitler

4248798.1

A.W. CHESTERTON COMP, \
Koo g i
Our File No. 05335, ozlélh“ 2 b 2o\

e YO eriOE

JANOT 20N ek
&



e

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index 1%6‘ 111069/98 )
114081/05
NO OPPOSITION
Richard Janca SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
......................................... X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W., CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary l
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

\afre v e
, .
!’ﬂ
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.31924

F11LED
JAN 07 2911 a2 b 20m

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE]

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

4250451.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index ﬁo: 111071/98 )
106369/02
NO OPPOSITION
Arthur Kingsland SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
......................................... X

WHEREFORE, defendant AW, 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
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

Dated; New YorT New York

\2 J\ @
O, B
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG :\\ WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attommey for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.21806

FILED

SO ORDERED, )
Hon: Shemy . Heler JAR 2 4 201
JAN 07 20" NEW YOI
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

4250453.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 112521/98
NO OPPOSITION

Raymond Weber 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 Yprk, New York

\2 l‘?
7 /:: A
O K e
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq, K‘ Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG \\ WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00885

FILED
ghn 24 20M

JAN 07 2011 cow*" wa;xww@

SO ORDERED,

42504356.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
......................................... X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 111049/98
0669/00
Michael Delvecchio NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
......................................... X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

\2 ‘ \Q I \ ¢
’rg*%j % { “} e A.J.,w%:,m.w (: \} : ');‘(;, du&f&
MA“ {: o \ d

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. ”‘Q"’;”:: Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG A WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New Yorks 1 %JH E D \\

Our File No. 05333.3%

- AT 201

SO ORDERED,
Hon, Shers# K. Heitler -t
NER TOTE
o UNTY CLERICS O

a0

4250441.1



X :/eases FBW33314/legal/NOSIM
_SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

"COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X Index No.: 112546/98
JOSEPH MCDERMOTT,
Plaintiff{(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
-against- ORDER
A.C. &S, INC. NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s).. 3
- _

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
§3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

S

ithout costs.

12 [14(0

prejudice

- , Esq. Suzann&M. Halbardier, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway FULTON BOILER WORKS
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14™ Floor

(212) 558-5500 New York, New York IOO(F 1
W (212) 313-3600 1L E D
SO ORDERED, JAN 2‘_ 4 Z@H

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler

B N w i
PRV L1 275

AOUNTY CLERI(S OFFICE




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
- X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION e
i FILED

This Document Relates To: : o ol

: JAN 24 &6
JOSEPH P. McDERMOTT and ROSALIE A. : NYCAL OFFICE
McDERMOTT, . LAS.Part30 ¥ counTY CLERKS

Plaintiff(s),
-against-
A.C. &8, INC,etal.,

Defendants.

. Index No(s).:

X

: YORK
. (Hon. Sherry Klein Fg?l‘rer) NEW

112546-98

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: ‘7, F"J'O

/\! w York, New York

Chrbs’Romanelli, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, W

‘MW

Kirs§n Alford Kneis, Esq.
Ké&A GATES LLP
orneys for Defendant

CRANE CO.

599 Lexington Avenue
New York, NY 10022-6030
(212) 536-3900

ﬁ‘nﬂ%y Klein Heitler

_ﬁ



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 113040/98
NO OPPOSITION

Martin Zuckerman SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

WHEREFORE, defendant AW, 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
AW. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and

without costs. F E Em F D

Dated: New Yorlk, New York JAN 25 B
ple® !
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK o~
e M\H,LL i
~ . J
Fraf& M. Oriiz, E5q. Panzee Blocin’ Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00443

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

JAN 07 2011

4248674.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
' (Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index NOJM?@
122872/00
109635/02
Raymond Almozara
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
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New Tork New York
1912

‘‘‘‘‘ - (" T
M&/ é/ - “"”<\ '\/"’w -
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. o Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG \\ : WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.-W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street

New York, New Y,

10017
Our File No. 05334917 SL ED

SO ORDERED, }%( Ezj JAN 2 4 201

Hon. % Heitler

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICH'

gt 07 2014

4250460.1




536.07879/AIM
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: :
: Index No.: 119840/98
CHRISTOPHER KANE, : 1

Plaintiff, : (September 2010 Monthly FIFO
: Trial Group)

vs.

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

AND ORDER
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor: Corporation, with
LI :

prejudice, and there being no oppoig

ORDERED, that upon notice 1 co- defﬁkdants all claims and

b \-X E—
crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyggs@géporatlon be and the
N C\v O\:\‘{(\
same are hereby dismissed with prqﬁﬂgkqﬁﬁand without costs.
DATED: \“*l\‘l""
East Hﬁg&vgr WaJers
,:J 1‘}4 4 h)’"w-s.
W A ..... M\;
FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. ww@?\:;‘ﬁ-
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WMN GARRITY, GRAHAM MURPHY GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P.O. Box 438
Eagt_ Hanover, New Jersey 07936
S0 ORDERED,
HonorabTe Bherry Klein Heitler

AN 2011

4---------------------------ﬁ




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

----------------------------------------- b4

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index NO:P‘.ZZI 76/98
04845/00

Martin S. Kaufman
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
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, NTW York
\?

= \ @
™ (’M\ L g/JLﬂS
F rank M "‘O rtlz - Esq i o - Julie R, Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG %\\:\ WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY D

150 East 42" Street | 2
New York, New York lg 7\ L

Our File No. 05335.026

@ é 2{ o a2 201
SO ORDERED, — RK
v\E'\ri\\:fg\Qs OFFICE

Hon. SheMy K. Heitler

R

4250461.1



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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.5. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 101176/99

RICHARD A. PAIGE
NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER

~ against -
A.C. & S., INC., et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being n¢
opposition thereto,

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

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dls@&ﬁs%ﬁ) with
&

o'y ‘ﬁx ok
prejudice and without costs. % % o
e
Dated: Brooklyn, New York pkﬁ-*“
\~ k” 2010 e .
7 e ey
(ﬁ /) P ) OFF\ -
Frank Ortiz, Esdq. = 1 ™' Bsq. |
Weitz & Luxenberg, Px Cullen d Dykman LLP }
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Richard A. Paige Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000
Our File No.: 11084-211°9
SO ORDERER: N/ /J
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler &Dtd ,/

S“&*_‘RCVd




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATIOﬁ\I
Ei;}HARD PAIGE, o

Plaintiffs,

— against —

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC,,

Defendant.

----X

Index No. 101176/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER

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

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

Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York

Lieﬁe/r\ 2010
3 ;f C.Dino galoulo

Frank Ortiz, Esq. S}Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg Montano

Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, NY 10003 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100y = T D
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York locg T

(646) 435-0300

SO ORDERED,

Hert lein-Heitler

A
2

4

IAN 07 20, s oFFice



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

MICHAEL PALUMBO,
Plaintiffs,
— against —
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC,,

Defendant.

X

X
Index No. 101196/99
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER

X

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

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

Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York

Degember @, 2010
D

oD b

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

[/

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.
MecCullough Ginsberg Mo
& Partners LLP.

Attorneys for Defendant,
320 East 53" Street, Suite 100
New York, New York 10022
(646) 435-0300

JAN 07 201

g)LEP

g 2 )

\N“WO

Ry 0S OFF\GE

\\y{:
caUNTY

Hon. Sherry chm-Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-— X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
DOUGLASS QUINN,
Index No. 101610/99
Plaintiffs,
— against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE
COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs to etther party.

Dated: New York, New York
December £, 2010

D j{‘ cp by 10EP

Frank Ortiz, Esq. C. Dino Haloulo3, Esq. I

Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg Montanogs® =

Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP. ot Gﬂ
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, e Jag‘.b OFF‘
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53" Street, Suite )5390“\"‘””‘ G

(212) 558-5500 s New York, New York 100

(646) 435-0300

SO ORDERED, . >
Hon. Sherry\Klein-Heitler




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

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

JOSEPH SBUTTONI,
Index No. 101612/99
Plaintiffs,
— against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.

X

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE
COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York
December ‘3 2010

’"“’Qf@j{‘ CDhg

Frank OI’tlZ Esq. C. Dino aloulBS’, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg \\_\ McCullough Ginsberg Montano
Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, F l L E D
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022 JAN 2 4 201

(646) 435-0300

NEW YORK

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

JaN 07 201



2

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
; x NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Klein Heitler)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 101624/99

JAMES RIGGINS, SR.,

Plaintiff(s), : NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
V. : AND ORDER
: ASTO DEFENDANT
WHITING CORPORATION, : WHITING CORPORATION
Defendant.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Whiting Corporation hereby requests summary
Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Whiting Corporation with prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

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

New York, New York

Dated: //5//f
AL T H L

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Chrlstopher Villanti, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WINSTON & STRAWN LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant Whiting Corporation
700 Broadway 200 Park Avenue

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10166

(212) 558-5500 (212) 294-6700 F l L E D

SO ORDERED, W JAN 2 & 707

Hon. Sherry Klein Meitler

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIGF

NY:1281063.1 JAN 07 20"




P
"
I

AFFIRMATION OF SERVICE

I, Christopher Villanti, state that I am an attorney in good standing and admitted to

practice in the courts of the State of New York, and that on January 5, 2011, I served a copy of
the foregoing Defendant's Notice of No Opposition Summary Judgment Motion and Order and
No Opposition Summary Judgment Motion and Order upon the following counsel:

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

2. All Defense Counsel in the New York City Asbestos Litigation

I hereby affirm the foregoing statements to be true under the penalties of perjury

A y Y
ey
. y
,

Dated: January 5, 2011
Christopher Villanti




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
___________ m—X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
ALDO PUGLIESE,
Index No. 102947/99
Plaintiffs,
— against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
____________ X

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE
COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

\>

December @, 2010

Dated: New York, New York ? \ \’ﬁ

\, 1
<\ _ )
\ C D—M‘/ > JORE e Ce
Frank Ortiz, Esq. C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. ﬁ@N V\@SO
Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg Montano - o\,€
Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP, 00\)“
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53™ Street, Suite 100

(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022

(646) 435-0300

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

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

FLOYD WEST,
Index No. 103285/99
Plaintiffs,
— against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.

X

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE
COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York
December 9_, 2010

O X oy P

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ﬁ C. Dino Haloulos; Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg \ McCullough Ginsberg Montano ’L“‘\\
Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP. yn

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, , \(o‘?\\k O\:?\Ga._\
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 &%) cak®

(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022 ¥ o

(646) 435-0300 cO

SO ORDERED,

JaN 07 201



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
— X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
JAMES RAY,
Index No. 103362/99
Plaintiffs,
— against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE
COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York
December £, 2010

ft&/\@ ji_ cDdk

Frank Ortiz, Esq. C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. % % D

Weitz & Luxenberg , McCullough Ginsberg Monﬁ % S

Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP. 1

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, JhM 24 19

New York, NY 10003 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 i

(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022 NI ": FFICE
(646) 435-0300 COUNTY (RS OFF \

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler

JAN 07 2011



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

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
ROBERT REID,
Index No. 103692/99
Plaintiffs,
— against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE
COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York
December £, 2010

e FIL o

Frank Ortiz, Esq. \ C. Dino HaloWos, Esq. \
Weitz & Luxenberg -- McCullough Ginsberg MontangAl ¢ = i1

Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, SR

New York, NY 10003 320 East 53 Street, Summmv Clkhni¥s uFH@F
(212) 558-5500 _ New York, New York 10022

(646) 435-0300

SO ORDERED,

Hon~$herry Klein-Heitler

o 7 701



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

- X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X
HENRY VERREGO,
Index No. 103833/99
Plaintifts,
— against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
-—- -—--X

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE
COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York
December B, 2010

NQ/ & j{_ CTo W7 —

Frank Ortiz, Esq. " C. DinoHaloulos, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg ) ‘ McCullough Ginsberg Montano
Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, F
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53" Street, Suite 10 I L E D
(212) 558-5500 ’ New York, New York 10022
_(646) 435-0300 JAN 2 4 201

SO ORDERED, ¢ NEW vo

erry Klein-Heitler COUNTY CLERK,;KOFFICE

JAN 07 207



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE; NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
- X
RICHARD ROBBINS,
Index No. 104052/99
Plaintiffs,
— against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
-—-- X

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE
COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

(Dl —

Dated: New York, New York
December &, 2010

O

Frank Ortiz, Esq. C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg - McCullough Ginsberg, Mo%ate

Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant ’LQ\‘\

New York, NY 10003 320 East 53" Street, Suite 1(@;‘« h A

(212) 558-5500 \ New York, New York 10022 _ Ns{o‘?\“‘ 09\:\03\
ol (646) 435-0300 ?“ﬁé\_@\@

SO ORDERED, oW

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler UH"I 0 7 20"
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

RICHARD ROBBINS,
Plaintiff(s),

- against -

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al.,

Defendants.

f%ﬁ Esq.

Index No.: 104052/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC,, hereinafter (“WEIL-

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

to either party.

Dated: ~Dec 2% ,2010
New York, New York

O\Jf—

Jebhnifer L. Budner, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant D
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain » E
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite @0\

New York, NY 10022 \ 200

(212) 651-7500 N 2 h

e “O\% oFFICE:
SO ORDERED, oY C\E
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler cov




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

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X

LOUIS ZEID,
Index No. 104569/99
Plaintiffs,
— against — i
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.

---- X

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE
COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, NeW York
December , 2010

‘—\Qﬂoj:{_ CI>IZ yLED

Frank Ortiz, Esq. C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg , McCullough Ginsberg Mcdhtano

Attorneys for Plaintiff ' & Partners LLP. 2 4 7011

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, JAN

New York, NY 10003 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 yORK

(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022 NL(‘,JN AKS OFFICE)
(646) 435-0300 ~OUNTY

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K¥in-Heitler

‘UH

U‘z," \;



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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 104743/99

LEVI H. WALTON
NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER

- against -
A.C. & 8., INC., et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Lay

and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being n
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims ang
cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.
Dated: Brooklyn, New York

; 2010
. 1
st ) Loty

*mr e e
Frank Ortiz, Esq. TR
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.

iolillo,

. Esqg.
ullen and Dykman LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Levi H. Walton Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 J ly
Our File No.: EO 4 E D
JAN 2 4 201

SO0 ORDERED; S )

JAN 07 201hew york

COUNTY. CLERK'S OFFICE

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

2




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
LEVIH. WALTON,
Index No. 104743/99
Plaintiffs,
— against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC,, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
--- X

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE
COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York
December 8, 2010

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 'ﬁ“ C. Dmo Halouloé Esq. §

Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg Montano ! 2 b N\\
Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP. )

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, Vi S 0 \‘-\Oe
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 o u’“,)“\

(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022~ el

(646) 435-0300

SO ORDERED,




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.5. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)

____________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 105423/99

MARVIN SCHUMER
NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER

- against -
A.C. & 8., INC., et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice La

and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint againstg

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being n
opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claﬁms ang

cross claims against defendant BU%N Ltc&mu§;ciapl856d wit]h

prejudice and without costs.

Jaw 2 O
Dated: Brooklyn, New York !
% CLgmrg OFFCE |
y e
Frank Ortiz, Esqg. ”mmﬁq” i ‘ngigZillo, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, p.c.m " Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Marvin Schumer Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000
Qur File No.: 11084-1
Lo r/l)‘\‘\;ﬂ‘
SO ORDERED: - .

e s arsin

SKH-RW@;LNL

Hon. Sherry K. [Heitler

=1




HOAGLAND, LONGO

. MORAN, DUNST &
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATEREON ST

PO BOX 489

NEVY BRUNSYMICK, MJ

SOUTH JERSEY

T01 WILTSEY'S MLL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ILA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)

INDEX NO.: 99-105423
This Document Relates 10: ‘

NO OPPOSITION
MARVIN SCHUMER SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
against

A.C. AND 8., INC., 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 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.

LISA BUSCH, BSC
WEITZ & LUXE
Attorneys for Plamtlff(s ;

MARVIN SCHUMER -
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

/e LED

Shefry-Klein HeMer

DATED: New York, New York

AR VW\\o

WENDY R. KAGAN, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP .
Attorneys for Defendant,

Kohler Co.

40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

SO ORDERED:

JAN 07 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
-—X
MARVIN SCHUMER,
Index No. 105423/99
Plaintiffs,
- against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE
COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York
December ©, 2010

‘—\9/‘(9 CcCIO 2~

Frank Ortiz, Esq. " C. Dino Haloulos, qu

Weitz & Luxenberg “ McCullough Ginsberg Montano
Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, NY 10003 320 East 53" Street, sw @OL
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 8002

(646) 435-0300 N 2 701

SO ORDERED,

lein-Heitler MEW (ORKM 'ﬁw.

( . ERKD
JAN 07 zof?fw'ww



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
WITOLD SOSNOWSKI,
Index No. 105620/99
Plaintiffs,
— against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE
COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC,, be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York
December 8, 2010

ﬁ{%@ﬁ‘ C'D%%ED

Frank Ortiz, Esq. C. Din¢ Haloulo
Weitz & Luxenberg \ McCullough Ginsberg Montano
Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP. JAN 2 4 2011
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53" Street, Su;te 100 NEW YORK
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York TO0028TY CLERK:
(646) 435-0300 =RK'S OFFICE]

SO ORDERED,

erry ¥ein-Heitler




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.5. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.,: 105650/99

PAUL J. SLOAN
NO-OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER

- against -
A.C. & 8., INC., et al.,
W

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby regquests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Lay
and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being nd
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and
cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. i: l l_ EE [)

Dated: Brooklyn, New York

A N\, 2010 JAN 2 4 201
e : -  ELEHAS OFFICHE

Frank Ortiz, Es

Weitz & Luxenberg, C. d-Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Paul J. Sloan Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000

Qur File No.: 11084-2236
SO ORDERED;

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler Qﬁtlllf,Zﬁix




536.06836/AIM
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:

GERALD CLAYTON CARPENTER, : Index No.: 06083/99

114255/04

Plaintiff,
(September 2010 Monthly FIFO

vs. : Trial Group)

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby
requests summary Jjudgment 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 tg%r

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Wdefend&ntséﬁgll%clalms and

l\mb Q‘( /
crossclaims against defendant, U 1E€§EEonva$Br Coqu§atlon be and the
V O
same are hereby dismigsed with prejudlce aqgﬁﬁgfhout costs.

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ.“x:fQ:‘ ' .
GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO

WEITZ & LUXENBERG R
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
ast Hanover, New Jersey 07936

80 ORDERED,

Honorable Sherry Rlein Heitler

JAM 07 201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
SUSAN G. ROSSBACH,
Index No. 108914/99
Plaintiffs,
— against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE
COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York
Decergber@ , 2010

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ‘\.:\ C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg S McCullough Ginsberg Montano
Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 o o
(212) 558-5500 ~ New York, New York 10022 F ﬁ P
M/M (646) 435-0300 oo B B
SO ORDERED, / JAM Z 4 il
Hon. S$ferry Klein-Heitler
NEW Y Q<
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE"

JAN 07 2011



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

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

CEDRIC VOTRA,
Index No. 110122/99
Plaintiffs,
— against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.

X

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE
COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York
Decgmber &, 2010

=D

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

A%

C_ Dino Haloulo Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg Montano AN 2 b 100
Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP. A .
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, E\N NOR 0‘;\:\0&_}-
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 N ?\K
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 1002%0\.)\“\(

—(646) 435-0300
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler

JAN 07 2011



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

———————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.8. Part 30
---------------------------------------- ble (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

ARNOLD JOHNSON, Personal Repregentative Index No.
for the Estate of XAVIER PRANCKEVICUS, 98/111044

Plaintiff (s),
-against-
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a MOTION AND ORDER
NATIONAL GRID, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL
GRID (“NATIONAL GRID”), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a
LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismisgsing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co- defendants all ‘E’
cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be andﬁe sjﬂé are
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. AAN 2“526“

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
A\ N\A L, 2010

Jo
WEITZ & LUXENBE
brney for Defendant Attorneys for Pla
IONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway

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

(718)855-9000

SO ORDERED,

Hh‘é‘s’h’ex\ty K. Heitler JAN 07 201
SKH - Heva & Dtd: —_—




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
—-X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
JOSEPH TOMAKA,
Index No. 110973/99
Plaintiffs,
— against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC,, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
— X

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE
COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York
December @, 2010

a ‘D,LM

C. Dino Haloﬁu}&s

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Gmsberg Mo%c& . E D
Attorneys for Plaintiff i & Partners LLP.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, NY 10003 320 East 53 Street, Suite 1004% 2 4 2011

(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022 .
(646) 435-0300 W YORK

COUNTY GLERK'S OFF,cg

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SherryKMin-Heitler

JAN G7 201



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

—————————————————————————————————————— X  NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.5. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 111152/99

DONALD H. SAWYER
NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice La
and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs’' Complaint againsf
defendant BURNHAM 1LLC, with prejudice, and there being ng
opposition thereto,

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

' 1{Eed with
G Dna

n s -
€y R
g i Mol E
s fiiad

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM ELI?, @ E
prejudice and without costs. =
AN

Dated: Brooklyn, New York W
N> \V3 2010

rtQJﬂ—)\— : s o o

o N

Frank Ortiz, ‘nglolillo, Esq.
Weitz & LuxenbeTrqg; P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Donald H. Sawyer Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000

Our File No.: 11084-1

" ’LW\\

\)
HEYAE 1% ’ﬂS\

o ‘\‘_u ,““
i

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler




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

______________________________________ X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to:
STEPHEN A. STEWART
Plaintiff,
- against -
A.C. & S., INC., et al.,
Defendants.
______________________________________ X
WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC,

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Lawy

and Rules Section §3212,
defendant BURNHAM LLC,

opposition thereto,

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

cross claims
prejudice and without costs.

Dated:

Rrooklyn, New York
.\ L .

P2 .. 0010

dismissing plaintiffs'

with prejudice,

against defendant BURNHAM LLC,

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

Index No.: 111889/99

NO-OPPOSITICON
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

hereby requests summar

Complaint agains

and there being n

be dismissed with

Y

1 i

@

el % ﬁ‘\{\ ,(.\‘Gv
. S “{C’{k\v OFf
Frank Ortiz, Esqg. N ,Q\Q
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen a Dykman LLP ~

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Stephen A. Stewart

700 Broadway, 6" Floor
New York, New York 10003
212-558~-5500

Brooklyn,
(718)

SO
/f

<7
Sherry K. Heitler

50 0O

&

Hon.

SKH - Rovd &

O
Attorneys for Defenda%ﬁyﬂﬁ
Burnham LLC
177 Montague Street
New York
855-9000
Our File No.:

C
11201

11084-2231

Ly 07 200

Dtd: ———\




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
- X
STEPHEN A. STEWART,
Index No. 111889/99
Plaintiffs,
— against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
------ X

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE
COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York
December 8, 2010

’”“‘”’Qf@"f{— C b

Frank Ortiz, Esq. C. Dlncﬁq%ulo\\géq/ a’g m
Weitz & Luxenberg \\,, \ McCullough Ginsberg Mgnt

Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP. T
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, g
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100

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

SO ORDERED,

New York, New York 10022 NEQERKQOFF "




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
— X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
RICHARD STACHELEK,
Index No. 112500/99
Plaintiffs,
— against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC,, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE
COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York
December 3, 2010

UD

Frank Ortiz, Esq. C. DinG"ﬁET()'ul(;Q'ﬁ'sq.

Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg MancI L E D
Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP.

C >k

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100JAN 2 4 2071
(212) 558-5500 ' New York, New York 10022
(646) 435-0300 NEW YORK
- COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SO ORDERED,

L

woa s



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

X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

ANTHONY PETRIZZO,
Index No. 113224/99
Plaintiffs,
— against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.

---- X

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE
COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC,, be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York
December B, 2010

O :9\- C ol ED

Frank Ortiz, Esq. C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg ._ McCullough Ginsberg Montano N 7_{)\\
Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP. JAN (2
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, Ce
rd ¢ - \N\‘ FF\

New York, NY 10003 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 W€ QKS
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022 | Y C

(646) 435-0300 ¢cO

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry ¥lein-Heitler

JAN 07 2011



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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S5. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 113986/99

WILLTAM T. STADLER
NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER

- against -
A.C. & 5., INC., et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice La
and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being nd
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and
cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: . Brooklyn, New York
1 WA 2010
gmﬂl\\d Moo, j- {w‘”ﬂ

Frank Ortiz, Esqg. Esqg.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C: Cullen and Dykman LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

William T. Stadler Burnham LLC

700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Montague Street

New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201

212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 .
Our File No.: 1FB'~*L E D

SO ORDERED: JAN 2 4 701

y . e BT ey
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler COURTY wmi o o




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

WILLIAM STADLER,
Plaintiffs,
— against —
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC,,

Defendant.

X

Index No. 113986/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER

X

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

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

Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’

complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York
December B , 2010

=0 X

Frank Ortiz, Esq. = S i C\Dmo Ha oul\éx'E,q
Weitz & Luxenberg ) McCullough Ginsberg ME Il) L E D
Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, N 2k 20
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53" Street, Suite 10
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022 \ew YORK
 (646) 435-0300 NT:(‘ CLERKS OFFlGE]

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SHerry ¥lein-Heitler

JAN 07 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

----------------------------------------- x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S, Part 30

(Heitler, J1.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 113986/99

William T. Stadler
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
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New Yaork, New York
\> 3 \\o

) S

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBER
Attorney for Plaintiff '
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

/i

SO ORDERED,

Julie Rf Evar, Es
, ELSER/MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorngy for Deféndant

Hon. Shérry Ki Heitler

4204475.1

AW. CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East Street

New York, ork 10

Our File No. 315.({00% D
JAN 2 4 2011
NEW YORK

q

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

T 201




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

-—-- ----X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X

DONALD VINEY,
Index No. 115487/99
Plaintiffs,
-~ against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.

X

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE
COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York
December 9, 2010

f?“&f & % CD k7

Frank Ortiz, Esq. C. Dino Haloulos}Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg MontaF ' L
Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP, E D
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, NY 10003 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 VAN 2 4

New York, New York 10022 201
6) 435-0300 coun T\,(\’EW YORy

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shé'ﬂf KI¥n-Heitler

Ui 07 201‘1




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

______________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to:
JOHN RANDOLPH TUCKER
Plaintiff,
- against -
A.C. & S., INC., et al.,
Defendants.
______________________________________ X
WHEREFQORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC,

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Lay

and Rules Section §3212,
defendant BURNHAM LLC,

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-

Cross
prejudice and without costs.

