
EDON 113112011 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY O F  NEW YORK 
____________--__________________I_______ X 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NYCAL 

X (Heitler, J. ) ______---____________1____11_1________1_ 

BURNETT LAUFER, as Executrix f o r  the 
Estate of JAMES LAUFER and BURNETT LAUFER, 90 /01340  
Individually, 

Index No. : c y ,  
Plaintiff ( s ) ,  

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

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

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

p r e j u d i c e ,  and there being no opposition thereto, 
:j 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cos ts .  

1 

/ 

Dated: Broo 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brook lyn ,  NY 11201 
( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 

WEWZ & LU~ENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212)  558-5500 



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 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 
I 
I 
I 

I 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: ,2010 

'fi *'< 

"A. ' 
-56 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

J , \ \ \  
3 k . y b a  D .  -8 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New Ymk, MY 10003 

' n" (21 2) 5 5 8-55 00 * 
Weil McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 11 

Y 

v i  

1 

i 

i 
SOORDERED, 

won. sherry Klein Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

I_--_____- --___l_-l______-l___l__l___l X 
This Document R e l a t e s  to: 
SAMUEL TUMIA 

I - _ - - - - - - X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

A . C .  & S . ,  I N C . ,  et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

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

Index No.: 109510/97 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SuMMaRY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summa1 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Prac t i ce  LE 

and Rules S e c t i o n  33212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint again: 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there b e i n g  r 

opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed w i t  

prejudice and without c o s t s .  

D 

Frank Ortiz, E s y .  k 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
S a m u e l  T i i m i a  
700 Broadway, 6t'-' Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

A t t o r n e y s  f o r  Def 
B u r n h a m  LLC 

LU ' - 177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 1 ~ 2 4  
(718) 855-9000 
Our File No.: 



Index No. 1095 10/97 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SAMUEL TIJMTA, 

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

X ________1--___1_____r_____lr____________--------~~-------------- 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., 

Defendant. 
X _____r_____l_____l______r___________r____------"---------------- 

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

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
December 8 , 2 0 1  0 

(7 ,D.&/ 

9 

C:D ino I-lalou I os>,sq. 
McCuIlough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53'd Street, S te 
New York, New York 100 

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

(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ 1 3 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r l _ _ _  X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

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

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

Donald C. Flowers 

11 1057/98 
122599/99 
104363/06 

I 

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: NewY rk, ew York 

/' 

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

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New ~ o r P 4 7  L E 
Our File No. 05335.3 090 

4248793.1 



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

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

NO OPPOSITION 
BERNARD SIKKAS, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plainti ff(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 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F Jennifer L. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 

114 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, NY 10003 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

Weil McLain 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant Jh\.l 2 4. 2O'' 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 bJpa'J %m a-t K. I 

s oFFIc&, 
New York, NY 10022 CLERK 

(212) 558-5500 

(2 12) 65 1-7500 

SO ORDERED, 



N SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYc44L 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

Index No,: 103005/0@-> 
125791/99 I 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

ROBERT PYANOWSKI AND JOAN ANN 
PYANOWSKI, I 

Plainti ff(s), 

-against- 

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

I 
1 

I I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summasy judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 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 

costs. 

dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: New York, New York 

--ylQ&&~ 3 Q o 1 0  

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Robert Pyanowski and Joan Ann Pyanowski 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2121 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
\- I 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-09342 

JAN 0 7  20111 

DX AOOOl -I 



' SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; N Y C A L  

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

/ Index No,: 103005/04$=> 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT PYANOWSKI AND JOAN ANN 125791/99 I 
I 

PYANOWSKI, 

-against- 

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

I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), 
1 
I 
I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I DefendantW 1 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-i-J2km)-JGf 3 2010 

\ '  WEITZ& KUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Patterson Pump Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Robert Pyanowski and Joan Ann Pyanowski 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

lein Heitler 
SO ORDERED, 

454-0001 

DXAOOO 1-1 



Edward Devine 

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

Index No:@=> 
105235198 
1 1 1059/98 
123724/99 
100755/03 
1 10506/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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 Yor , N  w York 
b /m 0, 

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

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

New York, New 

JAN 0 7  2011 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4248798.1 



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

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

NYCAL 

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

- .. .. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

Dated: NewY rk,N w York + r ,  3 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, e 
Hon. Sherry Ki Heitler 

JAN 0 7  2011 

- T \  1 -  &&J 
L. ,&L 

Julie R. Evans, Esq, 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.1643 

3 

4248804. I 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Donald C. Flowers 

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

11 1057 
122599/99 
104363/06 

- -  e 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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 4 

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

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

D 150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New Yo 
Our File No. 05335. 