New York
2010

Dated: Brooklyn,

A>\\ >

r

....

dismissing plaintiffs'

with prejudice,

claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC,

- A3y 2
,/7/ﬁﬁ7 /ﬁﬁﬁéh i

NYCAL
I.A.S5. Part 30
(Judge Heitler)

Index No.: 118269/99

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

hereby requests summary
Complaint against

and there Dbeing nd

defendants, all claims and

be dismissed with

7

O
Frank Ortiz,

Weitz & Luxenberg,S;.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff
John Randolph Tucker

700 Broadway, 6" Floor
New York, New York 10003
212-558-5500

SO ORDERED:

-,\‘u'ﬁ‘f“ RN i .-
Lo \,ES‘q" ~ s

[

eph M.~ Argiolil
Cullen and Dykma@QO
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC
177 Montague Street

Brooklyn, New York 11201
(718) 855-9000
Our File No.: 11084-~1

AN 07 201

Hon.

Sherry K. Heitler

/‘\




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
JOHN N. SCHAEFER,
Index No. 119068/99
Plaintiffs,
- against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE
COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York
December @, 2010

N ‘ .
. Ol
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ﬁ: C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg A McCullough Ginsberg Montano o D
Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP. N V’*ﬂn
700 Broadway + Attorneys for Defendant, | B
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53" Street, Suite 10 . 1“\\
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022 Jha A

- 646) 435-0300 '
SO ORDERED, o QLER

Hon.




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 119721/99

ALFRED M. ROKITKA
NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Lay
and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being n
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims ang
cross claims against defendant RURNHAM LLC, be dismissed wit
prejudice and without costs.

~Arooklym, New York

| 1 074 I g;f:l[_)
dfﬂ~$%ef"‘_/Lfﬂ”_f N

Frank Ortiz, Esdg. N‘Q?: . rolillo, Esg.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ™ Cullenlafid Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Alfred M. Rokitka Burnham LLC D
700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Montague St t‘ ‘QE
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New Yﬁ 1T201
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 201

Our File No.: 1108§Nwﬁzh

$5¥

SO ORDERED; cOUNv(C

Hon. She ’y K. Heitler JAN 07 20”




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

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
- X
ROTKITKA ALFRED, nq-]Q \ qq
Index No. 11972/99
Plaintiffs,
— against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Detendant.

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE
COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York
December 8 ,2010

O X o e
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ‘ﬁr C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg O McCullough Ginsberg Montano E 0
Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP. \
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, \
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100, 5 1%
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022 IMW L
(646) 435-0300 - Nw{ %

N ,\."Eg%

SO ORDERED, _ coun™
Hon. Mein-l{eitler

JAN 07 2011




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

______________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to:
NICHOLAS HERNANDEZ
Plaintiff,
- against -
A.C. & S8,, INC., et al.,
i
Defendants.
______________________________________ X
WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC,

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

and Rules Section §3212,

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice,
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co—d@f

cross claims against defendant BURNMAM LLC

hereby requests

dismissing plaintiffs'

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

Index No,: 120275/99

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

summar\

Complaint against

and there being ng

i
ndgﬁtsi“yll;claims and
w PE K

be’dlsmlssed with

judi ‘ pan 2R B
prejudice and without costs. -
- \
< S OFF
Dated: Brooklyn, New York ' GOUNT{SﬁYOR
V2N\\3 , 2010 N

(\*{

@n*\i

g

Frank Ortiz, Es
Weltz & Luxenberg,

P.C.

%Mkaﬁpg{ol 1lo,
Cullen and Dykman LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff

Nicholas Hernandez
700 Broadway,

6" Floor

New York, New York 10003

Esq.

Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC
177 Montague Street

212-558-5500

SO ORDERED: .

Hon,

Sherry K.Meitler

Brooklyn, New York 11201
{(718) 855-9000
Qur File No.: 11084-1
JAN 07 200

SKH - Revd & Dtd: ——

y

L




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

| NYCAL
' LA.S. Part 30

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

ROSEMARY KING, Individually and as Executrix for

the Estate of HARRY A. KING,

Plaintiff,
-against-

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

Defendants.

. (Heitler, J.)

| Index No.: 120328/99

i 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 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
~{3 2010

2

AR

Steven T. Corbin, iEsq.

Attorney for Defendant

Peerless Industries, Inc.,

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP
199 Water Street, Suite 2500

New York, New York 10038-3516

(212) 232-1300

SO ORDERED,

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff

ROSEMARY KING, IndividuaFm‘as Ec

Estate of HARRY A. KING
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

A

700 Broadway JAN 2 & 201
New York, New York 10003
212) 558-5500 RK "

Hon. %rry K1¢in Heitler

4846-3388-4422.1

?8\\“6“7 W‘m




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

---------------------------------------- X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.8, Part 30
———————————————————————————————————————— X (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

JAMES P, KENNEDY and THERESA E. DEVINE as Index No.: Q 54
Co-Executors for the Estate of JAMES T. 99/120450
KENNEDY,

Plaintiff{g), H

-against - EF xl; L ETQ 3

@ SUMMARY JUDGMENT
.NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a ‘M O RDER
NATIONAL GRID, et al.,
B
Defendants. £ @@ﬁﬂ@f?@ﬁEfWﬂSEWFWHE
________________________________________ x é' NEW YORIK

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAIL 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 cage, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Ruleg § 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
crosg claimg against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

‘New York

AttOrneys /for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway

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

(718) 855-9000

50 ORDERED,

Heﬁ#)ghéfry K. Heitler

al Wfd??
Shiv-... e -\




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index Ne<121983/99 )
109114/00
105205/05
Raymond C. Lobus NO OPPOSITION I
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ,
ORDER |
......................................... X |

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
~ Lo [
W"*m.f'“ Ty g (“\ o Gdts
WD, M—‘« -
Frank M. Ortlz Esq. x\: Julie R. Evans, E’sq
WEITZ & LUXENBERG “v\\ ) WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street

SO ORDERED,

New York, New York 10017
Qur File No, 05335. FS

ED

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

4250464.1

AR
\,E %Q ul

JAN o‘%‘”znn




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

-----------------------------------------

IN RENEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------

This Document Relates To:

John M. King

-----------------------------------------

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

Index Nos 1219
106450/00
100678/07

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
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed withouB‘ejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
RetonbaciA o

Fmﬂ%@ﬁﬁ-’ésq Dawige BLowir
WEITZ & LUXENBERG

Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Hb‘itler

4248398.1

FiLE

a2 4 101

N

ouNTYQ-Em(

YORK
SOFRCE

Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant

A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017

Our File No. 05335,33733

JAN 07 2011




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S5. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 122193/99
PHILIP J. SABELLA
NO-QOPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER
- agalnst -
A.C. & S., INC., et al.,
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Lay

and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being n
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims ang
cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Broo lyn, New York ? \\pﬁ

™ 2010
N - g, Ml FL“‘\‘\
/ A ) A2
Frank Ortlz, Esq. = seph M gidlillo, E@g{“‘é FFK“
Weltz & Luxenberg, P. ' Cullen and Dykman LLP' “L&‘\
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defq&@aﬁf
Philip J. Sabella Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6 Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000
Our File No.: 11084-2120

111




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

X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X
PHILLIP SABELLA,
Index No. 122193/99
Plaintiffs,
— against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.

- X

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE
COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York
December , 2010

Frank Ortiz, Esq. C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg \. - McCullough Ginsberg Mont ‘ L E D
Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, ot
New York, NY 10003 320 Bast 53 Street, Suite 100w 2 & ¢
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022 K
(646) 435-0300 NEW é) o OFFICE

T C
SO ORDERED, cOUN

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler



From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier Page: 2/2 Date: 12/17/2010 5:34:01 PM

X.i/cases/FBW39093legal/NOSIM

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK.

X Index No(: 122201/99: D
114286/00 & 103645/06

MARK WITTER,

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

A.C. & S., INC. NYCAL
I.LA.S. Part 30
Defendant(s).

X

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
§3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed wﬂ:h

prejudice and without costs.

(217 / 16
W&m- Mecttha) Kot  Halbardier, Esq.
ITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
180 Maiden Lane FULTON BOILER WORKS

New York, New York 10038
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

~ (212) 313-3600

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

This fax was sent with GFl FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: hitp:/Mww.gfi.com



http:lhrvww.gfi.com

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index Nq: 122201/99
' 0
125333/00
Michael Zogby 114257/00
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.
FILED

Dated: New York, New York

TNARTIL

: pv\s OFFICE™
/ .?/,?;/ 200

~ErsficM-Ortiz-Esq. Baue) Mo Tow s Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.10642

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry™. Heitler

JAN 07 2011

4248487.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No
114286/00
103645/06
Mark Witter NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
......................................... X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
Jjudgment 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 Yor Ne York

\a
NAE X s B
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG \i\ WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff e EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

Hon, . Heitler

4250470.1
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AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street L D
New York, New YOIEO 7

Our File No. 05335.32074
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
— X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
ROBERT JAMES PURDY II1,
Index No. 122334/99
Plaintiffs,
— against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
--- X

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE
COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York
December f’ 2010

NQ»Oj(_ C T>b \-\_\.‘E’D

Frank Ortm Esq. C. Dinom, Esq. o

Weitz & Luxenberg ., McCullough Ginsberg Montano N 2 n T

Attorneys for Plaintiff ' & Partners LLP. Nl %

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, o> O?‘,a oﬁF\c’e
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 ;\‘ QP‘V‘

(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 1002%0\)

(646) 435-0300

SO ORDERED,
Hon. %e?’ry\l(/lein-Heitler

JAN 07 2011



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RENEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

————————————————————————————————————

This Document Relates To:

Donald C. Flowers

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 121829/97
105232/98

111057/98
&

104363/06

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
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Yf ew York
\2 I o

%ﬁ*fm ~~~~~ \

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. S '\%}"_
WEITZ & LUXENBERG ~
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shefry KJ Heitler

4248793.1

(-\ 7; ,,\vm‘“
T

Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant

AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New YorFO0‘7 E D

Qur File No. 05335.320

JAN 2 4 201

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE.



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)

INDEX NO.: 99-123532

This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION

SAMUEL TUMIA AND NETA TUMIA SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MQTION AND ORDER

against

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'
complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

DATED: New York, New York
\V2\BN\\O

Ve N (0
2 &

ENDY R. KAGAN, FRANK M. ORTIZ, E
HOAGLAND, LONGO, N WEITZ & LUXENBERG
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for Defendant, SAMUEL TUMIA and NETA TUMIA
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 New York, NY 10003
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903
SO ORDERED:
MORAN,DUAST & SHERRY KLEMW HEITL‘EFL D
DOUKAS, LLP F E
ATTORMNEYS AT LAW
;dgf:TH JERSEY
ATERSON 8T
\
mgﬁﬁﬁgwm, N J AN ? A 2“‘
Eﬁ:ﬁi&fg MILL RD HEW YOR‘;O FF\GE

HAMMONTON; NJ J AN 0 7 20‘“ COUNTY CLERK'




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 123615/96

JAMES R. STANDER
NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER

- agalnst -
A.C., & $., INC.,, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby regquests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Lay
and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being n
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims ang
cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed wit}
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: .Brooklyn, New York

ﬁr“mmwl L AR cmiﬁiiiﬁ

Frank Ortiz, Esqg. T eph M.~ iolillo, Esg.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
James R. Stander Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6% Floor 177 Montague Street D
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New 11‘5@
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000
Qur File No.: 11084—% 1W“
SN
N ORK cE
S0 ORDERE _______ xusfé.“d"\*' g OFF
CLE
WY
JAN 07 26"

Hon., Sherry K. Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
—X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
—X
JAMES R. STANDER,
Index No. 123615/99
Plaintiffs,
— against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
———- X

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE
COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York

cember 3_, 2010
~O %

Dbz

Frank Ortiz, Esq. C. Dirio Haloulos, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg - McCullough Ginsberg Montano
Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP. e
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendg’z’t, 5 ‘ﬁw e
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53" Street, $uite 100
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022 ., .t
(646) 435-0300 Jhin
| aK
SO ORDERED, new e orFicEl
Hon. Shérry Klein-Heitler GOUNW

Jre )y 2



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RENEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:

Edward Devine

-----------------------------------

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 122313/97
105235/98

/98

123724/99

100755/03

110506/03

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
Jjudgment 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
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, Nisw York
\+{13]\®

,,,,,,,

ﬂl‘:f»mw npwpo 2‘]{‘ "\‘\

=MAED

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG N
Attorneys for Plaintiff )
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

-«nrzmwawj}}rsw;-. :

e

B

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

4248798.1

N,y Sars
J

Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant

A.W. CHESTERTON COMP,
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New YE 1\0\"
35

Qur File No. 053 0211

mvoram o

7k 20\

0



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30
i (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
Arnold M, Littlewood, as Executor for the Estate of + Index No.: 125070/99
Arnold Tom Littlewood and Eva Marie Littlewood, ;
Individually;
Plaintift,
~against- i NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C.AND S.,INC,, ET AL. MOTION AND ORDER '
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requiests summary judgment in i
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plainti{f’s
complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there beiﬁg
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 w1th prejudice and without

costs.

Dated: New York, New York

 Deremrr 2o
e € 1 é?’Q Pz BZ/
Megan E. Kfjbgstein, Esq. Michael Fanelli, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff
Peerless Industries, Inc., Amold M. Littlewood, as Executor for the Estate of
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP Arnold Tom Littlewood and Eva Marlc Lnttlewoo
199 Water Street, Suite 2500 Individually b
New York, New York 10038-3516 Weitz & Luxenberg
(212) 232-1300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003 oM
SO ORDERED, pr YORK
Hon. S\Rﬁy Klein Heitler COUN f ¥ LLr.RKb OFFICE

1863-20293

4833-9405-8502.1

doo 7701



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 125761/99
NO OPPOSITION

Adolph V. Weber 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 herﬁ dismissed without prejudice and

without costs. gﬂ'
gil

Dated: New York, New York et U’ﬂ
IR
w5 O FF\GE
L
j COUNT\( o YOP‘K e =, A
i e
M /0?/2.17/2,0/0 : J
—Erank M-Oetiz-EXT- Semue) ey iz Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attomeys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335,10885

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shei®y K. Heitler

JAN 07 200

4248476.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
......................................... X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No
105494/00
112083/00
James E. Lewis
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 AW, 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

\2 ‘ \7 \ =2
AL O B
U ﬁ"f [ \.
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. b Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG \ WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff . EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335# % L D
SO ORDERED, @L i 1M
Hon. Sherfy K. Heitler JAN z
i YOR
N‘:—‘Vd \-(_ ro
NN wokon | it
NTY CLER

N oy 20m®

4250480.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No? 125767/99

105475/00

John D. Larkin
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY

JUDGMENT

MOTION AND 1
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
Jjudgment 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 YO(k, New York

e B W
—\gé/ é/) b (\},,La, e

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. : Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG \\ WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017 E D

Our File No. 05335#0% %ﬂ

SO ORDERED, 2 20\
Hon. Sherry K. Hbitler ol

WEV YOR S OFF\CE

JAN 07 @iy LERKS

4250476.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index klﬁ 125768/99 D
- 107321/00
Ronald E. Mangold 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

AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs,

Dated: New Yqrk, New York
1211210
JAéD -

o f»-»-v"’\
F rank M. Ol'tlZ Esq. e Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG \ WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017 ..
Qur File No. 05335.11592 0 \

SO ORDERED, ? \ \-

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

.....

JAN 07 2011

4250486.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
........................................ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index Nof 125768/99
107297/00
Douglas F. Mathews 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
AW. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
v\ 3

~=

FrankM Ortiz, Esq

Julie R, Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG NN WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff ™ ' EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017

FOI{ F\tlan.uelz

20\

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Weltler s 2 b
c:O““m o=

JAN 07 2011

4250492.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

------------------------------------

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates To;

Norma A. Huff

------------------------------------

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index Nd 125769,
100769/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New YO(k, wa York

3
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. Q‘{:
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SherryK. Heitler

4250497.1

Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017

Our File No. 05335.1273
ur File No F ‘ L E D

JAN 2 4 201

NEW YORK

J AMM‘ﬁ RK'S OFFICE



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index Na7125775/99
105 00
110978/06
Joseph M. Harcrow Sr.
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
......................................... X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant AW, 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.

ew York
@

D

Dated: New Yr
\ 2

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.

Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG N\\\\ WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff 3 EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 16017
Our File No. 05:#).31‘35&. E- D
201
SO ORDERED, /) JAN 2 4
Hott” She¥ry K. Heitler
YORK
oUNT“
JAN 07 2011

4250505.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J1.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 125779/99
1 0/00
Joseph J. Galdys Jr. 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 éo-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
ity

" S S
TN E =N b Zie

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. o Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG ) WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street
New York, New 0g7
Our File No. 053381 1£3L E D
JAN 2 4
SO ORDERED, 24 20m
Hon. NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE’

4250508.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK.
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION , LA.S. Part 30
t (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i
. Index No.: 103005/04, 122111/97,
ROBERT PYANOWSKI AND JOAN ANN : -
PYANOWSK], ;
]
Plaintiff(s), i
]
~against- \
' NO OPPOSITION
A.C. &S.,INC,, etal, ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER

Defendant(s).

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant Patterson Pump Company with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Patterson Pump Company be and the % are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
P
without costs. %y i

Dated: New York, New York

DEtewmboer 30 2010

¢
Hadthens Hol Anvgye B33,

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

Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff

Patterson Pump Company Robert Pyanowski and Joan Ann Pyanowski
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. ShesfyKlein Heitler

454-0001

DXA0001-1




= SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION , LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: | -
' Index No.: 1030 122111/97,
ROBERT PYANOWSKI AND JOAN ANN ! (125791/99 )
PYANOWSKI, ! '
]
Plaintiff(s), E
]
-against- :
' NO OPPOSITION
A.C.&S., INC, et al., ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
 MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). |

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabceo, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint
against defendant Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, 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 smxmﬁer@ dismissed with prejudice and without
costs. . 2”& ‘N\E\

Dated: New York, New York ?\“ \(
R

'Y
_\)Q(;Qm\;e( 22010 00\3‘“ weW

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. ‘ M (&,\ik&g ﬁ)\‘\
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. ITZ & LUXENBERG, %‘% \(Q')

Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Oakfabco, Inc. Robert Pyanowski and Joan Ann Pyanowski
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 ' (212) 558-5500
SO ORDERED, M
Hon. She ein(Heitler

2571-0934Z

JAN 07 2011

DXAQ001-1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates To: Index N¢* 125798/99
- 104471/00

Duane Broughton 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. D
Dated: New York, New Yo F ‘ L E
MM@N Q I 24 zm\

%3
22 ey Srecr
. cou

FIank MOz, Danviec Blow N Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
QOur File No, 05335.11446

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

AN 07 261

4248294 .1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

......................................... x

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION . LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

-----------------------------------------

This Document Relates To: ‘ F E Em E D ;3% ' Index NO‘%
3 3 1

Carlo Briscoli | JAN 24 2811 4 NOOPPOSITION
' SUMMARY
CE
" GOUNTY CLERKS OFF JUDGMENT
- NEW e 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 AW, 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
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

/R / /6/4 ¥a /
BenktZomtzBsh. Soraid] Mei ol 1x. Julie R. Evans, Esq,
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.11439

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry N. Heitler

+aN 07 2011

4248285.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No? 125799/99 )
104449/00
114151/02
John R. Catanzaro
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
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby ﬁssed without prejudice and

without costs.
Dated: ew York, New York F N 20\
52.51/0 \\M\l

\(On‘ m \ClE

N
/ % om‘fo"‘;ﬁw N >
c0O

Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBEI% wae BLovins WILSON, ELSER(,] MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherfy K. Heitler

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.31932

FJAN 07 201

4248310.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

----------------------------------------- x

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 100550/00
NO OPPOSITION

Harold Rinehart SUMMARY

\ JUDGMENT

MOTION AND
ORDER

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

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
Jjudgment 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 Yol'k, ew York

AV [V
4 N ““S‘i . 5"‘
~NNE =K Qi B
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. W«< Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017

Our File No. OSﬁ.l‘)ﬁf_ ED

SO ORDERED, JAN 2 4 200

Hon. Sherry kY Heitler

NEW YORK
SOUNTY CLERKS

JAN 07 2011

OFFICE

4250629.1




536.09146/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:

ROBERT E. BRANN, Deceased, : Index No.: 100552/00
Plaintiff, : (September 2010 Monthly FIFO
: Trial Group)
v,
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATIOCN, : 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.

o-defendants, all claims and

ORDERED, that upon notice to all

g A ;_?’» ,
crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the
o A, :

. . ey &,
same are hereby dismissed withe. préjudice aQ§QW1tBbut costs.

parep: \2{\2]r e
Eaat H &o er, BJer

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ p———
WEITZ & LUXENBERG \“W:\

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY GAROFALO

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

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

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler

w7201




536.09137/AJM
SUPREME COQURT 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:

THOMAS I.. BALLING, Deceased, : Index No.: 100553/00
Plaintiff, : (September 2010 Monthly FIFO
: Trial Group)
v,
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 32lf§\dismissing plaintiff's

N

Complaint against defendant, Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no oppqglpién tHEret%’
® O
ORDERED, that upon notidg%to a%} co- dgﬂ@ﬁdants all claims and
&, it
¥ N
crossclaims against defendant, United Convaygk Corporation, be and the

A N

\
RN
same are hereby dismissed with pre@ﬁﬁlce and without costs.

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESOQ. STEPH%N F./é%ﬁlo,%SQ.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG W GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Atterneys for Plaintiff & FLINN

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

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

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sherry Klein Heltler

fesaom




HOAGLAND; LONGO
MORAN, DLNST &
DOLKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAWY

NORTH JERSEY
40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX, 480

NEW BRUNSYICK, NJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, NS

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY LLA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)

INDEX NO.: 00-100553
This Document Relates to:

NO OPPOSITION
THOMAS L. BALLING, JR., AS EXECUTOR FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE ESTATE OF THOMAS L. BALLING AND JO MOTION AND ORDER

ANNE RADER BALLING, INDIVIDUALLY

against

A.C. AND S, INC,, 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 plaintiffs'
complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

DATED: New York, New York /5/ I
\)\’/ENDYH AN, ESQ. _J He??exﬁ%cr Martthewd Tgart
| HOAGLAN ONGO, MORAN g WEffZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

DUNST & DOUKAS LLP ?
Attorneys for Defendant, Thomas L. Balling, Jr., as Executor for the

Kohler Co. N (e Estatgedf Thomas L. Balling and Jo Anne
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 9 o@%ﬁegauing, Individually

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 . f\x\\{?\\k 0 Broadway

R OV New York, NY 10003

o
SO ORDERED:

SHERRY KFEIN HEITLER

o Ny

Aﬁomeys for Pramtfr(gy, ™~ — T

B
—



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

----------------------------------------- x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 100557/00
NO OPPOSITION

Roger Dessurcault 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
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New Yo k N w York

«ij) =X Cpa 2o

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. ey - Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG \‘ WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.10652

7 FILED

SO ORDERED,
K JHeitler
OPX¥
o T‘\‘; é'gn 5 OFFICE
JAN 07 2011

4250632.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

----------------------------------------- x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S, Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 100592/00
NO OPPOSITION

William T. Franklin 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
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and

without costs.
FILED
Dated: New Yorﬁ, New York . J AN 74 E%’ﬂ

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
% p

NEW YORK Q" oSS
i/

FrankM-OrtizyEsq. Damsz Broosn Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.08584

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K.

JAN 07 2011

4248361.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 101032/00
NO OPPOSITION

Cary Blocker Sr. 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
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New Yo[ ljew York
V3

‘-—\ﬁéf“ & X

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. N .
WEITZ & LUXENBERG N
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

Wt
X -
SO ORDERED, 'Z’IV

Hon. Aherry K. Heitler

4250635.1

e
(\}M Eders

Julie R, Evans, Esq.

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attomey for Defendant

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017

Our File No. 05335.10823

tLED

JAW 2 4 201

BN Y ORK 1
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE’

"JAN 0~ 72011



536.09227/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YQORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : TAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:

Index No.: 101760/00
WESLEY SCHWARTZ, Deceased,

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO

Plaintiff, : Trial Group)
vs.
: NO OPPOSITION
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY J'U'F‘E
et al., : AND ORDER
Defendants. JER 2 el J
3 UNTY (_,Ltﬁ rﬁ\»:ﬁu ({jﬁfﬁ@%
WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyo ‘._%orgﬂﬁﬂﬂ% 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
crossclaimg against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: (. \=

e

a6 oyer; Héw Je .
WWNM AL P

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ.“Wtiﬁf . /B2

WEITZ & LUXENBERG . GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO

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

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

S0 ORDERED,

Honorable Shé%ry Klein Heitler

T EER
SAVAEE




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ‘;
CHARLES VITALE, as Executor for the Estate of Index No.: 101760/00
WESLEY A. SCHWARTZ and EVELYN J. SCHWARTYZ, !
Individually, :
Plaintiff, i
-against- { NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C.and S,, INC,, et al. . 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 § 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

DETemAR 27 2010
27y - m

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. FOR I ORLESY. M. choy! Tawell
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff

Peerless Industries, Inc. Charles Vitale, as Executor for the Estatc of
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP Wesley A. Schwartz and Evelyn Schwartz, Ind.
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C

" New York, New York 10005
(212) 232-1300

700 Broadway L~ EL S
New York, New York 10003 B T el D
(212) 558-5500

4 LW /1
SO ORDERED, Al A 20m

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler W YORK

COUNTY CLEHRK'S OFFICE”

4819-7633-0760.1 JA Aj 0 720 1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 102466/00
NO OPPOSITION

Francis J. Brooks 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 Yqgrk, New York

\t|afv2
§™ » (f‘ N Cons
,.;:.f"m"'“-dxa /. . L | i /f
£ ~ U i ""&
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. “‘*uﬁ%‘;f' Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG \T‘ WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attomey for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017

Our File No. 05335.11968 E 0

SO ORDERED, \ , W\
Hon. Shetfy K., Heitler 2 b 1%
ahR
PN, fF\GQ
NEY LodD
o

JAN 07 2011

4248291.1




536.08809/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:

FRANCIS J. BROOKS, Deceased, : Index No. : 102466/00
Plaintiff, : (September 2010 Monthly FIFO
: Trial Group)
ve.
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION

et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION

AND ORDER
Defendants.

\.
WHEREFORE, defendant, Unite% apnjggbr ‘Ceorporation, hereby
; )
requests summary Jjudgment inﬁ%h%‘above enﬂgtled*case pursuant to
a\ 5,, -

Civil Practice Law and Rules Sect&on 32;2€f%&sm1381ng plaintiff's

A ERES

Complaint against defendantt cgﬁﬁgq&ﬂnghveyor Corporation, with
prejudice, and there being no gpp081tlon 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 : \“»\\?]“7

East Hanower, N ,MJers
.{f-’ﬁ. 1 "~ ) A =
- ijk' ij @mﬂji

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESOQ. «xm\-”ﬁ

WEITZ & LUXENBERG \} GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY GAROFALO

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

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

SO ORDERED,

Honorablé%herry Klein Heitler

JAN 07 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 103412/00
NO OPPOSITION

Warren E. Burnham SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

\ 'uf 12 |
A
Frank M., Ortiz, Esq. "“‘“" \ ’ Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG \ " WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017 :
Our File No. 05335.11969E D ‘_
SO ORDERED, X F \
Hort-Sherry K. Heitler L 0
1T YORK FF\GQ
oY CGuER AKS O

O

4250700.1



536.15830/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:
Index No.: 103413/00

WILLIAM A. WAGNER, Deceased,
(September 2010 Monthly FIFO

Plaintiff, : Trial Group)

vS.
NO OPPOSITION

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, . Fbm ﬁT@
et al., : AND ORDE

Defendants. : JAM AL

% T O s OFF FiCE
WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conve&% q@gm&ﬁﬁﬁlon, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above- entltled 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 againgt defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED : \q’( \51) 2

East Hardwer, Ney Jerse
”““‘""% 3“@‘
b, ¢

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. \

i

WEITZ & LUXENBERG QO GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY GAROFALO

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

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350

ast Hanover, New Jersey 07236

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler JAN 07 20“




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

......................................... x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 103416/00
NO OPPOSITION

Francis X. Hoyles 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. —
i i e e D
Dated: New York, New York

(7'! \3 !‘ 2 aad 24201

: ) N e . SV ORK
i< Ny 4 1%&-&%’%&(‘8 OFFICE]

Julie R. Evans, Esq.

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG , WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.11945

SO ORDERED,

JAN 07 2011

4250707.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X

This Document Relates To: Index N‘ +103500/00
1

Joseph J. Elter
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

wi@out costs. %: % %m E D

Dated: New Yark, New York
1\7 [\~ oan 2 4 200
*,

: T el NEWHORK ;
A

L~ & N

Frank M. Ortiz, Esg. v Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG N WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.11694

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry%{/ Heitler

JAN 07 2011

4250719.1




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

X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To: :
ANNA PATTNOSH and DIANE O’LEARY, ' NYCAL
Individually and as Co-Administrators of the Estate of :

" LA.S. Part 3@
VINCENT J. PATINOSH, SR., . (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

Plaintiff(s), ' Index No.: 103534-00
-against- ~ NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
ABB LUMUS CREST, INC., et l., : ‘{,‘3})‘;“1?‘3“ MOTION AND

Defendants. :
X
WHEREFORE, Defendants CRANE CO. and CRANE PUMPS & SYSTEMS, INC.,

hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and
Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendants CRANE CO. and
CRANE PUMPS & SYSTEMS, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
Defendants CRANE CO. and CRANE PUMPS & SYSTPA%II“— bﬁn e same are hereby,

Y
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. \AN YT \

Dated: ”'/"' /®

New York, New

*»

Kevin Berry, Esq. Kirstey Alford Kneis, Esq.
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER, P.A. K&L/GATES LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff{(s) Agbrneys for Defendants
110 William Street, 26" Floor CRANE CO.
New York, NY 10038 CRANE PUMPS & SYSTEMS, INC.
(212) 267-3091 p 599 Lexington Avenue
New York, NY 10022
212) 536-3990
SO ORDERED,

Hon. SKerry Riéin Heitler
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 104164/00
NO OPPOSITION

Raymond St. Gelais 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
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

AR
~ANRE “?ffi& Qe S
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. Y Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335. 2(,.3
SO ORDERED, 1 y 100N
Hon. SherryX. Heitler \w}& 1 ,
\ NG =
R ge o
OE®

Lt e AN GO\N"\(

4250722.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION [.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 104181/00
NO OPPOSITION

Herbert L. Stengel Jr. 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
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs,

Dated: New YO(k, New York

213
A
N _ N Y y alans
’ L’—\ W“‘“y) (\
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. “*"\":':‘n,“: Julie R, Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG D WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W., CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 100
Our File No. FB‘ 1 706 D
SO ORDERED, JaN 2 4 200

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
NEW YORK
. Y (_,LLRK'S OFFICE

JAN 07 2011

4250753.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 09/9
' 104449/00
14 (

John R. Catanzaro
NO OPPOSITION I

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 issed without prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: ew York, New York " rLﬂ)‘\\
Docenoer 1520 w2 ‘
NEl Sy, St
GO\)VW" ¥

Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBE g Beovin WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway _ Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.31932

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherfy K. Heitler

FJAN 07 2011

4248310.1



536.14516/AJM
SUPREME CQURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:

JOHN R. CATANZARO, : Index No.: 104449/00
: :14151/05

Plaintiff,

: (September 2010 Monthly FIFO
vs. : Trial Group)

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby
requests summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section_3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, Un€§e§§ Conveyor Corporation, with

W‘

prejudice, and there being no Q% 1t%om thggéto

ORDERED, that upon nbtqgg to,éﬁi cof endants, all claims and
QO
vh/_&
crossclaims against defendam@ Un1te§§ﬁg@§eyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismigsed with ﬁrSﬁudlce and without costs.

DATED : \ml\) '\ . S

Eagt | ‘3%ov@r NewﬂJersgi
ﬂ’»-m+ M}% i,, _‘ﬁ _

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. w.:;"t;
WEITZ & LUXENBERG

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

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P.0O. Box 438
Eagt Hanover, New Jersey 07936

SO ORDERED,

Honecrable She¥%y Klein Heitler

JAN 07 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No; 125798/99

Duane Broughton 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.

. 0 JAN 24 11
.wmv,%g\ g @M‘rv
»E’ﬁxﬁ@wxu‘_:w "
W COUNT‘:%CLEWK 5 OFFI0

Frank MOz BSG. Dawiee Biow N Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.11446

SO ORDERED,

Hon. §ﬁerry K. Heitler

ff R S S
Jtt b du iy
42482941




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
......................................... x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
' (Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X g
This Document Relates To: =) | Index No: 125798/99
i i 104483/00
Carlo Briscoli | AN 2Bz + |  NOOPPOSITION
. «aFFICE . SUMMARY
" COUNTY GV\QE%F?KOYF | JUDGMENT
_NE e MOTION AND
_— ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant AW, 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

Ul S
/4 / /4 / o0 J
. Send] e o 4. Julic R, Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.11439

SO ORDERED,

Hon.'Sherry M. Heitler

sai 07 2011

4248285.1




536.10632/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:

CARLO BRISCOLI, : Index No.: 104483/00
Plaintiff, : (September 2010 Monthly FIFO
: Trial Group)
vs.
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION

et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION

AND ORDER
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby
requests summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dlsm1881ng plaintiff's
Complaint against defendant, United %gkn: Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposmﬁg%@:thené

T Q\cﬁ” P
ORDERED, that upon notice to%Wwll c \@efen@éﬁts all claimg and
Q‘A

t.\ ‘<\

crogssgclaims against defendant, Unlted.Convaycgﬁdbrporatlon. be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudfge and without costs.
A

DATED : \*\\3“‘°

East Han ??Jerse
s, -jum.
fm “N‘h

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. “\ . M
WEITZ & LUXENBERG ‘ GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO

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

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

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sher¥y Klein Heitler

7201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

----------------------------------------- x

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ILA.S. Part 30 -

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1

O

Joseph J. Galdys Jr, 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 éo-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\1 i)\'.: \ @

{ - " o R
4 f’i - 2 MM Euwd""”’\!\ \
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. N‘\\Ef J\ Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG \ WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street
New York, New 30 7
Qur File No. 0533%.11 3L E D

SO ORDERED, JAN 2 4 201

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE’

4250508.1




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

IN RENEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------

This Document Relates To:

Martin S. Kaufman

-----------------------------------------

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 122176/98§
104845/00

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Yor ,Nciw York
121\ @

Y _/hf‘“ Lj{"”

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. - e
WEITZ & LUXENBERG ~ ““\
Attorneys for Plaintiff e
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

Hon.SheMy K. Heitler

4250461.1

Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

Attorney for Defendant

AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY D
150 East 42™ Street @
New York, New York lg

Our File No. 05335.026

2k ™
NE‘N“'

00\.)\\\“

Kg OF\:\OE




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- x
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index @
: 07
Nathan Glowatz NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant AW, 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
\"f‘ 13 A

} g

U (( x J

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. e Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG tq\\ WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff " EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 1901%' 0
Our File No. 05 g \%,

W
SO ORDERED, W "
Fon. Sherry K. Heitler N Q o‘*‘(‘ ?\0%

00““\(
JAN 07 2011

42483721




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

-----------------------------------------

IN RENEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

o W W m Em Mmoo oW W E o E WA ke e oM W N OB W O oW W oEm W m oW oW oo om

This Document Relates To:

Joseph M. Harcrow Sr.

-----------------------------------------

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 125775/99

105040/00

10978/06 l

NO OPPOSITION 1
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.

Dated: New Yoprk, New York
(Lf\? |

il
% ,\”h-\ i
) o ~
§
N . (!? % ety e
Y i { W‘J

7 ¥
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. - ,.,,kw.;:.f
WEITZ & LUXENBERG Y
Attorneys for Plaintiff !
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED, QU i
Hott? Shefry K. Heitler

4250505.1

Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant

AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York, 1G017
Our File No. osﬁsliaxﬂ E D
AN 9 4 20

NEW YORK
OUNTY CLERKS O

FFICE

JAN G7 201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

----------------------------------------- x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 105249/00
NO OPPOSITION

Daniel Schiano 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 i
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, Ne)iv York

d
\.J./m.- St
j Z
Frank M.-OwtizsEsq. Dypser DLocn Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017¢= ) \
Our File No. 05? 1%6 E ‘

HonSRerry X. Heitler

4248466.1




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

Index No.: 105249/00
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

NO OPPOSITION
DANIEL SCHIANO, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION

- against -

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC,, hereinafter (“WEIL-
MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated , 2010

22" e

AFrank QuizBsams  Daice Brooil Jennifer L. Budner, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE .
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & M,AHONEY,FH‘. L E D
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 Weil McLain

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 AN 2 4 M

New York, NY 10022

; (212) 651-7500 m—'w YOﬂ o'
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K¥ein Heitler

JAN 07 20M




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 105281/00

WALTER A. GSKY
NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice La

2

and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co~defendants, all claims and
cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.
Dated: Brook yn, New York

mfb gr 23 nﬁ-@o

vn-.-.mﬂm ., iy

Frank Ortiz, Esq

Weitz & Luxenberg, P. o Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Walter A, Sky Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6% Floor 177 Montague Street D
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New \ 11&
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000
Qur File No.: 11084-1
wos 2
J
wf F“c‘ oy
SO ORDEREP N{;’-ﬁ‘iﬂ Y‘{Q\, 3{)\"?‘\6‘;
— Gllr
(QUV“%

Hon. Sherfy Kl Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION { LA.S. Part 30

i (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

WALTER SKY; { Index No.: 105281/00

Plaintiff,
-against-

A.C.AND S,, INC,, ET AL. . NO OPPOSITION

 SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Defendants. : 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 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

\>\\"5 2010
=T LN /\LQ»(Q”/@
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank M. OI'tIZ Esq
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff
Peerless Industries, Inc., WALTER SKY
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP Weitz & Luxenberg F ‘ L E D
199 Water Street, Suite 2500 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10038-3516 .. New York, New York 10003 201
(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 JAH ? 4
SO ORDERED, paca e mmopt-' -
Hon. Shérry Klein Heitler COUNTY GLER AKS
1863-1113
JAN 07 201

G A \




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

----------------------------------------- x

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 105288/00
NO OPPOSITION

John Torchick 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
AW. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York New York

\7_ " ‘ Lo
NQ/\ @ < a'lb'g E:Afdﬂs
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. i Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG \\\ WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff N EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017

Our File No. 05335 F51 L D

SO ORDERED, . 201
Hon-Sherry X. Heitler JAN 2 4

J‘{“)ﬂf’;
23 L T ICE

COUNG \ Sulh

JAN 07 2011

4250859.1




536.12534/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OQF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:

Index No.: 105342/00
RONALD KENT,

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO

Plaintiff, : Trial Group)
vVS.
: 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 Cq V&QBF Corporation, with

.lm‘x el
prejudice, and there being no Qp ‘%g%mztﬁerer
€5 (] x\")‘ %

ORDERED, that upon notlce\ﬁo all g@rdeféndagqﬁ% all claims and

rn/ \

crossclaimg against defendant, Unlted.Couwéybgdﬁﬁrporatlon be and the
¢ eost ﬁ
same are hereby dismissed with prejgalce and without costs.

DATED: . \1-(|3'\ o
Egﬁ&mHﬁnéver',NeW Jersey
.,-_‘:’-? o R i ) o \ \._...ﬂ,‘_;_,.‘,, .,

” i AL
FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ w“,{.:.,?q
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 3

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO

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

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

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sherry! Klein Heitler

o




536.11306/AJIM
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: :
: Index No.: fii05450/00>

JOHN M. KING, : 100678/07
Plaintiff, : (September 2010 Monthly FIFO
: Trial Grou% Eﬁ ]
ve. : e &m i

UNITED CONVEYQOR CQORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Convéyor 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.

A\ \T [y =

Jerspy
DX

DATED:
East H o%er Eew

&/ »m

"k?

K‘

st

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ.WWfMQ'- 7 A
WEITZ & LUXENBERG Ot GARRITY, GEAHAM, MURPHY GAROFALO

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

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P.O. Box 438
East Hanover, New Jersey 07236

S0 ORDERED,

her¥y Klein Heitler

JAN 07 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index
John D. Larkin
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 Yo‘rk, New York

\D |
,/“"'ﬁnjk. <u ,w’)v Hooni” g;\ ./]‘

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. “‘\'2:" \ Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG m\k\) WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017 % D

Our File No. 05335#0% %’ s
3 ]

sy 2o 10

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SherryK. Heitler
MEW wqu OFF\GE

JAN 07 20herv ©- ERIS

4250476.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 67/99
105494/00
083/00

James E. Lewis :
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.

Dated: New York, New York

w2
™
W, o Kl . g
wwk A \ip S
HWM A . w""" f.m-‘”;( /
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. . m‘%,av.: Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG N, WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335,1 osg i E‘ D
SO ORDERED, ' AL
ICRAN

Hon. Sherfy K. Heitler

ok
[ 3‘\‘4‘ b LIE—V’ ‘GﬁJ
ux\x&i CLERRS OFF
LGV

4250480.1




536.11518/AJdM
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:

Index No.: 105774/00
EDWARD FERGUSON,

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO

Plaintiff, : Trial 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 éorporation, with
prejudice, and there being no opposition the,fggg

o

ORDERED, that upon notice to all %kéﬁﬁfend@%ﬁs qél claims and

crossclaims against defendant, Unltedi%gnve<gﬁm 02?%%§tlon’ﬂbe and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and t costs.

ot
DATED: . \7? |\3 " et . OO\)V\

East.fjﬁgzi; %gw\Jers ~w#¢”

L

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. “wx;:‘*zj“’ . —ESQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO

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

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P.O. Box 438
— . ~Hanover, New Jergey 07936

SO ORDERED,

Honorabfe Sherry Klein Heitler

v 07 201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
......................................... x
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 121987/99
(Tost300>
00678/07
John M. King '
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 AW, 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
AW. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed withomxﬁejudice and

without costs. F % '% %}E
2,40

Dated: New YorE, NeV}/ Yog ve JAN 2 b 2011
YORK

NP CE
/Z/ COUNTY G Eﬂ‘@f@
LanleM-OriEEN. Dawirr Boow A Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.33733

SO ORDERED,

Hon, Sherry K. H¥itler

JAN 07 2011

e




536.08453/AdM
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:
Index No.: 106483/00

RONALD W. KLOPFER, Deceased,
(September 2010 Monthly FIFO

Plaintiff, : Trial Group)
vy,
: 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-defen tf%al ‘-ﬁc;@ms and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corpor?&&opﬁfﬁﬂxnd.the

\CE
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c¢ SCﬁF

- \W“Y YORK
DATED: \'2,1\3 '\ 2 GO e
East Hangva New Jerse

T et % S S—
gm%&ﬁ&igk“f & &wi}i

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG fﬂ\\\ GARRITY, GRAHAM MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff ot & FLINN

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P.0O. Box 438
er, New Jersey 07936

SO ORDERED,

Honorablé shedry Klein Heitler

JAN 07 201




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

Index No.: 106483/00
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

NO OPPOSITION
RONALD KLOPFER, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION

- against -

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafier (“WEIL-
MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

to either party. - F D
4 Lo
Dated: / ’} ; 29‘]'6”

New York, New York anN 2 5 201
‘ ZZ/ el %%"/‘ NEW ZOR&OFFKGE
Bk QUeEg. /1 chue! Fave !l Jenmfe}JL Budner, Esq. CINTY uﬂ’ﬁ
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRID
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant devi 7 20N
New York, NY 10003 Weil McLain
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 . .

_New York, NY 1002200k47v L. S FFICE
(212) 651-7500 - S OFFiCE]

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler RO




536.11825/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to: :
: Index No.: < 106891/00 )

FELIX JUZDOWSKI, Deceased, : 116796/07
Plaintiff, : (September 2010 Monthly FIFO
: Trial Group)
vs.
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION

et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION

AND ORDER
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Convegy

W

or . Corporation, with

LI

prejudice, and there being no oppo 't%ﬁgﬁ%ke“éto.A

ORDERED, that upon notice tw all %Pq@@%%gdantsﬁ all claims and
3%-‘&“ ¥ ??\Ge
crossclaims against defendant, United ConvsquBEErporation, be and the
G-y OR
_ 2o
same are hereby dismissed with préﬂagicéﬁ nd without costs.

DATED: \% ( |2 >

Eagt Han v?fl New%Jerng

\f;’? il SN b "-'"“‘—*:ph“--_x;.,
B "\

MCW\L rﬁ’*ﬁ'" i{' Rfﬁ}

broggegrsr?

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. mwrﬁ@@.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG O

Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN

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

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

SO ORDERED,

JAN 07 201




From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier Page: 5/6 Date: 12/16/2010 6:59:11 PM

X.:/cases/FBWA0065/lcgal/NOSIM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X  Index No.: 107269/00
GEORGE MALICK,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
-against- ORDER
A.C &S, INC. NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s).
X

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
§3212, dismissing plaintiff’s corﬁplaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS
with prejudice, and there being no 6pposition thereto,

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

B |
At 7 A LT, QK/\
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ~ Suzange'M. Halbardier, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. BARR TIERNAN & MOORE
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway FULTON BOILER WORKS
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14™ Floor

(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10006 % D

(212) 313-3600 F \ %w

SO ORDERED,

Cy |
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler K *

JANO7 201 i OF

This fax was sent with GFl FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/Avww.gfi.com
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No:
Citrasmoo >
Douglas F. Mathews NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
......................................... X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York
w3

M‘”’”Q/ £ \ b Sre

Julie R. Evans, Esq.

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. *’vz;

WEITZ & LUXENBERG \\\ WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017

Our File 0@.11612
giLE

SO ORDERED,
s 2

b 79\

JAN 07 2011

4250492.1



SUPREME COQURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 125768/99

&

Ronald E. Mangold NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant AW, 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
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New Y(irk, New York

1z 2he
fm%%_ iy o - .
Y w’fwdf‘“ £’ e J

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. N, Y Julie R, Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG N’*«».“ \,ﬁ WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff s EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017 .
Our File No. 05335.11592 0 \

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

JAN 07 2011

4250486.1




536.08919/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:

Index No.: 107492/00
JERRY E. MALANEY, Deceasged,

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO

Plaintiff, : Trial 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,

S )

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co- QEEEndants?ﬁgEl claims and

\;K \\

crossclaims against defendant, Unlted.Convgyo&LCPﬁﬁ5§atlon be and the

same are hereby dlsmlssed with prejudlce .and without costs,.

DATED : \"'\3 \ 2

Easng v?r, S Jersqu_

:3{;;»"’&" ~/‘ LA ‘fﬁ'q%
FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ ““Q:?; C £
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 5 CARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350

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

SO ORDERED,

Honorabtelshefry Klein Heitler
JAN 07 2011




HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAN, DUNST &
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

NEWY BRUNSYWICK, NJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MLL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY l.LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
INDEX NO.: 00-
This Document Relates to: 00-108387
: 00-121514
JOHN MICHAEL MALLON AND CATHERINE
MALLON, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
against MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S., INC., ET AL.

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

above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

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

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

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

DATED: New York, New York °
VN3 \\o

Al S\NCSLFN—\

WENDY R. KAGAN, ESQ/
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

Kohler Co.

40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

SO ORDERED:

JAN 07 2011

WEITZ & LUXENBERG

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

John Michael Mallon and Catherine Mallon
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

JAN 2 4 201

COUNTY CLEMK'S OFFIGE




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

-----------------------------------------

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:

Raymond C. Lobus

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 121983/99

109114/00

105205/05

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary'
Jjudgment 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 -
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

vl r®

‘%ﬂ.w-‘ 'm P . ZV."J
VA
gﬁ‘“”“ﬁ%\ %‘\ Jj &”" e wy‘}' !‘awu';}\{\
Frank M., Ortiz, Esq. wu':th
WEITZ & LUXENBERG N0
Attorneys for Plaintiff '
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED, W

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

4250464.1

9

("‘\; }:7 .Mb&rﬂ

{

(\

Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WILSON, EL

SER, MOSKOWITZ,

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™

Street

New York, New York 1001 E
Our File No. ossss.Fs‘

g 2 b W
d
YO
'r‘:wl!ﬁc; ERKE
VRPN Q,D,Qw
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK ? ‘j‘ L E'

COUNTY OF NEW YORK o
----------------------------------------- X _
. | s OFFICE
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION @@\m LEF%
----------------------------------------------------------------- X NEW\'
This Document Relates To: :
" NYCAL
JAMES H. MCELROY, " LA.S. Part 30
Plaintiff(s), : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
. * Index No(s).: 109408-00
-against- :
. NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
AC.&S,INC, etal, " JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Defendants. : ORDER
_________________________________________________________________ X.

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated::-\DfCOwa 4,200

New York, New York

Tt Zoc L2y, TNy g

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Kirstef Alford Kneis, Esq.
WEITZ & [UXENBERG, P.C. K&V GATES LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway CRANE CO.

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022

(212) 536-3900

SO ORDERED, / JAN 07 200
Hon SRerry KINA Heitler




From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier Page: 4/6 Date: 12/16/2010 6:59:11 PM

X.:/cases/FBW49 {44/legal/NOSIMnovember2010

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X Index No.: 109408/00
JAMES MCELROY,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
-against- ORDER
AC. &S, INC. NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s)
—— - -—X

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
§3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismi;sed with

prejudice and without costs.

!2//&/10
A, 7. M

Frank Ortiz, Esq. SuzaindM. Halbardier, Esq. _
- WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
180 Maiden Lane FULTON BOILER WORKS
New York, New York 10038 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10006
: 212) 313-3600
/(%L‘ - FiLE L
SO ORDERED,
Hon. Shefry Klein-Heitler GAN 2 201
JAN 07 2011 pus "\_g;msoFF\Gﬂ
C
GOUNTY

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/Avww., gfi.com
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536.11954/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:
Index No.: 109431/00

JOHN L. MATHIS, Deceased,
(September 2010 Monthly FIFO

Plaintiff, : Trial Group)
Vs,
: NO OPPOSITION
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION

et al., : AND ORDER

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Coxporation, hereby
A

regquests summary Jjudgment in the above- entﬂ”@edﬁcase, pursuant to

Gﬁ, dismissing plaintiff's

Civil Practice Law and Rules S%§§n§ﬁ§%2:
W % M

1ted§VQqnveyﬁi «g@rporatlon with
prejudice, and there being no opp081tlon b@éﬁﬁﬂo
N $»N*
ORDERED, that upon notice to éﬂ% defendants, all claims and

Complaint against defendant,

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: \?k]\'l‘\ =
Egggmﬂa VT, N@W“Jers N
. mmﬂa‘ﬁiw rau%%

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. *ﬁx:%ﬁ

WEITZ & LUXENBERG xﬁ\ GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation
72 Ea Rock Avenue, Suite 350
Box 438

East Hanover, New Jersey 07936

SO ORDERED,




536.10385/AIM
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:

Index No.: 109491/00
GEORGE P. McGOFF, Deceased,

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO

Plaintiff, : Trial Group)
vVSs.
: 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, ‘Fhﬂ%e%mﬂ or ‘Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposifio e Hddeto.
e

ORDERED, that upon notice to all qfﬁef%ﬁ@%nts all claims and
© gOUNTY i NORK
crossclaimg against defendant, Unltgd @%nveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED : \’2«\\'-2 '\ N
East over, New Jersey

PR ]

FRANK "*“‘ORTT“Z“ ESQ__ ’**e.a ' »
WEITZ & LUXENBERG *k“; GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO

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

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

SO ORDERED,

Honorable gher™ Klein Heitler

ERRAR A 701




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

-----------------------------------------

IN RENEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------

This Document Relates To:

Michael Delvecchio

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, 1)

Index No: 111049/98
‘ 8

110669/00 >

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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
\a g e

Kﬂ\y f&. { ,.;}l ) Mé"'; |
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. “’“‘"‘“"‘M”
WEITZ & LUXENBERG \
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED, ML -

Hon, Sherd K. Heitler

Oy

Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant

AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New Yorlg 10917 \_
Our File No. 05333. 31%2% E D \

Cad YO 4
N s OFFICE

:M:;A AN 20“

4250441.1




535.06388/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:

Index No.: 111114/00
THOMAS SCERE, Deceased,

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO

Plaintiff, : Trial 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 fo—E@f-giant%, all claims and

crosgcelaims against defendant, Unj§2dftonveyor’g&rporatlon be and the
I
same are hereby dlsmlssed with prejudite and xﬁﬁgﬁ costs

DATED 68\’Zz |2 \")

over, E(Igewb Jg;;%‘%{f

L““m}ﬁmjk4
FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ." ““““Q'“ . .
WEITZ & LUXENBERG t GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

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

SO ORDERED,

Honorab+e” Sherry Klein Heitler

10




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ x
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 125767/99
105494/00
James E. Lewis
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
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

\n \ \ ? | Wad
[
/A‘“ % ,w’ .f

Frank v Ortlz Esq s Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG ‘% WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff N EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017

Our File No. 05335§ ﬁ 1%" D

SV 1

SO ORDERED, AR 2 b (A

Hon. Sherfy K. Heitler
N ‘(‘;‘irp FF‘GE
( O
| ., COUNT
AN T AU

4250480.1




HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAN, DUNST &
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

MEW BRUNSWICK;, MJ

SOUTH JERSEY
7OUWLTSEY'S MLL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTQOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
INDEX NO.:@0-1 12127 )
This Document Relates to: 00-1 87
00-121514
JOHN MICHAEL MALLON AND CATHERINE
MALLON, NO OPPOSITION
" SUMMARY JUDGMENT
against MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S., INC., 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 plaintiffs'
complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

DATED: New York, New York

V>-\> \\o

) ?«C&’\\\:Qa’—\

LISA BUSCH, ES€Er™"
WEITZ & LUXENBERG

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

John Michael Mallon and Catherine Mallon
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

WENDY R. KAGAN, ESQ/
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

Kohler Co.