4248793.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
l - - -___________ l l_______ l___________r___-  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Edward Devine 

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

Index No: 122313/97 

11 1059/98 
Q5mE-J 

123724199 
100755/03 
1 10506/03 

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 Yor , N  w York 
b / , 3  p\ 

.y,-*% A Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. y* 'h WEITZ & LUXENBERG %'".,I+*- 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W, CHESTERTON CO 
150 East 42"d Str 
New York, New 
Our File No. 0533S30211 

4248798.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

X 

X - - - - - -____--_______-___I________________ 

ARNOLD JOHNSON, Personal Representative 
for the Estate of XAVIER PRANCKEVICUS, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against- 

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

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

98/111044 
Index 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiff’s complaint: against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
2 
4 

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice to a l l  co-defenda 
4 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be a 1 

9 hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New Yowk 

Attorneys f o r  
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, JAN 0 1  2011 



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

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

NYCAL 

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

.. .. 

1 10669/00 

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 
C2\\31 1 '  

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

SO ORDERED, 

2011 I b r 1 r\ .'4 
L: < ' 

4250441.1 

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

Our File No. 0 *4 

New York, Ne \ 



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

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

NYCAL 

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

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

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

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

IndexN : 111051/98 

" , -  e e e e e 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X * - - -  

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. 

.P I. 

4250446.1 

r- q j ; ,  &Lrx 
.--. i- 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 1 

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

17 
Our File No. 053 *$ED 

SO ORDERED, Jbps 2 4 zo'' 
FypJJ Y@ 

&R@ 
p@N~ 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

Donald C .  Flowers 

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

Index No: 121829/97 xsi 
122599199 
104363106 

.. I " 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

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

. u\ 

**"T kT 
\P&' Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

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

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

D 150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New Yo 
Our File No. 05335. 

4248793.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X l____________r_______l_________________l- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Edward Devine 

. "  ,.. 

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

Index No: 1223 13/97 
105235/98 amSD 
123724199 
100755/03 
1 10506/03 

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 Yor ,N w York 
b r (3  1, 

%wuumw31 ,, 
\$, 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4248798.1 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON CO 
150 East 42"d Stre$ 
New York, New 
Our File No. 05335. 021 1 



I i 
I U i 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- x  
WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 1 

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 ,+, r\ a 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sh'eny K. Heitler 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
Our File No. 05335.3 1924 

425045 1 I I 



WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 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. 

- n t ’  &JL$ 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42”d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.21806 

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

F l  D 
SO ORDERED, 

JAf: 2 4 2011 Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4250453. I 



? I 

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
l l r_ l"________"_"____l- - - - - - - - - - - - - - l l - - - - -~- - -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Raymond Weber 

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

Index No: 112521/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER I 

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

I 

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

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00885 

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

L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

Jc;r 2 'b 2011 

4250456.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
____________"________ l_______r l_____ l__ l "  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1 1049/98 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X ___ll_____________l____________l_________ 

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
\ '  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WESON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, Newxar 
Our File No. OS%39. D \  

20 11 1 & a 1  s \  ' 7  

L ./ 

4250441.1 



X ,/casesTBW333 I Wlegal/NOSJM 
, SUPFEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plainti ff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 1 12546/98 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice 

--- 

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

BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Defendant 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 100 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, &&;d 2 4 zm 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



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

JAN 2 ii 221‘1 
F IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

JOSEPH P. McDERMOTT and ROSALIE A. 
McDERMO‘I’T, : I.A.S. Part 30 

X --------lr-----___--_____Il______llr____---~------------- 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein 
Plaintiff( s), 

: Index No(s).: 11 2546-98 
-against- 

A.C. & S., Ne., et al., 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 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: la1 13JD 
/&w York: New York 

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

orneys for Defendant 

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

SO ORDERED, 



a F 

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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Martin Zuckerman 

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

Index No: 1 13040/98 

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. F 

SO ORDERED, 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No, 05335.00443 

Hon. Sherry K.-Heitler 

JAN Or 2011 

4248674. I 



Index No. 114991/98 Q 
109635/02 

Raymond Almozara 

a .. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- x  

I 
1 

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

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

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

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

Dated: New ork, New York 
\JI+ 

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

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

4250460.1 



536.07879/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Honorable Sherry K1 in Heitler) 
This  document relates to: 

ZHRISTOPHER KANE, 
: Index No.: 

Plaintiff, (September 2010 Monthly FIFO 
: Trial Group) 

vs . 

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

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no o 

ORDERED, that upon notice. 1 cq-gdddants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United C o n v ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ p o r a t i o n ,  be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with pr&?&qnd without costs. 