40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

SO ORDERED:

JAN 2 4 201

NEW YORK

JAN 07 2011 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIOE




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to: NYCAL

JAMES BALDWIN L.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)
Index N¢7 112517/00 &
100

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier
Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as
Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Ing,, f/
Adience, Inc. t/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with @ %ce%ggd qu

costs. ‘
ha \ ?’ \ - §£¥?\{ [ 5 L?* y\'
j t ] Q?F\CE
i . ‘. T4 R .-T .3 ' e

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 2
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ' MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & COURTNEY, P.C.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,
New York, NY 10003 improperly named as Premier Refractories,
(212) 558-5500 Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI
530 Saw Mill River Road

Elmsford, New York 10523
(914) 345-7301
File No.: 473 .86148

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kidin Heitler

JAN 07 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 122201/99
114257/00
125333/00
Michael Zogby
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
AW. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and

without costs, .
=D
FILE

Dated: New York, New York

JAN £ 6 il
_ . FICE>, .
‘ CLERKSCW U e B
J/%/f | ' COUNT\I‘:!EW YORK ,7* i
—_—— . /,
’ /o / J;/ 220 b

~ErafdeM-Ortizz-Bsq. SBaye) Mo Toul itz Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017
A Our File No. 05335.10642

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry®K. Heitler

JAN 07 201

42484871




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
......................................... X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: , Index No: 122201/99
C 114257/00 )
5333/00
Michael Zogby 114257/00
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

FrafeM-SrtizEsq. Sbayue) MO Tow iz Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
7 Our File No. 05335.10642
SO ORDERED,

Hon. —S-Hén'y‘{(. Heitler

JAN 07 201

4248487.1




From; FAAMaKer 10; Suzanne Haiparaier rage: 24 pare: 121 /720710 2.34.UT FV

X.:/cases/FBW39093 Megal/NOSIM

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK.
X Inde .+ 122201799,
MARK WITTER, @%@ 103645/06
Plaintiff{(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
-against- ORDER
A.C. &S, INC. NYCAL
[LA.S. Part 30
Defendant(s).
X

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

§3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

o

Ma—tfﬁm,u tw i -Suzanne/@I Halbardier, Esq.

prcjudlcc an thhout costs.

7/()

ITZ & LU NBERG, P.C. BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
180 Maiden Lane FULTON BOILER WORKS
New York, New York 10038 2 Rector Street, 14® Floor
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10006

iy 7 ~(212) 313-3600 L E n
SO ORDERED, v. - ? %

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler
e ORK
o ooy TYEY ) A, O‘FF(;@Q
*“x P fﬁ ﬂ mUNTY G&_E.m"&.@

This fax was sent with GF| FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/Awww.gfi.com
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 122201/99

(114286/00>
103645/06

Mark Witter NO OPPOSITION \
SUMMARY |
JUDGMENT !
MOTION AND ?
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
Jjudgment 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
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Yor Ne York

\ a

mﬂf B
A X
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

_.?
M"‘«J}

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Stigfry¥K, Heitler

4250470.1

| ota

Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant

A W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street 0&7“ E_ D

New York, New Yof
Our File No. 05335.32074




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: ' Index No: 10
115696/00

Joseph J. Elter
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. % D
. et #
%"‘“ g %m

&

Dated: New York, New York
ey e AN 2 4 200

ST ) o K |
P A Wﬁws OFFICE |
‘ Ay w"""‘\ . Na‘{
e .w,..,,,,,,.,&x-..;:.:l

Julie R. Evans, Esq,

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG ‘“‘mz‘j_., WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff - EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017

Our File No. 05335.11694

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SherryK Heitler

JAR G700

4250719.1




X.:/cases/FBW40518/legal/NOSIM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNT%; OF NEW YORK
- X Index No.: 115836/00
GINO ROMANO,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
-against- ORDER
A.C. &S., INC. NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s).
X

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
§3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

Orderéd, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and ithfut costs.

[2(22(0 -
PR

. Mdeel Fanxtl Stzahne M. Halbardier, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway FULTON BOILER WORKS
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor 5 ?ﬁm‘g\-
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10% \ L E bt

. (212) 313-3600
o bk '7_"\‘;\\\
SO ORDERED, Sl ) L

AL
NEW\;,SKS oFFICt

JAN 07 2011 oo™ ©

Hon. Sherty Klein-Heitler




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 116827/00
RAYMOND DOZIER

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with

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

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

/ 2//{/ 2010

DATED:
Attorneys for Plaintiff =
John C. Dearie & Associates Julie L. Mer

515 Madison Avenue, Suite 1118
New York, NY 10022

Attorneys‘for Defendant

Robert A. Keasbey Co.

Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway

Hauppauge, NY 2788 =

NEW YORK

/l/ COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE,

S0 clf";,é/J' o

JAN 07 2011

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER




From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier Page: 6/6 Date: 12/16/2010 6:59:12 PM

X /cases/FBW41227/legal/NOSIM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X Index No.: 116927/00
WILLIAM DONNELLY,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND
-against- ORDER
A.C &S, INC. NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s).
X

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request
summary judgment iﬁ the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law aﬁ,d Rules
§3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

2 (o/ IO
Frank Ortiz, Esq Suz . Halbardier, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P C. BARR CTIERNAN & MOORE
Attomeys for Plaintiff Attomeys for Defendant
180 Maiden Lane ' FULTON BOILERhWORKS
New York, New York 10038 2 Rector Street, 14™ Floor
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 100F ‘ L E‘ D

(212) 313-3600

2011
SO ORDERED, JAN 2 &

¥ s 1 :
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler NEW YORK FFICE
COUNTY CLERKS 0

AN 07 201

This fax was sent with GFl FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

MARIE DONNELLY, as Administratrix for the Estate of
WILLIAM J DONNELLY, and MARIE DONNELLY,

Individually

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)

Index No: 116927/00

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier
Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the

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

plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc.

no opposition thereto,

f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being

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

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

Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

Dated:  {™\ \2| A o010
e . .

O X

.Y

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

File No.: 473.86151

& COURTNEY, P.C.

Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,
improperly named as Premier
Refractories, Inc, f/k/a Adience, Inc. i/k/a
BMI .
530 Saw Mill River Roa

Elmsford, New York IOSF ! %ﬂ E— D
(914) 345-7301

JAW 26

ounry o]

AN 07 201




HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAN, DUNST &
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

NORTH JERSEY:

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

NEW BRUNSWICK, bJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WLTSEY'S MLL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)

INDEX NO.: 00-118734
This Document Relates to:

NO OPPOSITION
SUSAN CALICCHIO, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS SUMMARY JUDGMENT
ADMINISTRATRIX FORTHE ESTATE OF VINCENT MOTION AND ORDER

CALICCHIO

against

A.C. AND S,, INC., 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 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.

o) A

LISA BUSCH, ESEI”

WEITZ & LUXENBERG

Attorneys for Plamtlff(s),

Susan Calicchio, Indlvidually and as

Administratrix for the Esta mcent
Calicchio

700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

JAN 2 4 200

DATED: New York, New York

WV \ o \\©

DY R. KAGAN, ESQ
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

Kohler Co.
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

AAL”U R

SHERRY KLEIW&EBM £18 OFFICE.

AR

SO ORDERED:

JAN 07 2011




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.8. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 118734/00

VINCENT CALICCHIO
NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Lay
and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being n
opposition thereto,

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

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be diststditk

prejudice and without costs.

Frank Ortiz, Esqg. _aﬂf@éph M. Angiolillo, Esqg.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Vincent Calicchio Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000

Our File No.: 11084-1

JAN 07 2011

Hon. Shérr§ K. Heitler

SKH-Revd &Dtd: _____—




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to: NYCAL

ANDREA NETLAND, Individually and as Executrix for A5 Part 30, (Heitler, J.)

the Estate of KOLBEIN NETLAND, Index No: 106352/0] &
| 19374/00

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. hereby request summary

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

3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f’k/a BMI, Inc. with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, _ |
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with

/%od, Esq.

prejudice and without costs.
Dated: ___{~\ v ‘\‘\\

L2010

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ’ MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & COURTNEY, P.C,

700 Broadway _ Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.
New York, NY 10003 ' 530 Saw Mill River Road

(212) 558-5500 : Elmsford, New York 10523

(914) 345-7301

SO ORDERED, VANV
Hon. Sheffy Kle Heitler

e 07201

JAN 07 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
ERNEST WILLIAMS; i Index No.: 107181/¢1, 119376/00

Plaintiff,
-against-
A.C.AND S., INC., ET AL. | NO OPPOSITION |
| SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Defendants. 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 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 clailms and cross claims against

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

costs,

Dated: New Yfrk, New York

%!{‘:2:(1 ,2010 L\Qj\@j{"

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff
Peerless Industries, Inc., ERNEST WILLIAMS
LEWIS BRISBO!S BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 700 Broadway F ' L E D
New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 10003
(212) 232-1300 WZIZ)SSS -5500 JAN 2 4 201
SO ORDERED, { fes v
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler QOUNT: ﬁ, umw.m ° Fo—

1863-934

Ut“‘sflq U 7 2011

4815-9294-6694.1




HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAN, DUNST &
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAWY

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

NEW BRUNSWICK, NJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MLL RD
SUTE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY .LA.S. Part 30

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)

INDEX NQ«£119377-
This Document Relates to: 7337-01
AUGUST TURIANQO AND NANCY TURIANO,
NO OPPOSITION
against SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Ruies Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'
complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

DATED: New York, New York
Nevember 19, 2016—
v+ \>\\o %
WENDY R. KAGAN, Eé. ~—7 LISABUSCH, B6@”
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBE ;
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for Defendant, August Turiano and Nancy Tusano

700 Broadway
New York, NY 10038

Kohler Co.
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

SO ORDERED:

JAN 07 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK F | L E D

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION JAR ih 2
_________________________________________________________ X
iy _ . o5 OFFICE
This Document Relates To: | E‘ COUNTY %‘&
‘ - ' NYCAL
RICHARD BERGER, ' LA.S. Part 30
Plaintiff(s), : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
-against- ' Index No(s).: 119390-00
AL &S, INC, etal, ' NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. - JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated::D&GMW 2| 2o0|0

New York, New Yorl

Charles Ferguson, Esq. % ten Alford Kneis, Esq.

i
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. iilL GATES LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) ttorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway CRANE CO.
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030

T (212) 536-3900

SO ORDERED,

rry Klein Heitler

107201




HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAN, DUNET &
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST
POBOX.480

NEVY BRUNSVMCK, NJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD
SUHTE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)

INDEX NO.: 00-119396
This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

JAMES M. ECKERT and JOAN A. ECKERT,

against

ACandS, INC,, 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 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: Brunswick, NJ
lé’}v 7/10

WENDY R. KAGAN, ESQ. /3 DANIEL BLOUIN, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MQRA WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiffs,

Attorneys for Defendant, James M. Eckert and Joan A. Eckert
Kohler Co.

700 Broadway
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 New York, NY 10003
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

SO ORDERED:

Honorable Shelry'K

"JAN 07 2011 2011

Jaig 28

HIIVIHlllliﬂﬂﬂllﬂlﬂllﬂllll

BS5-POSE-

e _,v ...




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY [.LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)

INDEX NO.: 00-112127

This Document Relates to: Oiill ii7

JOHN MICHAELV MALLON AND CATHERINE
MALLON, NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
against MOTION AND ORDER

A.C. &S, INC., 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 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 clgims against

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

DATED: New York, New York
VW \3\\o
WENDY R. KAGAN, ESQ/ LISA BUSCH, ES@
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for Defendant, John Michael Mallon and Catherine Mallon
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 _ New York, NY 10003

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

HOAGLAND, LONGO

MORAN, DUNST & SO ORDERED:
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAWY

NORTH JERSEY. . ‘
40 PATERSON ST e
PO BOX 480 JAN 2 4 701
NEV BRUNSIICK, NJ

SOUTH JERSEY ey YORK
s JAN 07 2011 COUNTY CLEFIX § OFFIGE

HAMMONTOM, NJ




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
......................................... X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 007
ﬁb
NO OPPOSITION
Gerald E. Fisher SUMMARY '
JUDGMENT ‘
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant AW, 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 Y7rk, Niw York

\2 sy 2
y ‘\"‘x,\/ e, ™ * g
ol "wf é p - Y ,-r.-m\mw%jmm (N \; y l‘-:?- duib.fo:
FW% 3{ ﬂk ot /)‘ Teon# Mx\ - .{}’"
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. w%-m@w Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG \:’\\ WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.1643% % @
eV~
SO ORDERED, ) o 10
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler gt
W
e YQP“% 0\:\5\03}
(N

JAN U7 201 oV

4248804.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- x
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 114991/98
122872/00_
02 _
Raymond Almozara l
NO OPPOSITION !
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant AW, 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 Tork New York
12 ‘ \ 2
:fmwi’ { \ ‘ , N% “.muwé{;jpm.u. C \ ,,,_/ J{ﬂ- fn E:
o WA A | s
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. %’f‘f Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG TR WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street
New York, New e
Our File No. 0533g‘17§s IL = 73
SO ORDERED, : JAN 2 4 2011
Hon. Shelyy R Heitler
' NEW YORK
CGOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE’
oio 107 2014

4250460.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to: NYCAL

JEROME GLASER LLA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)

Index No: 123671/00

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier
Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as
Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc, f/k/a
Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

==

Frank Ortiz, Esq, il ~Tohn J, Hopw6od, Esq.
WEITZ & LLUXENBERG, P. , M S, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & COURTNEY, P.C.
700 Broadway \ ; Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,
New York, NY 100 ’%} Rk \‘ ¢, improperly named as Premier Refractories,
(212) 558- 5500 % o ¥ ,;,-Q"\O Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI

Q w7 F@@ 530 Saw Mill River Road

N W Y& Elmsford, New York 10523
Ay PRt (914) 345-7301
- RN File No.: 473.81182

\, &
v‘\-‘ e 4
SO ORDERED, ¢

Hon, Sheiy K\fin Heitler

44

70




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 124333/00

JOHN CABELLO
NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff£, MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby reguests summarj
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice La
and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being n
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims arng
cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dlsmgé g:, w1t}

prejudice and without costs. %

{_.BIOOK v, New York AN 2[¥20“

Frank Ortiz,

Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, p.CY ’E&llen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
John Cabello Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6 Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558-5500 (718) 855-~9000

Our File No.: 11084-1
SO ORDERED; — JAN 07 201

Hon. Sherry K, Heitler SKH - Revd & Did: ———




536.05971/AJM
SUPREME CQURT 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:
Index No.: 124527/00

BRIAN J. McGUIRE,
(September 2010 Monthly FIFO

Plaintiff, : Trial Group)
Vs,
: NO OPPOSITION
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION

et al., : AND ORDER

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby
requests summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 51Qg plaintiff's

+ DR
Complaint against defendant, Unite %;& poif Cofporatlon, with

prejudice, and there being no oppoggilon therng\ g *
&‘a}\ 3 e
ORDERED, that upon notice to all cg defendg@?@

r \\/\

claims and

h‘ ht =
crossclaims against defendant, Un1ted4g3ﬁVeyW¥{éorporat1on. be and the

game are hereby dismisgsed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED ; (-;,‘ |2 " -
East H%ﬁhyer New Jersey

f(',,,,.,._ Jf A
FRANK MOVOBTIH: w'Ede .
WEITZ & LUXENBERG w‘““*Q GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff™} & FLINN
700 Broadway | Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

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

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler

Corys 201




536.06209/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
- ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:
Index No.: 125131/00

CHESTER HORNER,
(September 2010 Monthly FIFO

Plaintiff, : Trial Group)
VSs.
: 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, E‘}d Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there b?n& %ﬁmoppo’s&‘r{lon thereto.

i"}g ,’

ORDERED, that upon notigg to al&pﬁﬁﬁdefendants, all claims and
,,w%

crossclaims against defendsapyiﬁg;ﬁ@gfConveyor Corporation, be and the

game are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED : \‘”l\3 h-a

East Ha ?ﬁr, g?wﬁJer
EM‘\W\B“" ‘// ~ P “"’\.

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. syamie

WEITZ & LUXENBERG “xf« GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

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

ast Hanover, New Jersey 07936

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler

S 20M




536.06209/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:

Index No.: 125131/00
TERRANCE J. FOLEY,

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO

Plaintiff, : Trial 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,$dfsmissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United ngbeyo} Corporation, with
e _9,;;;’)4 5,

prejudice, and there being no oppos&gio‘ to.,
% '755& v ¥ Q\O@ &
ORDERED, that upon notice«<% 11 %g%&ef%gﬁants, all claims and
o o
AR N

crossclaims against defendant, United Conzgﬁéég%orporation, be and the
A2

game are hereby dismissed with prejué@@% ghd without costs,

DATED: ”’j{n\a , V=

East Hangvey Nfﬁe,
~ ﬁ@H‘ ﬁ g .w

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO

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

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P.O. Box 438
8t Hanover, New Jersey 07936

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler

o 07 201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: _ Index No: 122201/99
ﬁ §7/00
Michael Zogby 114257/00
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
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and

[y

Dated: New York, New York

JAN L6 Esid

) CE-,
: LERKS OFFIGE™ =
f
; / .9?/,?.;_/ 200 /

—Frhfic-OrtizsEsq. Sbave) MO roul e Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
“New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017
P Qur File No. 05335.10642
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry¥. Heitler

JAN 07 20V

4248487.1




536.06099/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:
Index No.: 125333/00
MICHAEL D. ZOGBY,
: (September 2010 Monthly FIFO
Plaintiff, : Trial Group)

vE.

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, UniEgQN”Conveyor Corporation, hereby
reguests 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.

DATEDj, ’Wl '—5‘ |2

East agove ewmqgmz_

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQow, N :
WEITZ & LUXENBERG N GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO

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

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

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sh¥rry Klein Heitler

“JAN 07 7011




536.06185/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:
Index No.: 101145/01
EARL R. MONETTE, Deceased,
(August 2010 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 Corporatlon, with
el

e
" t MW‘ Wit

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co- defendgp@ﬁg al}dclaqu and

prejudice, and there being no opp051tiom th

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyqé(gﬂﬁRQ§&ﬂEéﬁpF%e anﬁ the
same are hereby dismisged with prejudice ald .without costs.

e,

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ “@::S; A F. = FSQ .

WEITZ & LUXENBERG ! GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

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

SO ORDERED,

Honorable”8téYry Klein Heitler

Jak U 2




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.5. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)

____________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 102567/01

ALEXANDER J. ABRAMSKI
NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be disﬂi%iﬁd with
- T B
o

g

prejudice and without costs.

Frank Ortiz, Esqg. N “pE’g;h M
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Alexander J. Abramski Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212~558~5500 (718) 855-9000

Our File No.: 11084-1

i e (L)

Whd

L
T C s, LB .
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler wk%ﬂg4cvunanug
e :




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK '

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to: NYCAL

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

Index No: 102900/01

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. hereby request summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/’k/a BMI, Inc. with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated; ,,g’\\'\«\\:i , 2010

XA R el

Frank Ortiz, Esq. /.\thd./Hoijwood, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & COURTNEY, P.C.

700 Broadway : Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.
New York, NY 10003 530 Saw Mill River Road

(212) 558-5500 Elmsford, New York 10523

(914) 345-7301
File No.: 473.81192

SO ORDERED, I

Tonk lein Heitler F % Lﬂ E D

et
G N -

1AN 07 20"




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION , LA.S. Part 30
' (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: |

Index No.: 103611/01
MARY MARTIN, INDIVIDUALLY AND

PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF

WILLIAM C. MARTIN,

Plaintiff(s), :

NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S., INC, etal., ]
Defendant(s).

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby reQuests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation be and the s e‘a:uleEy @rxissgd with

rejudice and without costs. . an
P 2t 20
OFF\CE
Dated: New York, New York CLERKS
| cOUN“ =2 YORK

mﬁm\ow Dob , 2010
Qe u.‘na.f_,‘ VANC’.H‘
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Tishman Liquidating Corporation Estate of William C. Martin
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway

- New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

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

SO ORDERED,

\ g

- Sherry Wlein Heitlet

2383-22677

JAN 07 2011

N0025566-1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
1 (Heitler, I.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i

Index No.: 103611/01
MARY MARTIN, INDIVIDUALLY AND

PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF

WILLIAM C. MARTIN,

1
]
]
]
1
1
Plaintiff(s), X
|
]
1
]
1
]
1
]
i

NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
AC. &S, INC, etal.,
Defendant(s).

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendagts, eﬁi clalms and cross claims against

defendant, Courter & Company, IncF (‘Qpﬁhe are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. \ M\ 24 ?ﬂ“ A
o OFFICE
T Cv PR *:3
Dated: New York, New York cOuWN NEW W YOR
Detemudpao
\v%’
ook, Esq. M) Fanell,
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Courter & Company, Inc. Estate of William C. Martin
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sheer Klein Heitler

’ "\.' !
Pe “:/ il T; | 1122-20070

N0025566-1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION \ LA.S. Part 30
I (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

Index No.: 103611/01
MARY MARTIN, INDIVIDUALLY AND

PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF

WILLIAM C. MARTIN,

:
i
|
Plaintiff(s), :
I
1
1
:
1
]
]

‘ NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S., INC, etal,
Defendant(s).

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. with prejudice, and .
there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be@d&e same are hereby dismissed with

. . TR
prejudice and without costs. rL\\ <.
W ot
Q>
. O\ﬁ O\Z\‘(*

Dated: New York, gew York K v\—c{ \Z\N\(

Daemper 30 2010 o ¥ |
ml uk“U\ ?vac.) I

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

Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. Estate of William C. Martin

80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

JAN 07 2011 324-6038

N0025566-1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
——— X
iIN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
HENRY STUDE,
Index No. 104980/01
Plaintiffs, ‘
— against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER !
Defendant. '
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE
COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York
December @, 2010

Frank Ortlz Esq. C. Diff6 Haloulo, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg Montano

Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, F ‘ L E D
New York, NY 10003 / 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100

(212) 558-5500

New York,New York 10022 N 2 b 701
646) 435-0300 JAN
NEW ¥ O OFFICE

SO ORDERED, P LEAKS
ﬁteﬁklegn Heitler GOUNTY

s 701




£

X./cases/FBW42708/legal/NOSIM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
ETHEL KOROSECZ, *
Plaintiff(s),
-against-
A.C. & S.,INC.
Defendant(s).
X

Index No.: 105477/01

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

NYCAL
ILA.S. Part 30

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request

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

§3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

125 /o

oz L

FrankOstiz-Esg— Damvsz §low. n SuzapinéNM. Halbardier, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. BA “MCTIERNAN & MOORE
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

180 Maiden Lane FULTON BOILER WORKS

New York, New York 10038 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler

JAN 07 2011

New York, New York 10006

(212) 313-3600 F ‘ ‘_ E, D |

san 2 oW

Sl g
nO L OFFICE
TV CLERRS
cOUN




HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAN, DUNST &
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

NEVY BRUNSYWICK, NJ

SQUTH JERSEY

701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)

INDEX NO.: 105480-01

This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

MARY ANN SPIKER, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR
THE ESTATE OF STANLEY J. KREVETSKI, AND
MARGARET KREVETSKI, INDIVIDUALLY

against

ACANDS, INC., 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 plaintifts'
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, New York

W AB\\o
WE DY R S LISA BUSCH, E%’
HOAGLAN LONGO ORAN WEITZ & LUXENB
DUNST & DOUKAS LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for Defendant, Mary Ann Spiker, Stanl y% aveE and
Kohler Co. Margaret Krevetski %

40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 700 Broadway

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 New York, N¥~1000 5 1 100 ‘
JAN A

JORK QE

SO ORDERED: s OFFIU=

Honorable Sherry KWF’W




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.3. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 105480/01
STANLEY J. KREVETSKI
NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER
-~ against -
A.C. & 8., INC., et al.,
Defendants.
______________________________________ X
WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Lay

and Rules Section $3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there Dbeing n

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims ang
cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed witl
prejudice and without costs.

New York
f 2010

Brooklyn,

\ %3‘“

Complaint against

Frank Ortiz, Esqg. :: E\’
- Weitz & Luxenberg, P.Cw

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Stanley J. Krevetski

700 Broadway, 6™ Floor
New York, New York 10003
212-558-5500

SO ORDERED: S——

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

-\ B, R T (
_/Amlo, wel T

Cullen and Dykman Wil
Attorneys for De f&Mant
Burnham LLC

177 Montague Street
Brooklyn, New York
(718) 855-9000
Our File No.:

11201

11084-2239

E

~



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

———————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION ;g%f
———————————————————————————————————————— X\ ( e
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: k &
o %ﬁﬂ\
MARY ANN SPIKER, as Administratrix for the Indﬂﬁﬁ No. 01/ (ﬁgso
Estate of STANLEY J. KREVETSKI, and MARY ,MKS OFF\
ANN SPIKER, as Executrix for the Egtate “ﬁq %“
of MARGARET KREVETSKI, 0\-3 e\ﬂ“
Plaintiff (s),
-against- ' Q $y
» NO OPPOSITION ~ (%2
SUMMARY JUD ge é?‘ ‘
NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a MOTION AND ogﬁ « és'o? !
NATIONAL GRID, et al., ~n QOF
Defendant -~ z Q‘é?
erenaancs. < [y
________________________________________ . & 3 g5
WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONALs?
()
O

GRID (“NATIONAL GRID”), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/K/a
LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and
crogs claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are
hereby digmigged with prejudice and without costs.

New York

Dated: Brooklymn,

BEThei-ags, . Frank M. Ortiz, Esg
{/ond Dykman LLP WEITZ & LUXENBER .
ey for Defendant . Attorneys for Plaintiifs

AT ONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway
177 Montague Street New York, NY 10003
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500

(718)855-9000
u)‘}-.N 07 Z@)“
70

e e——

'SKH - Revd & Did: "

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' .A.S. Part 30
i (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

| Index No.: 105986/01
DAVID WRIGHT, Administrator for the Estate of .’

ELIZABETH WRIGHT,
Plaintiff,
-against- : NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C.and S., INC,, et al. ' MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants. ﬁ

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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

e 13
COStS. % % ® 4?

vk LLI\‘\
Dated: New York, New York . ’
" e o
A S
\-.,' ] 2010 /\4&/\ @ s OFFICE]
Lr.ul . il
Steven T. Corbin, Esgq. Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attommey for Plaintiff
Peerless Industries, Inc. Estate of Elizabeth Wright
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 10003

(212) 232-1300 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

4846-3388-4422.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to: NYCAL

ANDREA NETLAND, Individually and as Executrix for ~ 1/-S- Part 30, (Heitler, J.)

the Estate of KOLBEIN NETLAND, Index NozT 06352/0i)&

119374/00

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. hereby request summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: M~ v \\‘j\\ , 2010

i o /’
: owﬁood, Esq.

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & COURTNEY, P.C.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.
New York, NY 10003 530 Saw Mill River Road
(212) 558-5500 : Elmsford, New York 10523
(914) 345-7301 . ? 0
File No.: 473.81147 "¢ \¢ o
K 3 ? \ . w”;\,\
SO ORDERED, A F & e
Hon. Sheffy KleW Heitler L v W 5
CORRN i"‘“‘“\"%
§ oo W
X

e 07 2011

JAN 07 2011



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  LA.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

| Index No.: 106564/01
CAROL DANN and JAMES HOOKER, Personal !
Representatives for the Estate of EARL HOOKER,

Plaintiff, 5
-against-  NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C.and S., INC,, et al. 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 § 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

\M{2 2010 \ ,g)
’ ¥
. (A N

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank Ortiz, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff

Peerless Industries, Inc. Estate of Earl Hooker

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

77 Water Street, Suite 2100 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 10003

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherr?*‘f(le\in Heitler

L N 07 2011
QKH - Revd & Dtd: .~ S

4846-3388-4422.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY t NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ! LA.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

BYRON C. TAYLOR, as Personal Representative for Index No.: 106684/01
the Estate of ALFRED LEO LOZIER and BYRON C. |
TAYLOR as Personal Representative for the Estate of

PHEBE LOZIER:
Plaintiff, | NO OPPOSITION
-against- . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
 MOTION AND ORDER
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 § 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
\v r’? , 2010 _ f\l\/Q/g O j‘{_
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. =
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff
Peerless Industries, Inc., BYRON C. TAYLOR, as Personal Representative for the Estate

. 2 of ALFRED LEQO LOZIER and BYRON C. TAYLOR as
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP Personal Representative for the Estate of PHEBE LOZIb ;

77 Water Street, Suite 2100
New York, New York 10005 yoenz & Luxensere, PO LE
(212) 232-1300 Yy

~New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500 JAN 2 4 200
SO ORDERED, o e MoV YORK ]
on. Sherry Klein Heitler COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
1863-13781 AN O 201

4815-9294-6694.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i L.A.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: !
{ Index No.: 106928/01
FRANK CARUVANA, :
Plaintiff,
-against- :
: NO OPPOSITION
A.C.and S., INC,, et al. : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: 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 § 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

i RO

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank Ortiz, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff

Peerless Industries, Inc. Frank Caruvana

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P C.
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 700 Broadway E D
New York, New York 10005 New York, New York oﬁ i.

(212) 232-1300 | (212) 558-5500
2 h 200
SO ORDERED, ShR

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 440 Ak
tﬂm («' s ) QFF@

JAN 07 201

4846-3388-4422.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | .LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: |

i Index No.: 107025/01
MARGARET MARIE BERENGER, Individually and as
Executrix for the Estate of CHARLES BERENGER, 1

Plaintiff,
-against-  NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C.and S., INC,, et al. 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 § 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

oL

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff
Peerless Industries, Inc. Margaret Marie Berenger, Individually and Executrix
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP for the Estate of Charles Berenger
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 WerTz & LUXENBERGECY B 0
New York, New York 10005 700 Broadway o
(212) 232-1300 “New York, New York 10003 »
(212) 558-5500 G € VAN

SO ORDERED, ’ LI SER

Hon. S‘h_yy Klein Heitler iy [;F\KS O\';F\GE

100 o011

4846-3388-4422.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

ERNEST WILLIAMS; : Index No.@19376/00

Plaintiff,
-against-

A.C. AND S.,INC,, ET AL. ! NO OPPOSITION

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Defendants. 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 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 Yrrk, New York

il RO

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. <
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff

Peerless Industries, Inc., ERNEST WILLIAMS

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F l L

77 Water Street, Suite 2100 700 Broadway E D
New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 10003

SO ORDERED, s

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler er’;; w”‘ i

#E OFFICE
1863-934

vl U7 201

4815-9294-6694.1




From: FAXmaker To: Raghu Bandlamudi Page: 2/2 Date: 10/18/2010 3:46:48 PM

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

-------------------------------------------------- X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY‘ I.A.8., Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
e e e e e e e e e s e — — o 3
This Document Relates to: - Index No.:107206/01
James S. Weisenburger
(deceasged) ,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION AND ORDER
A.C. & 5., Inc., et al.,
Defendants.
______________________________________ X
WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby reguests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs:®
Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and
crogs claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
(12122 , 2010
BT G L,Zzi., 7)ot
ﬁﬁﬁﬂwJ 7. ﬁthJJWV,’FSq Rgghu Bandlamudi, Esqg.
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
James S. Welsenburger Goulds Pumps Inc,
700 Broadway, 6™ Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York :JC)
{(718) 855-8000 ¥
Our File No. ?5 10834
(A
1&
So Ordered o e W _oCE
o Ordered: 2 s O3V
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler Y&ﬁqégWSny\

y O

Wi
JARDY 2011

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


http://www.gfi.corn

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: !
{ Index No.: 107296/01
MARY BROPHY, =
Plaintiff,
-against- :
: NO OPPOSITION
A.C.and S., INC., et al. : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i 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 § 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
\1]1 2010

Steven T, Corbin, Esq. Frank Ortiz, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff

Peerless Industries, Inc. Mary Brophy

[LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LLUXENRERG, P.C.

77 Water Street, Suite 2100 700 Broadway ﬁ 3‘ L E D
New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 0

(212) 232_’1300 ” (212) 558:5500
SO ORDERED, = '/ JAN 2 % 201

Hon. éh{y Klein Heitler e
P+ s GEFICE

JAN 07 2011

4846-3388-4422.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, 1.
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

! Index No.: 107297/01
ANN HARDOBY, Individually and GREGORY .
HARDOBY and DIANE RABIEJ, as Co-Executrices for :
the Estate of GEORGE HARDOBY ’

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION

-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.and S., INC,, et al. E
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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

e %‘W‘L‘.‘;{\
costs. LY
Dated: New York, New York 2 260

\-vi-? 2010 e A

1. 64 TN R YO orrcE)

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank Ortiz, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff
Peerless Industries, Inc, Estate of George Hardoby
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 10003

(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500
SO ORDERED, % IAN 07 2011
. | Al

Hon. Sherry Klin Heitler

K - Rovd 8 01—

4846-3388-4422.1



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

—————————————————————————————————————— X  NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COQUNTY I.A.S5. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.,: 107297/01

GEORGE HARBODY
NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER

- against -
A.C., & 8., INC., et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Lay
and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint againsty

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being ngq

opposition thereto, i - Rl u
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-deffendants, all claims and

. . K ph wt

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

5 (o ERKS GFFICE
prejudice and without costs. FQQ@MWWQEQ;QQH%

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
— A& \\D , 2010

ol
Frank Ortiz, E m/’ﬁggégﬁsz/;ngiolillo, Esqg.

Weitz & Luxenberg,-P.C, Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
George Harbody Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6% Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558-5500 (718) 855-8000

Our File No.: 11084-1
SO ORDERER? -

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler aKH - Revd & Did: .




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

Index No.: 107298/01
RUTH P. HOROWITZ, Individually and Executrix for !
the Estate of ABRAHAM HOROWITZ,

Plaintiff,
-against- : NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C.and S., INC,, et al. 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 § 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

FILED

JAN 2 4 201

costs.

Dated: New YOI}(, New York

0 ~AD NEWYORK
T p A - A O jmw CLERK'S OFFICE

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attomey for Plaintiff
Peerless Industries, Inc. Estate of Abraham Horowitz
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 10003
(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500
SO ORDERED, L

Hon. Mﬂsin Heitler

vaN 07 2011

4846-3388-4422 1



HOAGLAND; LONGO
MORAN, DUNST &
DOUKAS, LLP.
ATTORMEYS AT LAW

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

NEWY BRUNSYIGH, N

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202 °
HAMMONTON, 1

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.LA.S. Part 30

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)

INDEX NO.: 1
This Document Relates to: 107337-01
AUGUST TURIANO AND NANCY TURIANO,
NO OPPOSITION
against SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.C.&8S.,INC., ET AL.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby reduests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'
complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cbsts.

DATED: New York, New York

Nevember-19,-2616—

v\ \\o %

WENDY R. KAGAN, E%, — LISABUSCH, Be@”
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBE ;
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for Defendant, August Turiano and Nancy Turano
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway

40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

New York, NY 10038

SO ORDERED:

. 201
JAN 07 2011 JAN 2%

NEW YORK

GOUNW CLERKE OFEICE




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: |
JOSEPH A. ZAMPELLA and MILLIE ZAMPELLA; | Index No.: 107791/01

Plaintiff,
-against-
A.C.AND S, INC, ET AL. NO OPPOSITION
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Defendants. 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 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

\~~ , 2 , 2010 Q
7. M . e N A f\)
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq
Attorney for Defendant Attomey for Plaintiff
Peerless Industries, Inc., CARL L. WOQOD and BETTY WOOQOD
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 700 Broadway
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 New York, New York 10003 - T
New York, New York 10005 (212) 558-5500 W ; “h’w*"“ ".L.n
(212) 232-1300 Wk ves B
SO ORDERED, L

Hon. She ein Heitler '
AR R ‘“

1863-940 " epiks OFFICE]

COUNTY

4815-9294-6694.1

sKH - Revd & Didd AN-07-201



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to: . NYCAL
JOHNSON, DIANA A. As Administratrix. For The Estate ~ 1-A-S- Part 30, (Heitler, J.
Of SIMON B. MANNING, and DIANA A. JOHNSON, Index No: 108009/01
Individually
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier
Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintif’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as
Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Adience f’k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

coOsts.,
Dated:  fw. \1,[ \ ,2010

- ) ch, Esq.

Frank Ortz, Esq,
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C M S, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) - & COURTNEY, P.C.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BM], Inc.,
New York, NY 10003 improperly named as Premier Refractories,
(212) 558-5500 Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI
530 Saw Mill River Road

Elmsford, New York 10523
(914) 345-7301
File No.: 473.87657

SO ORDERED
Y A d *
Hon. Sher®y Kleth Heitler AN 2

JAN 07 2011



SUPREME CQURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

———————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
———————————————————————————————————————— X (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
HAROLD N. SMITH, Index No.: 01/108036
Plaintiff (s),
-against-
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a MOTION AND ORDER
NATIONAL GRID, et al.,
Defendants.
________________________________________ x

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL
GRID (“NATIONAL GRID”}, sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC_f/k/a
LONG ISLAND PCWER 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.f E

Dated: Broo /] New York
, 2010
T

J urlpti , Esq.
ufl and man LLP
tdfney for Defendant

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

30 ORDERED,

P
3

t]

‘CLERKS OFFICE

torneys for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

(212) 558-5500

Hon. Sherry K.

Heitler

JAN 07 2011,
SKH - Revd & Did:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY t NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No.: 108103/01
JOHN A. MAZZULLO,

Plaintiff,
-against- :
{ NO OPPOSITION
A.C.and S., INC,, et al. | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- i 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 § 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

\1;,[ 2010 N ,
ET Ll - =D o

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank Ortiz, Esq. .

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff , -~ 9

Peerless Industries, Inc, John A. Mazzullo . b L

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. = % %"

77 Water Street, Suite 2100 700 Broadway ' A

New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 10003 A

(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 ; .
B

SO ORDERED, IR G

Heitler (70\3'\ L

4846-3388-4422.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION { LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, 1.
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: !
| Index No.: 109761/01
PHILIP HERNANDEZ, =
Plaintiff,
-against- !
{ NO OPPOSITION
A.C.and 8., INC., et al. i SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: 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 § 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 prejudlce and W'AE ID

costs.
Jan 2 & 1O
Dated: New York, New York

7\ ;{ 2010 ,\‘_&/t {_ 0 '"'v"h :?;ﬂgs OFFICE]

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank Ortiz, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff
Peerless Industries, Inc. Philip Hernandez

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 10003
(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

JAN.07 2011

SKH-Revd &Dtd: -

4846-3388-4422 1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

RICHARD D’IMPERIO, Executor for the Estate of

JOAN D’IMPERIO,

Plaintiff,
-against-

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

Defendants.

Index No.: 110437/01

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 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
1~ (2 2010

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

(212) 232-1300

SO ORDERED,

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff
Estate of Joan D’Imperio
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

=D
~N

\
¥

Hoﬁ.’S’HErr} Klein Heitler

4846-3388-4422.1

. e F
700 Broadway ool ®
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500
W S urHCE:X

oum*‘ ou

" TSI ey % gtg ?LZZ:"B




From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier Page: 3/6 Date: 12/16/2010 6:59:10 PM

X./fcases/FBW43360/lcga/NOSIM

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ,
X Index No.: 110438/01
HAROLD MCGINN, '
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
-against- ORDER
A.C. &S.,INC. NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s).
X

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
§3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

‘Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

12[16]10
At 22 S = /‘
Frank Ortiz, Esq. . Halbardier, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. Y, MCTIERNAN & MOORE
Attomeys for Plaintiff Attomeys tor Defendant
180 Maiden Lane FULTON BOILER WORKS
New York, New York 10038 2 Rector Street, 14 Floor
(212) 558-5500 - New York, New York 10006
MV (212) 313-3600 E | L E D

SO ORDERED, AW

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler Jan 24 200

LA V'ﬂb‘r{K
ANO720m o .z OFRCE

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



http:lW.gfi.com

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

| Index No.: 110810/01
PHYLLIS E. MARANO and PHILIP MARANO, |

Plaintiff,
-against- :
{ NO OPPOSITION
A.C.and S., INC,, et al. i SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' 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 § 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 \ L E‘ D
= /\;(3 - ﬂf"‘“ O Nz o

RTpand

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank Ortiz, Esq. TR o o OFF ACE
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff N GuE 3

Peerless Industries, Inc. Phyllis E. Marano and Philip Ma@eﬁb’

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

77 Water Street, Suite 2100 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 10003

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

SO ORDERED,

SKH - Revd & Did: ___...___....,}

4846-3388-4422.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

| Index No.: 110943/01
JUDITH E. ACKLEY, as Executrix for the Estate of :

ROLAND DI ANTONIO,
Plaintiff, 3
-against- : NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C.and S., INC,, et al. MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants. j

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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

[ A YOE

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank Ortiz‘,rEsq.

Attorney for Defendant Attomey for Plaintiff

Peerless Industries, Inc. Estate of Roland Di Antonio . ¢ ' D

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.(:: \95‘ Fosa

77 Water Street, Suite 2100 700 Broadway L

New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 10003 I

(212) 232-1300 %gzl 2) 558-5500 e

SO ORDERED, 7 (A S FPICE!
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler mOURE

JnN 07 2011

4846-3388-4422.1



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:
WILLIAM TAGLIAFERRI

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

Index Noc111229/01
119610/01

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. hereby request summary

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

3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: \'L\ \ A ,2010

Frank Ortiz, Esq. AGhn J. HopWood, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & COURTNEY, P.C.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.
New York, NY 10003 530 Saw Mill River Road

(212) 558-5500 Elmsford, New York 10523

14) 345-7301 -+
File No.: 473.86067
ile No %A

AN
"’n

SO ORDERED,




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to: NYCAL

JOSEPH W. SHRECK L.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)
Index No: 118721/01 &
“111233/01
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. hereby request summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. with
prejudice, and thel;e being no opposition theréto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
dgain.st defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.
Daied \L—L.x Y010

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ohn J. ood, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. i MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN
Attorneys for Plaintiff{(s) & COURTNEY, P.C.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.
New York, NY 10003 530 Saw Mill River Road

(212) 558-5500 - Elmsford, New York 10523

(914) 345-7301
File No.: 473.86063

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shﬁr?g; I(I’gn{ Heitler ? L E D

JAN 2 4 201

‘\ NEW YORK
JAN 07 zsm COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S, Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

RUTH SANDRA THEAMAN and GERALD SPIGEL,
as Co-Executors for the Estate of JACK LOCKER

Index No.: liiiiiiii |

1
\
]
Il
i
i
]
1
]

Plaintiff,
-against- 5
\ : NO OPPOSITION
A.C.AND 8., INC., ET AL. i SUMMARY JUDGMENT
| 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 § 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 Yor,(, New York

B Dok

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. , Frank Ortiz, Esq. g

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff L o @;}v

Peerless Industries, Inc., Estate of Jack Locker F %

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

77 Water Street, Suite 2100 700 Broadway W2 b iy

New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 10003 SR

(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 NEW HORK FCE
Ay § LT Pl e

SO ORDERED, GOUNTY CLERKS &7

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

JAN 07 2011

4846-3388-4422.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION t 1LA.S, Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

| Index No.: 111867/01
NICHOLAS DELFINO and LAURA DELFINO, =

Plaintiff,
-against- !
i NO OPPOSITION
A.C.and S., INC,, et al. : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: 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 § 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. ‘F % ‘W E D

Dated: New York, New York il Tk 201
(3 2010 /\'_;Q/ L K
1] i . — e Tt ,
H= o e YO o)
.7:' &/Z LY x_wmf"w o . ‘ ‘,'\‘: !: gﬂFH%’(\’& O‘;‘F‘CE,
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank Ortiz, Esq. LN
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff
Peerless Industries, Inc. Nicholas Delfino and Laura Delfino
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENRBERG, P.C.
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 10003

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

SO ORDERED,

o4 07 2011
gKH - Revd & Dt e}

4846-3388-4422.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY  NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S, Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: !

Index No.: 113260/01
EILEEN A. ROMERO, EXECUTRIX FOR THE
ESTATE OF JOSEPH MCCARTHY,

Plaintiff(s), E
]

-against- NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & S.,INC,, etal., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s).

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

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint

against defendant Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, 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

Dasendoe (77,2010
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. ' = < Danicse Reow.n’
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Qakfabco, Inc. Estate of Joseph McCarthy
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10§88 | |_ B D f
(212) 509-3456 . (212) 558-5500 ' ;
JAN 24 201
SO ORDERED,
Hon. Shérry Bein Heitler NELT 0K
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE]
2571-875 -

JAN 07 2011

N0025263-1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY \ NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION . LA.S. Part 30
I (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: |

Index No.: 113260/01
EILEEN A. ROMERO, EXECUTRIX FOR THE
ESTATE OF JOSEPH MCCARTHY,

Plaintiff(s),
-against- NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. &S.,INC,, etal,, MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s).

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation be and t re hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F \ \‘ S
w2t

i
Dated: New York, New York

W)
Depenlor (1,200 oW\

Fad
Panvipr Blovin/

McGr ¥ & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Treadwell Corporation Estate of Joseph McCarthy
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

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

SO ORDERED,

on. Sherry KleinYeitler

1235-6993

ol 07 201

N0025260-1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY  NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ! LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

Index No.: 113260/01
EILEEN A. ROMERO, EXECUTRIX FOR THE
ESTATE OF JOSEPH MCCARTHY,

Plaintiff(s),
-against- NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C.&S.,INC,, etal., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s).

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s

complaint against defendant Patterson Pump Company with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Patterson Pump Company be and d@me are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. | \\’ ‘ e;&\

. <
o a7t <
Dated: New York, New York W @g@%\\{\
. , 2010 O
cendoe () O\)«d &

Dymise Biocrrs

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Patterson Pump Company Estate of Joseph McCarthy
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway

ew York, New York 10003
212) 558-5500

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler @

JAN 07 701 454-1644

N0025264-1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY , NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

' (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
Index No.: 113260/01
EILEEN A. ROMERO, EXECUTRIX FOR THE
ESTATE OF JOSEPH MCCARTHY,

Plaintiff{(s),
-against- NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
AC.&S., INC,etal, MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s).

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant Courter & 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, Courter & Company, Inc F a‘l L Eﬂ Dnereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. \ AN R4 '2.'3“
| « OFFICE
CLERKS 0
Dated: New York, New York ‘ COUNw NEW YORK

Decendoe (], 2010 s

4

: Dx;uwz ¢ QBlev.r’
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Courter & Company, Inc. Estate of Joseph McCarthy
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

a——

on. SherryWKlein Heitler

1122-7476

JAN 07 2011,

N0025265-1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to: NYCAL

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

Index No: 113260/01

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. hereby request summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs,

Dated: ™\ \*+] 2\ 2010
N A X e
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ' Aohn n J-Hopwood, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & COURTNEY, P.C.
700 Broadway Attormeys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.
New York, NY 10003 530 Saw Mill River Road
(212) 558-5500 Elmsford, New York 10523

(914) 345-7301
Flle No.: 473.86035

SO ORDERED, %ﬁ"; @
&

Hon. Shefry K¥ein Heitler v% ? \

| PV -



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY  NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
I (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: \

. Index No.: 113260/01
EILEEN A. ROMERO, EXECUTRIX FOR THE
ESTATE OF JOSEPH MCCARTHY,

Plaintiff(s),
-against-  NO OPPOSITION
' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. &S.,INC, et al., ! MOTION AND ORDER
)
Defendant(s). :

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s

complaint against defendant Kentile Floors, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all cla,'c and,pross claims against

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc. be and the same are herﬂb‘ii,s&ed w{th prejudice and without
costs. ? 1
W

Dated: New York, New York

Dece nder 1N , 2010

foT e

Jamie A. Bartolomeo, Esq. 7 Damiee Blooin)
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Kentile Floors, Inc. Estate of Joseph McCarthy
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway

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

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

JAN 07 20V

2082-8828

N0025254-1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
\ (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i
ROBERT S. COLLINS, as Administrator for the Index No.: 113728/01

Estate of EDWARD G. COLLINS and ROBERT
S. COLLINS and CHERYL BADALAMENT, as
the Co-Executors for the Estate of LILIAN
COLLINS, E
{ NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff, ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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
\v] 2010

BT LA
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. - ' 'l
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff C%« b ??“ w0
Peerless Industries, Inc., Edward G. Collins and Lilian lms
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENRERG, P.C. RS A
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 700 Broadway RIIYERE h
New York, New York 10005 ' - New York, New York 10003 R

- 212) 558-5500 e
(212) 232-1300 (212) ‘ HK&’ OFF‘GE)
SO ORDERED, 'A Ui"

‘gKH - Revd & Dt

4835-6931-4822 1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | 1.A.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: E
\ Index No.: 113956/01
CURTIS EDWARDS, =
Plaintif,
-against- :
i NO OPPOSITION
A.C.and S., INC., et al. | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' 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 § 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

I R WE S

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank Ortiz, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff

Peerless Industries, Inc. Curtis Edwards

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. - Q

77 Water Street, Suite 2100 700 Broadway R~

New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 10003 '

(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 7N

£

SO ORDERED, el .
) g OFFCR
N G

4846-3388-4422 1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

| Index No.:114379/01
RICHARD M. GIEGERICH, Administrator for the :
Estate of RICAHRD GIEGERICH and CHERYLE F.

GIEGERICH,
Plaintiff, | NO OPPOSITION
against- | SUMMARY JUDGMENT ,
' MOTION AND ORDER
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 § 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

e s
costs.
{] % ﬁ&wﬁ
] ’(‘F“.“J‘\‘\
Dated: New York New York g LR
w|3 2010 - 2
O T Y
;& //6 é / o b 3 OFF\G\
/-.— / e [
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff
Peerless Industries, Inc. Estate of Richard Giegerich and Cheryle F'Giegerich
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 10003
(212)232-1300 (212) 558-5500
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler JAN 07 253 ﬂ
oyt - Revd & Ot

4846-3388-4422.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK :
X E
CARL INZANTI and JEAN INZANTI :  Index No.: 114872/01
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs, . MOTION AND ORDER
- against -
A.C.and S., INC,, et al.
Defendants. ... ..
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Dunham-Bush hereby request summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212 and the NYCAL Amended

‘Case Management Order dated September 20, 1996, Amended as of February 19, 2003, dismissing

Plaintiffs’ Verified Complaint against Defendant Dunham-Bush with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to Plaintiffs and all co-Defendants, all claims and cross
claims against defendant Dunham-Bush, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated New York, New York
g_n,_lj_ , 2040201}

LEVY PTKIP KONIGSBERG, LLP  SCHNADER HARRISON SEGAL & LEWIS LLP
j § By: o=~ .

Matthew S. Tamasco, Esq.
800 Th1rd Avenue, 13“‘ Floor 140 Broadway, 31st Floor F ‘ L E D
New York, New York 10022 New York, New York 10005
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 5 201
Carl and Jean Inzanti Dunham-Bush Jit 29

SO ORDERED, % JAN 0 7 20 ‘”ﬁ(}‘ . " i i J ¥ ﬁ me

PHDATA 3343594 _1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, 1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

| Index No.: 115298/01
DOUGLAS L. MAURAN, Administrator for the Estate !
of ALFRED C. MAURAN,

Plaintiff, 5
-against-  NO OPPOSITION
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C.and S., INC,, et al. 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 § 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

\v]2 2010 ,& T
T s ;
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank Ortiz, Esq. F

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff

Peerless Industries, Inc. Estate of Alfred C. Mauran 'I.m\

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. Jh’ﬂ 24

77 Water Street, Suite 2100 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 10003

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

SO ORDERED, ' . )
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler KH i Rc\ld & D\d. e

4846-3388-4422.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

MINNIE BAIRD, as Executrix for the Estate of JAMES Index No.: 115594/01
BAIRD and MINNIE BAIRD, Individually, :

Plaintiff,
-against- ;
 NO OPPOSITION
AC.&S.,INC.,ET AL, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants. :

WHEREFORE, defendanf, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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 YOﬂT New York

kr{ 2;(). 2010 "\Q/\O :ﬁ(_

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff

Peerless Industries, Inc., Minnie Baird, as Executrix for the Estate of James
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP Baird and Minnie Baird, Individually

77 Water Street, Suite 2100 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. E D
New York, New York 10005 700 Broadway F L

(212) 232-1300 New York, New York 10003

W-@lz) 558-5500 AN 2 b 201
SO ORDERED, g

in Hei LEW YORK .
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler pEW Y
1863-5884 couuw CLERK'S OFFICE

JAN 07 2011

4824-1076-9414.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION + ILA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: E
MICHAEL W. FLANAGAN and MARGARET Index No.: 115738/01
FLANAGAN; |
Plaintiff,
-against-
| NO OPPOSITION
AC. &S.,INC,ET AL. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' 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 § 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

il S Rox

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff ’
Peerless Industries, Inc., MICHAEL W. FLANAGAN -and ‘MARGHA
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP FLANAGAN o % o T
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. U
New York, New York 10005 700 Broadway gt W
(212) 232-1300 New York, New York 10003 Jr
T (212) 558-5500
e (\‘—\K A O‘:F\GE
SO ORDERED, GOUNTY OV
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler J AN 0 v 20 "
1863-6737

4815-9294-6694.1



536.08378/AJIM
SUPREME COQURT 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:

Index No.: 116146/01
JOHN J. McCUE,

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO

Plaintiff, : Trial 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 sectgﬁﬂ 3 12,". dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendigé ;t@ﬁ Conveyor Corporation, with
5 Y
prejudice, and there being 1o op 1tlon t to.
RpaiEton thees
ORDERED, that upon notice to‘?ébiggaﬁefendants, all claims and
N
W

crossclaims against defendant cbnlted Conveyor Corporation, be and the

game are hereby dismissed w1th prejudlce and without costs.

DATED: \? (‘2" 2
East %ﬁﬂover QW Jeﬁgey

w;«wﬂ- X

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ . _..d.

K

WEITZ & LUXENBERG x“\$\ GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P.0O. Box 438
East pever, New Jersey 07936

SO ORDERED,

Honorakfelshévky Klein Heitler

JAM T 201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1.A.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i
. Index No.: 117155/01
MARTIN CONDENZIO, ]
Plaintiff,
-against- i
i NO OPPOSITION
A.C.and S, INC,, et al. { SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: 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 § 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

)Q;‘-Z‘;E?( : 2010 /\;&/\O

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff
Peerless Industries, Inc, Martin Condenzio .
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. D \
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 700 Broadway % %ﬂ, E i
New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 1 03
212)232-1300 212) 558-5500
(212) (212) o 2 N 201
SO ORDERED,
Hon. Shetry Mein Heitler i (OE?K FF@E}
NP
~ (M W WY

4846-3388-4422.1 JAN 0 ‘7 20“



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to: NYCAL

JOSEPH W. SHRECK I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)
Index N(e’_. l 18721/01 &

01

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f’/k/a BMI, Inc. hereby request summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: ™ ‘=LA o010
e

------

Frank Ortiz, Esq. : _~fohn J. ood, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & COURTNEY, P.C.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.
New York, NY 10003 530 Saw Mill River Road

(212) 558-5500 Elmsford, New York 10523

(914) 345-7301
File No.: 473.86063

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherfy FELED

JAN 2 4 201

INOTIN o RO e



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

RUTH SANDRA THEAMAN and GERALD SPIGEL,
as Co-Executors for the Estate of JACK LOCKER

Plaintiff,
-against-

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

Defendants.

' NYCAL
' LALS. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)

Index No -1 !9243/01 )

- 111234/01

| 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 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 Yorr, New York

arit Do

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank Ortiz, Esq. :ﬂ .y
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff F ‘ L o w

Peerless Industries, Inc., Estate of Jack Locker

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

77 Water Street, Suite 2100 700 Broadway W 7 b i

New York, New York 10005 _New York, New York 10003 JA

(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 NEW ‘-{OW.Q_,_F,? oF
= (e CE

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS

Hon. Sherrf Klein Heitler

4846-3388-4422.1

JAN 07 2011




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to: NYCAL

WILLIAM TAGLIAFERRI LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)
Index No: 1 29/Q]_&
119610/
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. hereby request summary ‘
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. with
prejudice, and there being no oppésition thereto,
"ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.
Dated: \2 \ A

, 2010

ABhn J. HopWood, Esg.

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ™ MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & COURTNEY, P.C.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.
New York, NY 10003 530 Saw Mill River Road
(212) 558-5500 Elmsford, New York 10523

- 914) 345-7301 -~

File No.: 473.86067 %}\ N
o N

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ‘

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to; NYCAL

JOSE TRINIDAD I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)
Index No M.‘

109554/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f’/k/a BMI, Inc. hereby request summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: _ (™ M\l 2010

L‘_\ N \ - /’__________.,.._._
Frank Ortiz, Esq. : Jetf J. H od, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & COURTNEY, P.C.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.
New York, NY 10003 530 Saw Mill River Road
(212) 558-5500 Elmsford, New York 10523

(914) 345-7301
File No.: 473.86069

SO ORDERED, _
H% gry Klein I;Ieitler
A
%«y "f\ﬁa OQ/
AN
L < :
\ S unid

N o f\)‘ﬁ <

st



From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier Page: 2/6 Date: 12/16/2010 6:56:10 PM

X.:/cases/FBWA44589/legal/NOSIM

'SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK _ _ ;
X Index N&.: 120395/01 Q
JOSE TRINIDAD, 109554/

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
-against- ‘ , ORDER
A.C. &S, INC. - NYCAL
. LA.S. Part 30
- Defendant(s).
<

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request
summary judgment in the abové;ehtiﬂed case, puréuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
§3212, dismissing plain‘tiﬁ’ s éomplaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WdRKS o }
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

Ordered, that upon ncﬁicc to all bo-dcfendants,-all claims and cross-claims against
defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

2o
2l Zpttee vl
Mo M. ;%] , S e M. Halbardier, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXE ERG P C. BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE

Attorneys for Plaintiff - Attorneys for Defendant
180 Maiden Lane FULTON BOILER WORKS
New York, New York 10038 2 Rector Street, 14® Floor

(212) 558-5500 ' New York, New Yor 6
| ¥LED

, (212) 313-3600
SO ORDERED, W Jan 2 4 10V

Hon. Sheffy Klein-Heitler

v YORK | al
couNfT( CLERK'S OFFICE al

JAN 07 2011

This fax was sent with GF} FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: hittp:/fAww.gfi.com



http://www.gfi.com
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, 1.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No¢"120396/01,)103357/02

EDWARD T. GOOD AND CAROL GOOD,

]
{
:
[}
L}
Plaintiff{(s), !
1
-against- ,
; NO OPPOSITION
A.C. &S, INC,, et al,, ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). I

WHEREFORE, defendant, QOakfabco, Inc.., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant Qakfabco, Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, OQakfabco, Inc. be and the sal‘:e E kﬁ)y dismissed with prejudice and without
costs. Lo F \

Dated: New York, New York CLERKS OFFICE
QUNTY Cl-
,2010 C NEW YOR

_QMQQ&@ J’\p M /a/?/azq}/a/om

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. ‘&Em \éz“
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & ERG, lg

Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Qakfabco, Inc. Edward T. Good and Carol Good
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500
SO ORDERED,

on. Klein Heitler

2571-801T

JAN 07 2011

N0024782-1




" SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION y LA.S. Part 30
' (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ;

Index No¢ 120396/01 1103357/02

EDWARD T. GOOD AND CAROL GOOD,

]
I
1
1
1
1
}
Plaintiff(s), !
i
-against- :
. NO OPPOSITION
A.C. &S, INC,, et al., ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). i

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant Patterson Pump Company with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all —a@dants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Patterson Pump Com bM the s are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
g

without costs. \‘;\\ i - Q?‘?\O
\(: .D‘
< o\i@o‘f\‘l‘
Dated: New York, New York (:'0\5‘A we
, 2010
M 13,/8d)3 9

Kedyann Ca0k, Esq. EJ /V‘L 7
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEI Z/@L XEN. gRLGr Cp/(\.] +
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Patterson Pump Company Edward T. Good and Carol Good
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500
SO ORDERED, .

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

454-3579T

JAN 07 2011

N0024777-1




" SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LA.S. Part 30
' (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

Index No.r120396/01, 103357/02

EDWARD T. GOOD AND CAROL GOOD,

)
1
]
1
I
I
1
Plaintiff(s), !
)
-against- :
, NO OPPOSITION
A.C.&S.,INC,, etal., ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). '

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing |
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
, 2010

He TN e
v R WEITZ@?L /VL )GWI

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

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. NBERG, P. C

Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff !
Tishman Liquidating Corporation Edward T. Good and Carol Good |
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway E D '
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 F ‘ L !

R

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kfétﬁ Heitler

383-24975B

JAN 07 2011

N0024779-1




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:

: Index No.: 20397/01
DANIEL SCHIANO, : '

Plaintiff, : {(September 2010 Monthly FIFO
: Trial Group)
vS.

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

AND ORDER
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor CorporatiQQ,: with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto ?ﬁ
Boms

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co- déEéggants, alL claims and

: By in

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Co}%oratlo évpﬁxgnd the
Tl

CLERS i
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice andcﬁmk@%ﬁgﬂtﬁ@ﬁ -

paTED: o \ |21 ° o

EJ_ ; :M‘Jeiwﬁy
N ETR

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. sy Z . .

WEITZ & LUXENBERG “mﬁ. GARRITY, GRAHAM MURPHY GAROFALOQ

Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P.Q —438

East Hanover, New Jersgey 07936

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler

JAN 07 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to: NYCAL

MARGARET VOSBURGH, as Administratrix for the LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)

Estate of WALTER VOSBURGH, and MARGARET Index No?120432/01

VOSBURGH, Individually 101070702
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier
Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as
Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Adience f'k/a BMI, Inc., impioperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a
Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Frank Ortiz, Esq, n J,Hopwood, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG/P C‘w' MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) N & COURTNEY, P.C.
700 Broadway '{iq» ¢5 & Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,
New York, NY % M QK"@‘% ’ C.)«:f\’“ _improperly named as Premier Refractories,
(212) 558-5500@ SN " Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI
= ROV o 530 Saw Mill River Road
,&q“f,_.;;\?s ; Elmsford, New York 10523
S (914) 345-7301
. F File No.: 473.86072

¢ -
SO ORDERED,

Hon. She'ﬁ'y Kleih Heitler

201\

JAN 07




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

MARGARET VOSBURGH, as Administratrix for the

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)

Estate of WALTER VOSBURGH, and MARGARET Index No: 120432/0] &
jvidual 101070/02

VOSBURGH, Individually

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier
Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the

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

plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as
Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

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

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway

. AQ{)""“‘: o
O
A os
O&}f\ ¥
 ©

SO ORDERED,

Q¥ @

g [ L
New York, NY ¥ 08% W g-{x‘e‘x d(f:’
(212) 558—55QQ E‘,\}Q}m ’ ;Af?:‘\‘

n J,Hopwood, Esq.
MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN
& COURTNEY, P.C.
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,
_improperly named as Premier Refractories,
* Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI
530 Saw Mill River Road

.Elmsford, New York 10523

(914) 345-7301
File No.: 473.86072




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

Index No.: 101110/02
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT "

JAMES FLEMING, MOTION

Plaintiff(s),
- against -
ACand S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG

CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., !
i
Defendants. ‘

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL-
MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

to either party.

Dated 2010

‘Ffﬂnk'@i’ﬁz‘ES'q Dantee SLoonN Jenni#r L. Budner, Esq. F | L E D
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE

Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. JAN 2 4 201

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant '

New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain RIS YORK

212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 '

( | ) New York, NY 10022 GOUNTY CLERKS OFFICE.

(212) 651-7500
1/
7

Hon! SkefrV Klein Heitler

SO ORDERED,

JAN 07 2011




536.11044/AIM
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)

Thig document relates to:
Index No.: 101286/02
ALEX T. MILLER, Deceased,
(August 2010 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 Sect‘rﬁ BEIQ,@, ismigsing plaintiff's
Complaint against defendant, Flted Conveypr Corporation, with

“Kibd

prejudice, and there being no opp051éion therg%gcﬁ
W &l

ORDERED, that upon notlce‘tqjaﬁi debﬁghdants, all claims and
crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
DATED: \1—‘\3 \\ -
East Han Jersey

T M:ﬁ&m
b *w/"

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. ,,,w-.ms\ - .
WEITZ & LUXENBERG S GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO

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

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P.C. Box 438
rgt~Hanover, New Jersey 07936

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler

JAN 07 2011




' © SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ; LA'S. Part 30
' (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No.: 120396/01{103357/0

EDWARD T. GOOD AND CAROL GOOD,

]
]
I
]
\
Plaintiff(s),
]
-against- )
i NO OPPOSITION
AC. &S, INC., etal, ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). i

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc.., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant Qakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, 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 ste E lﬂy dismissed with prejudice and without

costs. F g

j AN 2 n; ’Eﬁﬁﬁ

. \ ICE
Dated: New York, New York UNTY CLERKS OFF

,2010  GOVE oy vO

RK

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. y

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER. P.C. wﬁ%@fﬂ%ﬁ@ ﬁ:ﬂl
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Oakfabco, Inc. _ Edward T. Good and Carol Good
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

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

SO ORDERED,

2571-801T

JAN 07 2011

N0024782-1



" SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION , LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, 1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: T

Index No.: 120396/01,

EDWARD T. GOOD AND CAROL GOOD,

1
1
‘
Plaintiff(s), !
1
-against- :
: NO OPPOSITION
A.C. &S, INC, et al., ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT

' MOTION AND ORDER

Defendant(s). '

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant Patterson Pump Company with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all -d@dants all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Patterson Pump Comgn&%nd the samg are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. stl\ g, \(.C 0@?\0
Y2,
Dated: New York, New York O
, 2010

M M /3 /ou/a{ 00

MéIEY & KLUG].ER P.C. é:?/@z EJXE/IQQIG(— % +Z

Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff

Patterson Pump Company Edward T. Good and Carol Good
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 - New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hoﬁj Sherry Klein Yeitler

454-3579T

JAN 07 2011

N0024777-1




" SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ; LAS. Part 30
t (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: |

‘Index No.: 120396/01

EDWARD T. GOOD AND CAROL GOOD,

1

1

i

1

t

1

1

Plaintiff(s), !

1

-against- :
: NO OPPOSITION

A.C. &S.,INC,, et al., ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT ;
' MOTION AND ORDER 3

Defendant(s). '

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

, 2010 M

#g— m 13)34/490

K ook, Esq. ‘gf [ /VL ) rO\A}l

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

Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff \
Tishman Liquidating Corporation Edward T. Good and Carol Good |
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway E,; E} !
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 F g %.r Ead ’

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

SO ORDERED,

v kit \ . 3!
2383-24975B

Hon. Sherry Kféuﬁ Heitler

JAN U7 2011

N0024779-1




536.10566/AJM
SUPREME COQURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : TAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:

: Index No.: 120397/01
DANTIEL SCHIANO, : W
Plaintiff, : (September 2010 Monthly FIFO
: Trial Group)
ve.
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION
et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION

AND ORDER
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporatioﬁ, 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 Corporatiog,\ with

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-ddfendants, alaﬁclalms and

N 2k

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor C‘oé‘g‘orat:Lcm‘.CS @@fgnd the

S

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto ﬁg
: -

L
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice andQ@mﬂﬁ®€w¢®@@s
patED: L\ |37 =

ol .

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. Fi . /Bl .
WEITZ & LUXENBERG . GARRITY, GRAHAM MURPHY GAROFALO

Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350

East Hanover, New Jersey 07936

80 ORDERED,

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler

JAN 07 201




COUNTY OF NEW YORK

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

Index No.: 105172/02

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

NO OPPOSITION
GERALD HAHN, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION
- against -
AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al.,
Defendants.

to either party.

Dated: \>=\\S 2010
New York, New York

Frank Ortiz, Esq. v@:
WEITZ & LUXENBERG;;EC.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and w1th0ut costs”

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL-
MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

m -

‘-r E s Baso
!

\.}: Pet & 0

RK
\ %_\ NEW S OFFICE]

Jennifer V. Budner’ Esq. > O
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE ¢- 1 1 = D)
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD, © =™
Attorneys for Defendant

Weil McLain EEA A o
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022 o F - G!T

(212) 651-7500 Qg RY

JAN 07 2011




536.11801/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:
Index No.: 105172/02

GERALD HAHN, Deceased,
(August 2010 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, dispissing plaintiff's
Complaint against defendant, United Convgggg\Kﬁprporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition @géreto ,
s v . ‘
o N
ORDERED, that upon notice to lYgd defepﬁénta&)all claims and
b (mgy

crossclaims against defendant, United Con@%yor'gaﬁgbratlon be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudlce\§hd@%1thout costs.
alial e

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. wquvm . z
WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO

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

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

S0 ORDERED,

Honorablé&gherxy Klein Heitler

JAN 07 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

----------------------------------------- x

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 111071/98
NO OPPOSITION

Arthur Kingsland SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
Judgmerit 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 YorT New York
\2 1V 2

=D X
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG \\\ N, WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff o EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway _ Attomey for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017

Our File No. 05335.2186
FILED

Hon, Sherryl( Heitler JAN 24 201

JAN (114 20" NEW Y ORI

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SO ORDERED,

4250453.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

----------------------------------------- x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, 1.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1

Sitasanoz

NO OPPOSITION

Floyd Cady Sr. 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 AW, 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
\2 { [y =

"

.,{f’mmwji %""} L" ’gi "‘L:“""w
W (" ""\&

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. ‘“w‘xtﬁggﬂ}-'
WEITZ & LUXENBERG "\"}
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sher‘ry“K. Heitler

4250446.1

N

- ymlulm—w

Julie R, Evans, Esq.

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LILP
Attorney for Defendant

AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 1 E- D
2

Our File No. q- 2

LTS e

W t}"l 3 OFF\@
JAN 07 2011 SOUNTY ouERe




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to: NYCAL

DONALD F. HOGAN 1.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)
Index No: 108870/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier
Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the
~ above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as
Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

Dated: \~ | Y ,2010

NIQ D —fpe D

Frank O J. Hopwood, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.\\ MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) ) & COURTNEY, P.C.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,

New York, NY 10003 improperly named as Premier

(212) 558-5500 Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a
BMI
530 Saw Mill River Road PR

Elmsford, New York 10523 Ve

(914) 345-7301 ‘
File Ne:: 473.87378 oo

SO ORDERED, 7 “‘dgw:% aﬁﬂcﬁl
Hon. Shérry Klein Heitler GOUNTY

NYI01834.1) 07 201




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

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

Index No: 120395/01 &
109554/02
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. hereby request summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Ci\)il Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f'/k/a BMI, Inc. with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
| ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

W! %-\ E2010 .
/——.——‘

Frank Ortiz, Esq. lalﬁ J.H

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P c. MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & COURTNEY, P.C.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.
New York, NY 10003 530 Saw Mill River Road

(212) 558-5500 Elmsford, New York 10523

(914) 345-7301
File No.: 473.86069

SO ORDERED,




rIOMm. FAAMAaKer 10, DUZanne Halparaier rage. £/ Lale, 12 1/£010 0.0 10U vl

X, :/cases/ FBW44589/legal/ NOSIM

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

' X ) : 120395/01 &
JOSE TRINIDAD, 109554/02

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
-against- o _ ORDER

- A.C. &S, INC. _ - NYCAL
e , LA.S. Part 30

- Defendant(s).

X

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request
summary judgment in the above-entltled case, pursuant to Civil Practlce Law and Rules
§3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

Ordered, that upon nﬁﬁce to all bo-dcfcndants,-all claims and cross-claims against
defendants FULTON BOILE;,R' WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

121t 10 j |
il Tkt O~

Mo Meclink,. . Bsq. S ¢ M. Halbardier, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE
Attorneys for Plaintiff + Attorneys for Defendant

180 Maiden Lane FULTON BOILER WORKS

New York, New York 10038 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

212) 558-5500 ' New York, New Yor 6 .
e12) | 5 ey ED

(212) 313-3600

SO ORDERED, W a2 & 2o

Hon. Sheffy Klein-Heitler

This fax was sent with GFl FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: hitp:/Amww.gfi.com
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

-----------------------------------------

IN RENEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------

This Document Relates To:

Raymond Almozara

-----------------------------------------

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 114991/98
122872/00

109635/02

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
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed w1thout prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Tork New York

\Ol\“-‘

Frank M omz Esq. g
WEITZ & LUXENBERG \'\ ‘
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

Hon. % Heitler

(N g, Bt
I~

Julie R. Evans, Esq,

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant

AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street .

New York, New Y,

, 19017 |
Our File No. 0533§ 17§81L =

JAN 2 4 2011

NEW YORK
GOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE’

oo 1 07 201

4250460.1




536.13081/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:

THOMAS CRUGER, : Index No.: 111243/02
Plaintiff, : (September 2010 Monthly FIFO
: Trial Group)
vs.
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION

et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION

AND ORDER
Defendants.

WHEREFORE,, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby
requests summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's
Complaint against defendant, United Conveyg Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thé%@t
R (\‘\

<
ORDERED, that upon notice to all &p- &efendaﬁts<§%il dlaimg and

Lu 8

A

9’@ \’\ 3
crossclaims against defendant, Unitedﬁgbnve e Cogﬁ&yﬁtion, be and the
QN -\

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an%éﬁgﬁhout costs.

DATED: \m\ 1 h =

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ mq:ﬁ\ RN F. Bpf.&A .

WEITZ & LUXENBERG W GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P.O. Box 438
East Hanover, New Jersey 07236

S0 ORDERED,

Honorablé Sherry Klein Heitler

JAN 07 201]




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
MARILYN GARCIA, Individually and as :
Administratrix of the Estate of JOHN SANCHEZ
GARCIA, I,
Plaintiffs,
- against -
AMERICAN STANDARD, INC,, et al.
Defendants. :
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Dunham-Bush hereby request summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212 and the NYCAL Amended

Case Management Order dated September 20, 1996, Amended as of February 19, 2003, dismissing

Index No.: 111905/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiffs’ Verified Complaint against Defendant Dunham-Bush with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

claims against defendant Dunham-Bush, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York— ~

Jan. H 261620l
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP  SCHNADER HARRISON SEGAL & LEWIS LLP
By: /,4@{) By: Wﬁ;———«—\

Matthew S. Tamasco, Esq. gwm

800 Third Avenue, 13" Floor 140 Broadway, 31st Floor F ‘ L E D
New York, New York 10022 New York, New York 10005
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant JAN 2 4 2011
Marilyn Garcia, as Administratrix of Dunham-Bush

the Estate of John Sanchez Garcia, 111

SO ORDERED,

e -
! JAN 07 2011

e PORK ¥
COUN ¢ RS OFFICE;

PHDATA 3343590 _1

T ———




Dated: EENCE” 22, 2010
4‘4 ew York, New York
v f“\
\ D e

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
This Document Relates To; Index No.: 02111905
MARILYN GARCIA, Individually and as NO OPPOSITION
Administratrix of the Estate of JOHN SANCHEZ SUMMARY
GARCIA, I, JUDMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff, ORDER
-against-
RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, et al. ﬁo
Defendants, x \ \V of A
A A

~ Q£
WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM M.ANU.FACTUB%_N@% BANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Pswice L.aw and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Ericd Cesaro, Esq. L . Pascarella, Esq.

Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP Braaten & Pascarella, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant

800 Third Avenue Rheem Manufacturing Company
New York, New York 10022 2430 Route 34

Manasquan, New Jersey 08736

(212) 605-6200
(732) 528-8888

SO ORDERED,

TIAN 07 2011




536.13112/AJdM
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:

Index No.: 112375/02
MICHAEL GACH,

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO

Plaintiff, : Trial 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 Sectjon 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant @%ni@éd Conveyor Corporation, with

S\
prejudice, and there beiéiéﬁéw%pposLﬁlonQ@ﬁe to.
0?»;

ORDERED, that upon tlceﬁﬁo a%&<§p défendants, all claims and

,Y/ )
4_\
crossclaimg against defendant, 8§& Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed wiééﬂpfejudice and without costs.
o N
DATED: h’ll""

ggg%ﬂgﬂfv§r, Jew, Je;ify
W i,,u «‘:....fm/i\

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. WWMM\ A
WEITZ & LUXENBERG ws GARRITY RAHAM MURPHY, GAROFALO

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

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

SO ORDERED,

HonorabTE“Sﬁérr}JKlein Heitler

JAN 07 201




536.13279/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 relatesg to:

Index No.: 112954/02
RAYMOND F. WEBER, Deceased,

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO

Plaintiff, : Trial Group)
vs.
: NO OPPOSITION
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY

et al., : AND O R

Defendants.

<
S
WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyo%§y§%n§§iation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-enti;&@gwcase, 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.

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. " =
WEITZ & LUXENBERG * GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALQO

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

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

Honok&?kéxéﬂerry Klein Heitler

SO ORDERED,

SANQQPZYQX\




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 125799/99

104449/0
C 114151/02 )

John R. Catanzaro
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 ﬁssed without prejudice and

without costs. E
e\

Dated: ew York, New York 1(5\\
&QJMQLZ‘J,&WO anzt

W‘G‘g‘

/ %/ ‘l\‘f\N\A"?’\“‘“"’\J o S
N\ i
cov

Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERQ™e™ Boo WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway _ Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.31932

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherfy K. Heitler

FIAN 07 2011

4248310.1



536.13912/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:
Index No.: 118207/02

BERNARD SIKKAS, Deceased,
(September 2010 Monthly FIFO

Plaintiff, : Trial Group)
vs.
: Pgéﬁ
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, :

et al., : AND ORDER _ . . &)
: AT

Defendants.

il

: O
WHEREFORE, defendant, United snveyor 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

game are herebr dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

2

pateD: \ 2|13 ]
Eaﬁfm&%’ﬁ%@ N}q “Jerseft

A. ﬂj _
FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. *wj‘f .
WEITZ & LUXENBERG W GARRITY, HAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350

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

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sherﬂy Klein Heitl f

"JAN 07 70




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

Index No.: 121911/02
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

NO OPPOSITION
EDWARD KANIA, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION

- against -

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al,,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL-
MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated: \ 3> \ \ S , 2010

CEST ol

Frank Ortiz, Esq. “ Jennifer Y.. Budner, Esq. L E D
RG

WEITZ & LUXENBE SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE §~

Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. N 20\

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant JAN z

New York, NY 10003 Weil McLain N ORK GEJ

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 \\\Y;\N P\KS oFt\
New York, NY 10022 QUNW

1 2) 651-7500 o
SO ORDERED, A /

Hon. Mem Heitler JAN 07 20 11




536.14550/AJM
SUPREME COQURT 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:

ROBERT E. DOYLE, : Index No.: 123166/02

Plaintiff, : (September 2010 Monthly FIFO
: Trial Group)
vs.
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION

et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION

AND ORDER
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Convegﬁr %borporation, with
prejudice, and there being no opposition gggg%to 7 épQ,/w*
ORDERED, that upon notice to ali\ defaﬁﬁgggg <§&1 claims and
vy
crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor %§?é§§étlon be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice andchlthout costs.

DATED: ,. ‘L]\“&ho W

Lirar™

.

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. MN\:k .
WEITZ & LUXENBERG s GARRITY GRAHAM MURPHY GAROFALOQO

3

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

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

SO ORDERED,

Honorableds v Klein Heitler

)7 201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to: NYCAL

JAMES BALDWIN [.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)

Index No: 11 &
100750/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

.WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier
Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff°’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as
Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

~ ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, inc., improperly namied as Premier Refractories, Ing, f/him
Adiel?cc, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with u%ce d%

costs.
Da

\'L\\‘

_ Frank Ortiz, Esq, \\3 3
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ' ARKS, O'NEILL, O‘BRIEN
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) : & COURTNEY, P.C.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,
New York, NY 10003 improperly named as Premier Refractories,
(212) 558-5500 - Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI

530 Saw Mill River Road
Elmstord, New York 10523
(914) 345-7301

File No.: 473.86148

J@@/é//‘“

Hon. Stierry Klein Heitler

SO ORDERED,

JAN 07 2011



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

-----------------------------------------

IN RENEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:

Edward Devine

-----------------------------------------

NYCAL
LLA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 122313/97
105235/98
111059/98
123724/99

"110506/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant AW, 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, wa York

\%[13
*“’J/k-g - “g
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. g
WEITZ & LUXENBERG \\\
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

B

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

4248798.1

Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attomey for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMF, '
150 East 42™ Street \‘
New York, New YE( 1\0

35

0211

Our File No. 053
S 2 wh
oRt _o\CE
e ¥ g OFF!
JANOTZON (N OEREE
>




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RENEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------

This Document Relates To:

Norma A. Huff

-----------------------------------------

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 125769/99
00769/0

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant AW, 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
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
1 (\'.\l \ W

",

£
i
WN

i . i

", K

% ‘L-" > p ’“'"““’“"’h J——
!

{% A {:mm """“"‘M(‘\

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. "«:cmmjr?i:{;“-*‘ .
WEITZ & LUXENBERG N
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SherryK. Heitler

4250497.1

T 4, Sre

ffmb
Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant :
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017

Our File No. 053%12@73%" E D

N YORK

J A%M.ﬁ%’ s OFFICE



536.16784/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 decument relates to:

SAM DONOFRIO, : Index No.: 107991/03

Plaintiff, : (September 2010 Monthly FIFO
: Trial Group)
vs.
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION

et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION

AND ORDER i
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

o«
Complaint against defendant, United Coﬁ@ﬁy@% Corporation, with
‘‘‘‘‘ V\
prejudice, and there being no opp051tﬁ%j%ﬁhereﬂgﬁ Q@b
Q '_Jyj‘x,’

% \ ke
RDE , th 0 1
O RED at upon notice hg Q coﬂ@éfendaﬁtg all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conve ﬂggrporatlon. be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudf&éoaqg without costs.

DATED: \1\\'3\\ o
gggi:ffgizer,kﬁew J@mééym

A,
4ﬂ b,

CIya—

n”‘"

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESOQ. \\:\»

WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO

Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation
: 72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P.O. Box 438
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler

T




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RENEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------

This Document Relates To:

Edward Devine

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

Index No: 122313/97
105235/98
111059/98
123724/99
100 03

110506/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY ‘
JUDGMENT

MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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, wa York
\+[13\?

‘\

4»' s
r!:m,%:}}/“ A ,‘/i . “‘Q
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. ey
WEITZ & LUXENBERG ’
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED, Y

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

4248798.1

Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMP,
150 East 42™ Street \'
New York, New Yﬁ 1\01

35

Our File No. 05335.30211 ,m.\\

ANOTZON  oie



536.17201/AJdM
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:
Index No.: 111829/03

EDWARD JEMIOLO, Deceased,
(September 2010 Monthly FIFO

Plaintiff, : Trial Group)
va.
: NO OPPOSITION
UNITED CONVEYQOR 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

kY

Complaint against defendant, Unitq%%axﬁ;veybr Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being: n‘?o&@‘%ftlon uﬁereto
('3 &
ORDERED, that upon notice to}&@l co- d@@éﬁ%ants, all claims and
e
crogsclaims against defendant, Un%5§ﬁ¥%9n6§§or Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED : - \ﬂ—‘\ﬁ"‘a
Egg;:H O Fr Né% Jerse
o \ij 4} o

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ.*%Qﬁ%f' . BXLS .
WEITZ & LUXENBERG O GARRITY, GRXHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO

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

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

Hone?gbl§:§§%Zry Klein Heitler

SR

S0 ORDERED,

!
J

i




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to: NYCAL

FRED A HOFMANN JR and GENE ANN HOFMANN LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)
Index Nor111913/200
106 7

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier
Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the ‘
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc,, improperly named as |
Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no |
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cros;giai N, against

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, inc., improperiy named as Preffiicr BRelfactdrias

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed withJ g‘l:e}]udlcc and) without

AT
costs. :
Datec \\\ \2 \ )w::\ n 2010 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE i
O j—‘ NEW YORK e |
Frank Ortiz, Esq, - %ﬁ qu
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. S, O'NEILL O'BRIEN
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) ' & COURTNEY, P.C.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,
New York, NY 10003 improperly named as Premier Refractories,
(212) 558-5500 Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI
' 530 Saw Mill River Road
Elmsford, New York 10523
(914) 345-7301
ile No.: 473.86020
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

Jan 07 101



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
ANTHONY ASARO . Index No.: 113437/03
Plaintiff,
-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL.

Defendants.

' 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 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
\ ™~ ( kY 2010

T L

D

Steven T. Corbin, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Peerless Industries, Inc.,
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP
77 Water Street, Suite 2100
New York, New York 1005

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff
Anthony Asaro

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

LED

g\

(212) 232-1300 ' "(212) 558-5500 ; 10\’\
SO ORDERED JN\\ o

, Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler WEW \{O%i‘é ()FF\OE
1863-5677 Y CLER

4830-8139-9302.1

cod 72




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ! L.A.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: !

JAMES P. KENNEDY and THERESA E. DIVINE as Index No.: 113954/03
Co-Executors for the Estate of JAMES T. KENNEDY;

Plaintiff,
-against- !
: NO OPPOSITION
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: 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 § 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
il ROK
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff
Peerless Industries, Inc., JAMES P. KENNEDY and THERESA E. DIVINE as
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP Co-Executors for the Estate of JAMES T, KENNEDY;
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. D
New York, New York 10005 700 Broadway \‘ E
(212) 232-1300 New York, New York 100(F \
— (212) 558-5500 1“\\
a2 b
SO ORDERED, AN S e -
Hon. §5erry Klein Heitler v;r‘»?e-"f‘” u(f“:a;' ‘:) Q,‘;MO\:
ey G
ey UL
1863-20312 JAN 07 2011 coun

4815-9294-6694.1



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

---------------------------------------- x NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S5. Part 30
———————————————————————————————————————— X (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

JAMES P. KENNEDY and THERESA E. DEVINE as Index No.:

Co-Executorg for the Estate of JAMES T. 99/120450
KENNEDY,
Plaintiff (s), P e o s
-against- ‘ E i ] i
¥ PESE T N
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a M O RDER
NATIONAL GRID, et al., '
[‘“ G Pk |
Defendants. ol @@UNW CLERKS OFFCE
________________________________________ x F NEW YORK
izr..

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 AUTHCORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Ruleg § 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 claimg and
cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

'New York

k M. Oxtiz, Esq.
EITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attbrneys /[for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway

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

(718)855-9000
4’4

Beou? She¥ry K. Heitler

SO ORDERED,

AN G7 201,
] N U I I




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S, Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

| Index No.: 115706/03
TERRANCE CORRIGAN and KATHERINE |

CORRIGAN,
Plaintiff, 5
-against- : NO OPPOSITION
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C.and S., INC., et al. 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 § 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
v |2 2010 /&g/ S

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank Ortiz, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff & D

Peerless Industries, Inc. Terrance Corrigan and Katlp ‘Ch;g

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

77 Water Street, Suite 2100 700 Broadway I

New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 10003 gaW ¢

(212) 232-1300 “(212) 558-5500 K

W VN 4 ';z}\ FF\GE

. A

SO ORDERED, U 'Jc%mmn\,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

4846-3388-4422 1



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

---------------------------------------------- X NYCAL
IN RE: NYC ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No. 120250-03
______________________________________________ X
ANGIOLILQO JULIUS GREICO, IAS Justice:
Hon. Sherry Klein
Plaintiff, Heitler
-against- NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MACK TRUCKS, INC., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC. hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC. with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co- defendantsl all claims
and cross claims against defendant MACK TRU@? QC be and the

’X
gsame are hereby dismissed with prw& %%ﬁa w;t‘ ;@?&Sts
. _, * v‘ Af"f

Dated: Mineola, New York

DL

Michael Fanelli, Esq. Thomas J. Maimone, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAIMONE & ASSOCIATES PLLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway Mack Trucks, Inc.

New York, New York 10003 170 01d Country Road, Suite 609

Mineola, New York 11501

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shé€rry Klein Heitler

JAN 07 2011

'-'--"'-.'--.--'---I-IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIILIII




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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

ALOYSIUS KENNY,
Plaintiff(s),

- against -

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al,,

Defendants.

Index No.: 120579/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL-
MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

to either party.

Dated: \ r\ \ S ,2010

Nl /m/

Frank Ortiz, Fsq. — J ennlferVL Budner, Esq. B ?
WEITZ & LUXENBERG; SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE Do &7 A
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant S Ty
New York, NY 10003 Weil McLain

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 1y - cuug

New York, NY 10022 COUNTY CieHK'S OFFICE]

SO ORDERED,

(212) 651-7500




536.17924/AIM
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;

Index No.: 100755/04
LLOYD HARDEN, Deceased,

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO

Plaintiff, : Trial Group)
vs.
: NO OPPOSITION
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPCORATION, H 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 t%ﬁgﬁggbo defendants, all claims and
crossclaims against defeﬁﬁ?n%@ﬁ%nlted q%pveyor Corporation, be and the

¢

same are hereby dismissed w1thﬂ®rejudl%§&$gﬁ wlthout costs.

DATED: q\z_‘\'z. \\-9

L™

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ ﬁmmﬁm?

WEITZ & LUXENBERG T GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P.O. BQ§W438
Hanover, New Jersey 07936

SO ORDERED,

Honorable SHerry Klein Heitler

Jen Gy 201




536.18011/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:

ENZIO COSTANZO, Deceased, : Index No.: 102902/04
Plaintiff, : (September 2010 Monthly FIFO
: Trial Group)
Vs,
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION

et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION

AND ORDER
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby
requests summary judgment in the above—eng%gled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section_Bﬁg%, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, Unl@%d.

“Convéyor onrporatlon, with
Py k

prejudice, and there being no pogatlonuthquho \x
’\’“ /<\
ORDERED, that upon notice to all 001d§féhdants, all claims and

£,
&
\ _—
crossclaimg against defendant, Uniteddganveyor Corporation, be and the

game are hereby dismissed with prejud&ce and without costs.

paTeD: \& |\ ‘\°

East Hanoizéjﬁfew Jersey,

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ.

«-.-m w-’

WEITZ & LUXENBERG \‘\ GARRITY, GRAHAM MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff ™ & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
oX 438

East Hanover, New Jersey 07936

S50 ORDERED,

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler

JAN 07 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30
' (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :
| Index No.¢{03005/04)122111/97,
ROBERT PYANOWSKI AND JOAN ANN ! 125791/99
PYANOWSK], '
Plaintiff(s), :
]
-against- :
' NO OPPOSITION
A.C. &S., INC, etal., ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
 MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). :

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant Patterson Pump Company with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Patterson Pump Company be and the w are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

\ :'u‘a"
\ \>~\“’ h o??\i}

Dated: New York, New York

OEEmber 302010 o o\fa{o‘?‘*
O v\?,‘N . L
,‘_‘. o
My Rod ZV\MYQ E59.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Defenda.nts Attorneys for Plaintiff
Patterson Pump Company Robert Pyanowski and Joan Ann Pyanowski
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500
SO ORDERED, /f é 2
Hon. ShesbyKlein Heitler
454-0001

Ta iy i *y .
1' ' 4o ( -i
Clrnvw g ?’ YT ’1

DXA0001-1



~ .

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LA.S. Part 30
t (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :
| Index No.1103005/04)122111/97,
ROBERT PYANOWSKI AND JOAN ANN ! 125791799
PYANOWSK]I, !
’ 1
Plaintiff(s), i
|
-against- :
' NO OPPOSITION
AC. &S., INC,etal, ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
 MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). :

WHEREFORE, defendant, Qakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint
against defendant Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, 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 sanvr&er dismissed with prejudice and without

F

yn 2R e

FrIcE
Dated: New York, New York

NOE
Derewose D010 GO e

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. &% o é};ﬁ\ -y
E L UXENBE;\{-GX,%. (BB«

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. TZ &
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Qakfabco, Inc. Robert Pyanowski and Joan Ann Pyanowski
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500
SO ORDERED, ‘ -

Hon. Sherry KleiyHeitler

2571-0934Z

JAN 07 2011,

DXA0001-1




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to: NYCAL

FRED A HOFMANN JR and GENE ANN HOFMANN LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)

Index No: 1119 03 &
06520/2004

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f’k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier
Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience ffk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as
Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

 ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross ¢laimg against
#ms ; f/k/a

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperiy named as Praffiicr SRedact
Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hcreby dismissed with ﬁrﬁ_]udlce angd without

f:. ¥ ﬁ.
costs, ) :
\2 1 A3 NTY CLERK'S OFFICE
% "‘ 2010 cov NEWYORK
Frank Ortiz, Esq, MOE Esq
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. M S, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) ' & COURTNEY, P.C.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,
New York, NY 10003 improperly named as Premier Refractories,
(212) 558-5500 Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI
' 530 Saw Mill River Road
Elmsford, New York 10523
(914) 345-7301
ile No.: 473.86020
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

Jan 07 201



536.18608/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:

Index No.: 111253/04
MARTIN ZUCKERMAN, Deceased,

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO

Plaintiff, : Trial Group)
vs.
: NO OPPOSITION
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPQORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION

et al., :  AND ORDER

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby
requests summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

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

Complaint against defendant, United ECF ?L Er;@atlpn, with
1 th

prejudice, and there being no opposition ereto "
9k 7h :
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co- defendants, all clalms and

crossclaims against defendant, United Convg§%r qqgmdfk ion, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. "= EL AT SAMOS ESQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG “N\\\h GARRITY, RAHAM MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation
72 EBagle Rock Avenue, Sulte 350
Box 438

East Hanover, New Jersey 07936

S0 ORDERED,

Honorable~Sherry Klein Heitler




536.18577/AJM
SUPREME CQURT 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:

Index No.: 111496/04
WILLIAM McLAUGHLIN,

(August 2010 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 thergto.

all claims and

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co';w

crossclaims against defendant, Um?ad%onve{qrﬁﬁ’érporatlon be and the

B 0%
same are hereby dismissed with prejudicde and¥¥; %out costs.

TR O

\ﬁ,\mw ot Sgeeo®

DATED: m:z/Ah ¥ 000 ﬁg
Eas (fzjfrse
FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESO. STE iy .
WEITZ & LUXENBERG N GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff ‘ & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

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

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sher?y Klein Heitler

JAN 07 2011




536.06836/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:

GERALD CLAYTON CARPENTER, . Index No.: 106083/99
: 114255/

Plaintiff, : -
: (September 2010 Monthly FIFO
vs. : Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, :
et al., : NO OPPOSITION

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
Defendants. : AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition

ORDERED, that upon notice to all d%%ﬂefen&ﬁntsQQQll claims and

.. \a‘\

12
crossclaims against defendant, Unifgggaonvaﬁﬂk Cq§§é§atlon be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice aqgﬁﬁgﬁhout costs.
<)
%ﬁﬁ

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ.W&xiST 7] -
WEITZ & LUXENBERG n GARRITY, GRAHAM MURPHY GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P.O. Box 438
ast Hanover, New Jersgsey 07936

SO0 ORDERED,

Honorable Sherry Rlein Heitler
AN A 201




536.18806/AIM
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:

Index No.: 115493/04
CARL LUNDERMAN, Deceased,

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO

Plaintiff, : Trial Group)
vS.
: NOQO 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

e
J‘.
E

e
ikt

prejudice, and there being no opposition, theretq% Fﬁ

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co- d§:endants, all%clalms and
Eon 4
A Lo

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Cd&poratlo%ﬁﬁmﬁand.the
r‘ﬁ%
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice éndﬁﬂﬁﬁgkéﬂqﬁggts
DATED: \‘1l\3 |“’ [
East Haqﬁver, New Jerse
s:‘"“"“’m. {‘(: ., e M\%;};‘”
“’*‘w }m,, A
FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ “\M P , -
WEITZ & LUXENBERG RNWW\ GARRITY, GRAHAM MURPHY, GAROFALOQO
Attorneys for Plaintiff ™ & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

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

SO ORDERED,

HonorabfeBhexky Klein Heitler

FAN D




536.19099/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:
Index No.: 102194/05
JAMES LAUFER, Deceased,
(August 2010 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, dismigging 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 aﬁﬁ%w1thout costs.

DATED: 1.\\")"“
East Ha Jers
FRANK M, ORTIZ ESQ 'W -~ R AMO, TESQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG N\ GARRIT (gﬂAHAM MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & F
700 Broadway AttOfneys for Defendant,
New York, New Yoxrk 10003 Uniteg Conveyor Corporation
72 gle Rock Avenue, Suite 2350
P.O. Box 438
, /East Hanover, New Jersey 07936
SO ORDERED,

Honorable SHerrw/Klein Heitler

JAN 07 2011

e ——————————————




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

———————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
———————————————————————————————————————— b 4 (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
BURNETT LAUFER, as Executrix for the Index No.: 05/102194 )
Estate of JAMES LAUFER and BURNETT LAUFER, 90/0 0
Individually,
Plaintiff (s},
-against-

NO OPPOSITION

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL
GRID (“NATIONAL GRID”), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a
LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,

dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with

EICED |

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and thel s
I -

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. ? jAN‘Z% ﬁ%ﬂ' .
Dated: Brookl qxéw York : g OFFICE
; ; CLERKS
/ ,./' ; 2010 %w\ﬂom( et

iy, _ "
,ﬁ' ZBer D - Fré'rPVM/) oktiz, Esq.

/. WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Atlforney for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiffs
NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway
177 Montague Street New York, NY 10003
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500

(718)855-9000

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shérfy ¥X. Heitler

S




536.19094/AJM
SUPREME CQURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:

JOHN COUGHLIN, : Index No.: 102347/05
Plaintiff, : (September 2010 Monthly FIFO
: Trial Group)
vs.
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION

et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION

AND ORDER
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's
Complaint against defendant, United.@@g%@eyor Corporation, with
prejudice, and there being no oppo&é%@glgﬁqggt?ég& ,

ORDERED, that upon not;i’;cé‘ & all E@—Eéﬂ%@%&%nts,‘ all claimg and
crossclaims against defendant, ﬁnited Co%ggééﬁ Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with pre*5
DATED : \‘-\\? h °

Eaﬁpmﬁaﬂ ek, Neﬂfﬁfqgefi .

ce. and without costs.

w
\"{__&f‘ LA
FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. “<™% N F. BAIA -
WEITZ & LUXENBERG w%% GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

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

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Ghefry Klein Heitler

JATTE 201




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

IN RENEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------

This Document Relates To:

Raymond C. Lobus

-----------------------------------------

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 121983/99

IT
105205/05

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant” AW, 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
\\.l\ 210 -

#

L

e R SRR S
) NQ::::iiﬁkﬁii#ﬂ%“ -;mwﬁwﬁ ﬂ“““;§<%

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. e i
q Q\\?"m

WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

4250464.1

e

("\Y Ao OIS

l’rW

Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant

AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42 Street

New York, New York 10017, E
Our File No. 05335.F5‘ | W

>,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 't NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION { LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

Sharon Edwardsen, as Administratrix for the Estate of Index No.: 112236/05
George Edwardsen, and Sharon Edwardsen as ;
Administratrix for the Estate of Teresa Edwardsen,

Plaintiff,
~against-  NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. ' 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 § 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

er e &6:%

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff

Peerless Industries, Inc., Sharon Edwardsen, as Admlmstramxﬁ t‘trt!t:teg D

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP George Edwardsen, and Sharon §Ed

77 Water Street, Suite 2100 Administratrix for the Estate of Teresa Edwardsen

New York, New York 10005 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 2 4 2011
700 Broad JAN

(212) 232-1300 roadway

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

SO ORDERED,

1863-20305

4839-9130-1382.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 111

(T8>

NO OPPOSITION

Richard Janca 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
AW. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs,

Dated: New York ew York
v iv2

z i«i&i{ﬂ“‘éy

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.

Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG ! WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.31924

=11 ED
JAN 0 ZU” sin 24 o

‘\i ‘M’ '{L}RK
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE]

SO ORDERED,

Hon, Sherry K. Heitler

4250451.1



536.14516/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:

JOHN R. CATANZARO,_ : Index No.: 104449‘00
Plaintiff, : W

: (September 2010 Monthly FIFO
vSs. : Trial Group)

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, :
et al., : NO OPPOSITION

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
Defendants. : AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby

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

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

Pros N

Complaint against defendant, Un%%ﬁd“$Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no ﬁg%@@lt¥§%)th8ééto
to\ﬁyi cq&@ﬁfendants, all claims and

ORDERED, that upon nbtiX
crossclaims against defenda‘&lév Unlteggﬁ%ﬁ%eyor Corporation, be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prgﬁudlce and without costs.

DATED : \WJ\D'\-

OZX

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. ==
WEITZ & LUXENBERG mmwfﬁf

...,

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

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350

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

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sheyry Klein Heitler

JAN 07 2011




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

Index No.: 102335/06
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

RICHARD DANSON, MOTION

Plaintiff(s),

- against -

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL-
MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated: \>\\S , 2010
New York, New York

RAOVok e

Frank Ortiz, Esq. N E
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P+

Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant Jan 2 5 200

New York, NY 10003 Weil McLain

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 Y VOTR ey
New York, NY 10022 ) ‘, ‘CLE**Q‘ ol ST

(212) 651-7500 nOU!

SO ORDERED,

A&
herry Klein Heitler

Hon.

JAN 07 2010




From; rAAmMaker 10 Suzanne Halparaier rage: 44 pate: 12/1/14U1U 9.54:U1 Fvi

X.:/cases/FBW39093 logal/NOSIM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK.
X Index No.: 122201/99
MARK WITTER, 114286/00 103645/06
| Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
-against- ORDER

A.C.&S., INC. NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
Defendant(s).
X

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

§3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

7 (O

o

WU@Z,‘EW. Matthao Xow  SuzanneA. Halbardier, Esq.
ITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. BARRY; MCTIERNAN & MOORE

prejudice an[i without costs.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
180 Maiden Lane FULTON BOILER WORKS
New York, New York 10038 2 Rector Street, 14% Floor
(212) 558-5500 , New York, New York 10006
N\ // (212) 313-3600 _ % L E U
SO ORDERED, : ?
_ {9 -
Nv 8.1 { @%‘{
v PAN Py o %, G’FF‘W
JAM U7 O OUNTY CLERKS

This fax was sent with GFl FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: hitp:/Avww.gfi.com
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-----------------------------------------

This Document Relates To:

Mark Witter

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 122201/99

114286/00
103645/06

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
Jjudgment 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
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Yor Ne York

1D
A
A&JW%
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. Wﬁl‘k o
WEITZ & LUXENBERG \\ \
Attorneys for Plaintiff ™
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Stiéf . Heitler

4250470.1

(‘\ do Ser
y,

Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street D
New York, New YonE 0 7L
Our File No. 05335.32074




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

-----------------------------------------

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:

Donald C. Flowers

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 121829/97
105232/98
111057/98
1 ) 410 9

104363/06

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant AW, 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

\1!\3119

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG

Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

S0 ORDERED,

4248793.1

Hon. Sheiry K. Heitler

Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant .

AW. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street

New York, New YorF00‘7 L E D
090

Qur File No. 05335.3
JAN 2 4 201

NEW YORK

~OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RENEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:

Joseph M. Harcrow Sr.

-----------------------------------------

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 125775/99

105040/00
(110978/06

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A,W., CHESTERTON COMPANY, herecby 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
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Yl',) ew York

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. - m‘*’;-w_,,»
WEITZ & LUXENBERG

Attorneys for Plaintiff %3
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

Qﬁu 7o

4250505,1

ISH* Shetey K. Heitler

Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDEILMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defendant

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 1§017
Our File No. 05#3&3;&, E D

W YORK
UNT‘(LCLE:WQ s OFFICE

JANG7 Zo1i




536.11306/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION JAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:

: Index No.: 105450/00
JOHN M. KING, : 00678/07
Plaintiff, : (September 2010 Monthly FIFO
: Trial Grou %: i
vs. : % ?mﬁi it
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITI Ny 2 2 b 581
et al., : SUMMARY JUD NT MOTIONcE
:  AND ORDER ../ ( Eﬂ\&‘%o ,..é
Defendants. : COUN 1@NYORK e 4

WHEREFORE,' defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby
requests summary Jjudgment 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 opposgition 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.

paTED: .\ | \?

Eagwmgfngﬁfr, E§i>Jer zf
o e 'f wnm -

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. K . .
WEITZ & LUXENBERG , GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO

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

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

SO ORDERED,

JAN 07 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 121987/99
0
Q0061807
John M. King
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 dtsmlssed wﬁhouﬁejudice and

without costs. F ‘% @w m
Dated: New YorE, Ne\?I YOI‘::k2 ve JAN 2 4 M
K
NN YOR
FRICE
W GOUNTYQ—,,,%@M
F::ﬁk—M—Gm-z—Eeq Dawiez 5,;,,,“., A Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attomey for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.33733

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. nytler

JAN 07 2011

4248398.1




536.07879/AJM
SUPREME COQURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherxry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:

: Index No.: 119840/98
CHRISTOPHER KANE, : (T01422/070

Plaintiff, : (September 2010 Monthly FIFO
: Trial Group)

vEs.

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

AND ORDER
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Coﬁveyor Corporation, hereby
requests summary Jjudgment 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 oppo 1u%wé€2p§£2to

ORDERED, that upon noticé.gg l co Qeféﬁdanta, all claims and
croggclaims against defendant, Unlted.COHV'%%{ @g%poratlon be and the

T OF
same are hereby dismissed with pr@jﬁgkqéﬁﬁnd w1thout costa.
DATED : l \ 2 , 1=

Eas%@igﬁg WmJers
k{ PR r m .
e

FRANK M, ORTIZ, ESQ. e

WEITZ & LUXENBERG k GARRITY, GRAHAM MURPHY GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff ' & FLINN

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350

P.O. Box 438
Fagt-Hanover, New Jersey 07936

SO ORDERED,

HonorabfTe Bherry Klein Heitler

M0 201




536.21494/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 relateg to:
Index No.: 108386/07

MILTON BURCKHALTER, Deceased,
(August 2010 Monthly FIFO Trial

Plaintiff, : Group)
ve.
: 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-ent%i?e&ﬁpase, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32{% igmissing plaintiff's

%. N\
(\
Complaint against defendant, onvey@i %gfboration, with
o
prejudice, and there being no oé%gk tlongﬁhere@bﬂk

o
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co- g@igﬁﬁants, all claims and

0
crossclaims against defendant, Unltedf&aneyor Corporation, be and the

R
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

<}i \n \\“°

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY GARCFALO
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
=t Hanover, New Jersey 07936

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Shertry Klein Heitler

JAN 07 201




536.21781/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:

Index No.: 116794/07
NATHAN GLOWATZ, Deceased,

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO

Plaintiff, : Trial Group)
vs.
: NO OPPOSITION
UNITED CONVEYOR CQORPORATION, : 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<i§cﬁion 3212, dismissing plaintiff's
Complaint against defenda United Conveyor Corporation, with

3 m\

prejudice, and there belﬁgﬁmo 0996815&on thereto.

% %
ORDERED, that up% I'lOtJ\QB towa})% co-defendants, all claimg and

\’5.
crossclaims against defendant, QﬁQ&ed Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed.wﬂéﬁ prejudice and without costs.

DATED : \"z.{\'-'-‘-\\‘:’

East Haﬁ&ver, Jers
PF%W fﬁ ”
fmﬂ% kﬂ} ,‘J"

FRANK M. ORTIZ ESQ. ww’*r“ )
WEITZ & LUXENBERG " "« GARRITY, GHAM MURPHY, GAROFALO

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

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P.O. Box 438
Easgt er, New Jersey 07936

JAN 07201

Honorable SHerry Klein Heitler

S0 ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

————————————————————————————————————————— X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

S X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 104983/0Q

&

Nathan Glowatz NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

WHEREFORE, defendant AW, 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

A RN A
\ 1
(:fm_‘ . /\ e S &
P L N A . e wz, i

Frank M, Ol'tlZ Esq g Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG %‘"w\ WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street ,‘
New York, New York 1001 9

Qur File No. 05 g \? 9

D
SO ORDERED, i * %)
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 4,\{@’3& Q??\G »
g\\“&?&&@ ~
o
JAN 07 201

4248372.1




536.11825/AdM
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:

: Index No.: 1 00
FELIX JUZDOWSKI, Deceased, : 116796/07
Plaintiff, ; (September 2010 Monthly FIFO
: Trial Group)
ve.
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 Convg

or Corporation, with
prejudice, and there being no oppo 'd%;Fﬁéhe eto.

ORDERED, that upon notice th all coﬁd@%%%dantsﬁ all claims and

crossclaims against defendant, United.ConvL éhrporation, be and the
NOW

O
same are hereby dismissed with ﬁrd§@§§c§ﬁ§nd without costs.

DATED: \% ( \? I\ =
f‘-.i_‘

East Hang New., Jerse
e {hmﬂ‘;ﬂj By

e

RN
FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. W‘TAT{ ) p )
WEITZ & LUXENBERG . GARRITY, , MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff ™ & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

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

S0 ORDERED,

JANO7 201




s o

GOLDBERG SEGALLA LLP
665 Main Street, Ste. 400
Buffalo, New York 14203

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

CARMEN PELLIGRINO and MARIE PELLIGRINO

NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

- against -
Index No: 190089-09

KCG, INC,, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS
SUCCESSOR-IN-INTEREST TO RUCO DRYWALL |
PRODUCTS AND RUCO, INC,, et al.

Defendant

WHEREFORE, the defendant, KCG, INC., INDIVIDUALLY AND AS SUCCESSOR-IN-
INTEREST TO RUCO DRYWALL PRODUCTS AND RUCO INC., hereby requests summary
Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Cxﬁge Law and Rules Section 3212,dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint agamst defendant K% ‘ qﬂ:udj&\ and ﬂere belng no opposition thereto, it

W

.‘
1‘310?
b

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co—defendae(&'ﬁﬂ&ms and cross claims against defendant

is hereby

KCG, Inc., be and the same are hereby dlsnﬁsseﬁ)?mh prejudxce and without costs.

Dated:  Buffalo, New York "‘i""‘;
September7_, 2010 _
E.

Bavit A Clmrdier,Eeq. ot oth Beowkyn, ca{ Susan E. Van Gelder, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, LLC Goldberg Segalla LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attomeys for Defendant
180 Maiden Lane — 17" Floor KGC, Inc.-

New York, New.York 10038 .. . .. . . . .. .665Main Street— Suite 400 .

Buffalo, New York 14203

2o ord)




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

'COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY . i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, I.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: , Index No.: 190133/09
FRANCIS LUTZ 1. JR., !

Plaintiff(s) !

» NO OPPOSITION
-against- { SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: ' MOTION AND ORDER

AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC,, etal., :
]
[}

Defendant(s).

WHEREFORE, defendant, ELECTRO MECHANICAL CORPORATION hereby
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules §
3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, ELECTRO MECHANICAL
CORPORATION with prcjudice: and there being no opposition thereto, |

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and oross claims against
defendant, ELECTRO MECHANICAL CORPORATION be and the Sﬁ aré hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. ! f F ‘ L E

. Dated: New York, New York ; N “ ?FB\\

TAD Vi H

Robert Darish, Esq. Mark Bibro, Esq.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC
Attorneys for Defendant Attomeys for Plaintiff
ELECTRO MECHANICAL CORPORATION  FRANCIS J. LUTZ
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 360 Lexington Avenue, 20" Floor
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10017
(212) 509-3456 (212) 986-2233

SO ORDERED,

2012-3 .
N0003036-1

JAN 07 2011



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

Index No.: 190349/09
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
WILLIAM E. TURNER, MOTION
Plaintiff(s),
- against -
AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL-
MCLAIN") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-

McLain with prejudice, and there béing 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: _ /Y/cr Iif/ 970 L2010 c \ LEO |
;,’ //% (\/ﬁ(/%,/ N“m\\ | |

Joseph W. Bel Wq. Jenmifer L. Budner, Esq. oK R
BELLUCK &/f0 SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE wel {owe oFFY |
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Wy v
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ floor Attorneys for Defendant cO !
New York, NY 10036 Weil-McLain I

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022

(212) 651-7500
SO ORDERED,

Hon. _Sherr Klein Heitler

i

JAN 07 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

ZELLA F. TURNER, Individually and as Executri
the Estate of WILLIAM EDWARD TURNER,

Plaintiff,
V.
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.,

Defendants.

x of
NYCAL
Index No: 190349/2009

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X

WHEREFORE, defendant Dean Pump Division hereby requests summary judgment

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

plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Dean Pump Division with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all

co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against

defendant Dean Pump Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs,

Dated: BW

Y William Pafpdin, Esq.
BELLUCK & FOX LLP
Attorney for Plaintiff
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10036

SO ORDERED,

ames W. Whitcomb, Esq.

PHILLIPS LYTLE LLP ruh [E @
Attorneys for Defendant is
3400 HSBC Center ]Fﬂ
Buffalo, New York 14203
JAN 2 4 200

MEN YOI
COUNTY CLERK S CFHCE

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

Doc # 01-2383807.1

JAN 07 2011




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

X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates to:

RAYMOND SCHAEFER and MARIANNE * NYCAL

SCHAEFER, * LAS. Part 30
Plaintifi(s), : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
. " Index No: 190432-09
-against- :

" NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY

ALUMINUM COMPANY OF AMERICA ' JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

(ALCOA), et al.,

Defendants.

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

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the sam Qa& eby, di 1§mlssed()m prejudice and without costs.

Dated: /"\7 ‘ :t \O ‘{‘O@E

/ , New York d 2 : :

00\>

Chris Refnanelli, Esq. . Kirsteyl Alford Kneis, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ¢ K&I/GATES LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attbrneys for Defendant
700 Broadway CRANE CO.
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022

W-mz) 536-3900
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherfy Klein Heitler
JAN 07 25 i1

NY-799815 vl



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

Index No.: 104471/10
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

DUANE BROUGHTON, MOTION

Plaintiff{(s),

- against -

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL-
MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated:-% Y b L éz D ,2010
ew York, New York Q(/

FrankOmiz Fsq. Dynis e Blow N JennifeML. Budner, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE

Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LF)' L E D
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 Weil McLain

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 JAN 2 4 2011

New York, NY 10022

{212) 651-7500 WNEW YORK
% e COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
SO DRDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

P

Lo DY ik
ey o b BN



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

Index No.: 124131/10
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
TERRENCE FOLEY, MOTION
Plaintiff(s),

- against -

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC,, hereinafter (“WEIL-
MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, |

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated: / L/ Z’T , 2010
New York, New York

2 et A A —

M@ ol Fae Jennifer Y.. Budner, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE o %

Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LD. § ' - D

700 Broadway Attomneys for Defendant -

New York, NY 10003 Weil McLain

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 gin 2 4 10V |
: New York, NY 10022

(212) 651-7500 EVALY
cQuNTY cL&:RKS OFFICEJ

SO ORDERED,

ferry Klein Heitler

JAN 07 201




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to: NYCAL

JOHN MLINCSEK and JOAN MLINCSEK LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)
Index No: 190025/2010

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier
Refractories, Inc., f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI hereby request summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as
Premier Refractories, Inc., f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories,

Inc., f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

, 2010

A - W’-
Chrﬁ'ﬁoma.nelli, Esq. ) J. wood, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & COURTNEY, P.C.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience /k/a BMi, inc., .,
New York, NY 10003 improperly named as Premier Refractories,
(212) 558-5500 Inc., f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI

530 Saw Mill River Road D
Elmsford, New York 105

(914) 345-7301 % ‘ L E

File No.: 473.86031

5 200

YORK
ERK'S OFFICE!

2
SO ORDERED, ol

Hon. Kein Heitler

JAN 07 o



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

X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To:

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

JAY NISSINOFF and MERYL NISSINOFF,

Plaintiff(s),

: " Index No(s).: 190046-10
-agamst— .
' NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY

A.B. DICK COMPANY, etal, " JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
P X \
WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectigf 3 dismissing

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. \? Ixj&ﬁ%e, and?’%aﬁre being no
opposition thereto, s G £eC
) C;\)E'?é)\:\\(‘ .
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendaptsb%mﬁw cross claims against

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

Dat_ed: ‘11 r:"/ ‘D

e ork', New York

~r Knai

Chri:{_Bszanelli, Esq. Kirstep Alford Kneis, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&I/GATES LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway CRANE CO.

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030

(212) 536-3900

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sher?¢&H¥in Heitler

JAN 07 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALI, COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190057/10
Salvatore Ferrari (Deceased),
Plaintiff,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & 8. Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Burnham LLC, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice
Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint
against defendant Burnham LLC, with prejudice, and there being
no oppositicn thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant Burnham LLC, be dismissed

[EPECY i,

b3

with prejudice and without costs. 2 é e o
Dated: Brooklyn, New York |
izlzo , 2010 JaN 2 4 20M
[ ORK
o o e
Michael-R~Roberte—Esq AW BoWJystin M. Tat@o@ﬁ!?{-etm( S OFFIC

ullen and Dykman LLP
ttorneys for Defendant

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C,
Attorneys for Plaintiff

Salvatore Ferrari (Deceased) Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201

(718) 855-9000
Our File No.: 11084-2165

So Ordered:

How? SMerry K. Heitler

JAN 07 2011

]
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK i
"COUNTY OF NEW YORK — o

In Re; NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION  :  Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

:I"his Document Relates To: . e
. Index No.: 190062/10 e
CARLOS SIMMONS, ‘ : i

Plaintift, : , S

- against - : DEEOSITION § RY L ‘
| : _.*QG#N‘ TI Mfﬁ"‘g S
A.Q. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS and Lo i )

PIRELLI CABLE CORPORATION, et al.

Defendants. : . e
) : = COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE: | st
1 NEW YORK IR
WHEREFORE, defendant PRYSMIAN COMMUNICATIONS CABLES AND L

SYSTEMS USA, LLC, incorrectly sued herein as “PIRELL! CABLE CORPORATION™
(hereinafter “PRYSMIAN™), heteby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ o
complaint against defendant PRYSMIAN with prejudice, and there being no opposition C !
thereto, ‘

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

against defendant PRYSMIAN be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
. without costs.

Dated: l T ' \.-7 , 2010
New York, New York

Bryan Belasky, Esq. William T. Miedel, Esq. e
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP HARRIS BEACH PLL \
Attomneys for Plaintiffs ‘ Attorneys for Defendant
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor PRYSMIAN COMMUNICATIONS A
New York, NY 10036 CABLES AND SYSTEMS USA, LLC i :
(212) 681-1575 100 Wall Street R
New York, NY 10005 o
687-0100 i
SO ORDERED, . R
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler e

o o _quq 2011




3CHha
oaa oy s i

[
-

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

---------------------------------------------- X NYCAL
IN RE: NYC ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No,. 190136-10
______________________________________________ X
JOSEPH P. MCDERMOTT and ROSALIE MCDERMOTT, JAS Justice:
Hon. Sherry Klein
y Plaintiffs, Heitler
-against- NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION AS SUCCESSOR, MOTION AND ORDER
BY MERGER TO BUFFALO PUMPS, INC., et al.,

Pefendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC. hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC. with prejudice,
and there being no opposition theret <;>

ORDERED, that upon notice t 1\%& co &gkenQénts, all claims

and cross claims against defeﬁQ@nt MGQK TRqﬁg@ INC. be and the
@O

same are hereby dismissed with prejudégbqﬁhd without costs.

Dated: Mineola, New York . Q

Yoepurea b G ZANN 4

Lance Perez, Es=sg.
MAIMONE & ASSOCIATES PALC

ig Romanelli, EsO-.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway Mack Trucks, Inc.
New York, New York 10003 170 01d Country Road, Suite 609

Mineola, New York 11501

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

JAN 07 201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK F i L E_

X

| 2y 70
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION INRAR
X < OFFICE
: - . CLERKS O
This Document Relates To: : GOUNT\{{\\EW YORK
if{)%sgg l\;(.)]}/l;DERMOTT and ROSALIEA. v oy
cLLk ’ " LA.S. Part 30

Plaintiff(s), : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

. " Index No(s).: 190136-10
-against- :

- ' NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
?tl ; & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, : Jyn e tr 0T TON AND ORDER

Defendants.

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

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice I.aw and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: ?I ' :l'l o)

Chri§ Romanelli, Esq. Kigften Alford Kneis, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. L GATES LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway CRANE CO.

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue
(212) 558-5500 - New York, NY 10022-6030
(212) 536-3900

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shenty Klein Heitler

41107 2010



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
X Asbestos Matter
. GEORGE ROBINSON, . Index No. 190170/2010
Plaintiff, :
- against - : NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., : MOTION AND ORDER
Defehda}lts. Justice Sherry K. Heitler

WHEREFORE, defendant Goodall Rubber Company (“Goodall”) hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendantGoodall with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

Goodall be and the same are hereby oFuiskdEh EudDand without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
Decemberl 4, 2410 JAN 24 200

. 5 QEFICE
BELLUCK & Fox,/‘, h.P. . GOUNTY g\l&E\i’\(‘ﬁﬁi‘i}ER & ERRANTE LLP

1/

Joseph W. BdlllticK’, Esq.
Attorneys for Plainti

Aqet/

Jennifer&ﬁ:arger. Esq. @)
Attorgleys for Defendant

Belluck & Fox LLP Goodall Rubber Company
546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor 6 East 27" Street, 12™ Floor
New York, NY 10036 New York , New York 10016
(212) 681-1575 (212) 452-5319
SO ORDERED:
Justice Sheryy K. Heitler W
A\
| JAN 07




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT

In Re First Judicial District
Asbestos Litigation

This Document Applies to:
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

GEORGE ROBINSON (deceased),

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER
VS, Hon. Sherry Klem Heitler, J.S.C.:

"ETLED |
\

JAM 28 00
| @i CLERRS GFFICE

N2 YORK
WHEREFORE, Defendant Genuine Parts Company, hereby requests summary judgment

GENUINE PARTS COMPANY, et al.,

Defendants.

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
Plaintiff’s Complaint against Genuine Parts Compé.ny, with préjudice, and there being no
opposition thereto, ‘ |

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant Genuine Parts Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York Dated: Buftalo, New York
No»m:,«m’d November _ 7/ 2010
Lecember 7, 2010

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP

Jessica Rusgell, Esq. :
Attorney for Plazntzﬁr Attorney Jfor Defendant,
546 5™ Avenue, 4" Floor Genuine Parts Company

New York, NY 10036 The Avant Building, Suite 1200
/ 200 Delaware Avenue :
" Buffalo, New York 14202

SO ORDERED:

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

JAN 0~ 2011

“



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

Antonio Siracusa,

X NYCAL

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

Index No: 190193/10

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

X

WHEREFORE, defendant AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, AS

SUCCESSOR BY MERGER TO BUFFALO PUMPS, INC. (“BUFFALO PUMPS”) by its

attorneys, WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BUFFALO PUMPS with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto.

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

defendant BUFFALO PUMPS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without |

costs.

Dated: //3/“

New/ork, New York

Michael Fanelli, Esquire
Weitz and Luxenberg, P.C.
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)

Vit 5

Edwatd J. Wilbraham, Esquire: ( 0%
John/S. Howarth, Esqulre R
WILBRAHAM, LAWIER & BUBA

140 Broadway, 46th Floor

New York, NY 10005

Attorneys for Defendant,

Air & Liquid Systems Corp., as successor
by merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc.

\

SO ORDERED, _

LSJ;]_{'J’}y Klein Heitler

JAN 07 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
John Chilarski and Helen Chilarski, INDEX NO. 190391/10
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
-against-

3M Company, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendants Raytheon Company and Hawker Beechcraft Corporation,
incorrectly sued herein as Raytheon Aircraft Co. f/k/a Beech Aircraft Corp., hereby request
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants Raytheon Company and Hawker Beechcraft

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

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

defendants Raytheon Company and Hawker Beecl% \Mratlon@é\ Qﬁw same are hereby

'\’:““ c;ﬁdé
Dated: New York, New York __ dp‘d
2010

QQQMV‘C/ /
s g § oW

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs\/ Attorneys for Defendants
Lawrence W. Burnett Thomas M. Crispi
Kardon Stolzman Jill Berry

Napoli Bern Ripka, LLP Schiff Hardin LLP

350 Fifth Avenue, Suite 7413 900 Third Avenue

New York, NY 10118 New AANY 10022
(212) 267-3700 12) 753-5000

SO ORDERED:

CP
SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER JAN 07 2011



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK |
X :

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30 (Heitler, J.)

X

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No.190397/10

MARVIN EISENBERG AND LORRAINE NO OPPOSITION

EISENBERG SUMMARY JUDGMENT |

MOTION AND ORDER |

X

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., ’

successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania Corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse

Electric Corporation (hereinafter "CBS 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 CBS Corporation with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant CBS Corporation be and the same are he?by Eisﬁseﬁitﬁejuﬁce and without |

costs.

Dated: New York, New York
December 16, 2010

e

Bryan Belasky, Esq.
Belluck & Fox, LLP

546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Flo
New York, NY 10036
(212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

JAN 24 201

SOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

Grage DeMario, Esq.

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

Attorneys for Defendant CBS Corporation, a
Delaware Corporation, fik/a Viacom Inc.,
successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a
Pennsylvania Corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse
Electric Corporation

150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10038

(212) 791-0285

Dated:

AN 07 200



~-SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: ‘ Index No: 190397/10
NO OPPOSITION

Marvin Eisenberg and Lorraine Eisenberg SUMMARY
JUDGMENT |
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

WHEREFORE, defendant SIEMENS INDUSTRY, INC., Successor in Interest to
SIEMENS ENERGY & AUTOMATION, INC., incorrectly s/h/a “SIEMENS CORPORATION,
Individually and as Successor to Powers” hereby requests summary judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant SIEMENS INDUSTRY, INC., Successor in Interest to SIEMENS
ENERGY & AUTOMATION, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant SIEMENS INDUSTRY, INC., Successor in Interest to SIEMENS ENERGY &
AUTOMATION, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, Nelwe)(ork
|

lr{(7
N/

poeph-- “ESq. . q.
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP J - WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
546 Fifth Avenue Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10036 SIEMENS INDUSTRY, INC.,

6 GQ ( __g ( (\u incorrectly s/h/a “SIEMENS
(\( Va\ R CORPORATION, Individually and as

Successor to Powers”
150 East 42 Street

EVE BB
Jan 24 200

e OFFICE
CLERKS OF

JAN 07 2011

SO ORDERED,

Hon, Sherry K. Heitler

42471251




" SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

----------------------------------------- x

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190397/10

Marvin Eisenberg and Lorraine Eisenberg NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, b dlhta.mErc ﬁeby dismissed with prejudice
and without costs. F

JAN 2 ¢+ 201
Dated: New Yorl?, New York
B “RK FICE
e H 10 L counTY CLERK'S OF

M } e

JosepirwvBoHueleRege

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP /
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

546 Fifth Avenue

New York, New York 10036

G(\( "\ G'D'(OLS\“\-( New York, New York 10017

QOur File Number: 10557.00914

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SMy K. Heitler

4246921.1 JAN 07 201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re;: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
This Document Relates To: | Index No.: 190408-10
CLAYTON SHANK and ARLENE SHANK,  NO QOPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintift, ORDER
-against- O
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS | o \ \’ﬁ'
CORPORATION, as successor-by-merger to ¥ ? fﬁ& ‘
BUFFALO PUMPS, et al. | N L% e
o 5 #
A
Defendants. 0 . @ﬁ\(’&
X ¢ ¢V

WHEREFORE, defendant, INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's
complaint against defendants, INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
Dated:DCCﬁh" r 2': 2010

Erik P. Karst, Esq. Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.

Karst & Von Qiste, LLP Braaten & Pascarella, LLC

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant

19500 State Highway 249, Suite 420 Ingersoti-Rand Company

Houston, TX 77070 2430 Route 34

(281) 970-9988 Manasquan, New Jersey 08736
(732) 528-8888

SO ORDERED,

oot T
Honorable Shermé\;l-e{:”:“»ﬂ‘{ n UN WLLHLL!\:\ J A NO 7 20 ”
Tpast



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
Index No. 190416-10

RAYMOND CARELLA and EDNA CARELLA,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, = SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

.'“1. | % g - bt
i D s el
R I L b W B

»

- against -

McALLISTER TOWING AND TRANSPORTATION

CO., INC., McALLISTER TOWING, et al., JAK 7 9011
. ;
Defendants. 13 NTY Ot ERKS 5 OFFIC
{@’@U NEW ¥OTK 3
- . _

Defendants, MCALLISTER TOWING AND TRANSPORTATION CO., INC.
(s/h/a McAllister Towing) and MCALLISTER TOWING OF NEW YORK LLC, hereby
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice |
Law and Rules §3212 dismissing plaintiffs’ Amended Verified Complaint against
defendants, MCALLISTER TOWING AND TRANSPORTATION CO., INC. (s/h/a
McAllister Towing), and MCALLISTER TOWING OF NEW YORK LLC, with prejudice
in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims
against defendants, MCALLISTER TOWING AND TRANSPORTATION CO., INC.
(s/h/a McAllister Towing), and MCALLISTER TOWING OF NEW YORK LLC be and
the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

Attorneys for Defendant

: McALLISTER TOWING AND TRANSPORTATION
700 Broadway CO., INC. and McALLISTER TOWING OF NEW
New York, New York 10003 YORK LLC

FREEHHKL HOGAN & MAHAR LLP

Pine Street

New York, New York 10005-1759

361983.1
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