5 P. po s. ;GC 

'.'y@$ 

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, 
Honorafi 2her& K l e i n  Heitler 



I b 

Martin S. Kaufman 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
ORDER 

JUDGMENT ~ 

X ____l_-_l l - - -_-__l___I------- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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 , N w York 
\ %  r,J, = 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPA 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York I@,\ 
Our File No. 05335.026% 

JhN 2 20'' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES W I T H I N  NEW YORK CITY 
---l_____l____l____________ll____l____ X NYCAL 
IN RE,: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X -____-____-_____-___________________II  

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 101i76/99 
RICHARD A. PAIGE 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summarv 

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

and Rules Section 53212, 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 anc3 

- against - 

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

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismkss 

prejudice and without costs. 
yia 

Weitz & Luxenberg, 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
R i c h a r d  A. P a i g e  Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th  F loo r  177 Montague Street 
New Y o r k ,  New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our File No.: 11084-2119 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

JAN 07 



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

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

C. Din0 aloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53rd Street, Sui 
(2 12) 558-5500 New York, New York 1 

(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No. 101 196/99 
Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

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

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

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
(2 12) 558-5500 New York, New York 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No. 101610/99 
Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

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

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

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant TI-IE 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, THI? OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
December (, 201 0 

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

& Partners LLP. 

New York, New York 100 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No. 10 16 12/99 
Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

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

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

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
December $,20 10 

C. DinoTaloulx, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

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

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

F I L E D  
JAN 2 4 ’toll 

NEW YOFCK 
SO ORDERED, cL.i:R)c’$ OFFlcF 



: Index No.: 101624199 

~ 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Whiting Corporation with prejudice, and there 

WHEREFORE, defendant Whiting Corporation hereby requests summary 

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

1 
I being no opposition thereto, 

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

I without costs. 

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

New York, New York 
Dated: //s // 8 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 200 Park Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher Villanti, Esq. 
WINSTON & STRAWN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Whiting Corporation 

New York, New York 10166 

F I L E D  (2 1 2) 558-5500 (2 I 2) 294-6700 

SO ORDERED, v Y JAN 2 4 2011 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

NY: 128 1063.1 



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 ,  201 1, 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 

Dated: January 5,201 1 - 
(histopher Villanti 



Index No. 102947/99 
Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

, 

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either partv. 
1 

Dated: New York, New York 
December p, 20 10 

, sq.  
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

C. Dino Haloulot, -v7. 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

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

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

SO ORDEREI), 
Hon. Sherry &in-Heitler 



Index No. 103285/99 
Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

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

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

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
December 8 , 2 0  10 

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

8c Partners LLP. 

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

SO ORDERED, 



Index No. 103362/99 
Plaintiffs. 

- against - 

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

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

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 T ~ i  * -  ~ i f ~ ~ T ~ ~ o ~ ~ \  

i4K kY g&n L- 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 07 2011' 



- against - 

'I'HE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONI'TE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz 8r. Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53'* Street, S u m  
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No. 103833/99 
Plaintiffs. 

- against - 

T I E  OKONITE COMPANY, lNC,  
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with pre-judice, 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 a, 20 10 

- .  
C. Dino(Haloulo2, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, N Y  10003 320 East 53rd Street, Suite 10 
(212) 558-5500 n New York, New York 10022 

1 

D 

SO ORDERED, 
%on. SherryKlein-Heitler 

JAN 2 4 2017 1646) 435-0300 6 A //-- 
w n /  NEW A. . '/ORf( 



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

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

against Defkndant, THE OKONI'rE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
DeGmber b , 2 0  1 0 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsb 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defen 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022 , ~ t , @ ? + ~ & f  - 

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 

& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 1O@\i 

SO ORDERED, 3 
s 

35-0300 

Ilon. s 0 7  2011 



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

Index No.: 104052/99 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RICHARD ROBBINS, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

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 plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party# 

Dated: -j-pC Ag , 2010 

GSg WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 

New York, NY 10022 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

(2 12) 65 1-7500 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No. 104569/99 
Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

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

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

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
December 8 , 20 1 o 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

New York, New York 10022 NEyE#3 

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

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 YORK 

“ y ) i l P l \ Y  

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE O F  NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK C I T Y  

IN R E :  NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. P a r t  30 
X NYCAL ---------I---------------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ( J u d g e  H e i t l e r )  
X ---------l----l-----______l__l_______l 

T h i s  Document R e l a t e s  t o :  I n d e x  No.: 1 0 4 7 4 3 / 9 9  
LEV1 H. WALTON 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

P l a i n t i f f ,  MOTION AND ORDER 

D e f e n d a n t s ,  
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

WHEREFORE, d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC, hereby r e q u e s t s  summar! 

judgment  i n  t h e  a b o v e - e n t i t l e d  case,  p u r s u a n t  t o  C i v i l  P r a c t i c e  Lab 

- a g a i n s t  - 

a n d  R u l e s  S e c t i o n  5 3 2 1 2 ,  d i s m i s s i n g  p l a i n t i f f s ’  Compla in t  a g a i n s t  

d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC, w i t h  p r e j u d i c e ,  a n d  t h e r e  b e i n g  nc 

o p p o s i t i o n  thereto, 

ORDERED,  t h a t  upon not i . ce  t o  a l l  c o - d e f e n d a n t s ,  a l l  c l a i m s  anc 

cross claims a g a i n s t  d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC,  be d i s m i s s e d  w i t 1  

p r e j u d i c e  a n d  w i t h o u t  c o s t s .  

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

212-558-5500 f F o j 4 4  E D ( 7 1 8 )  855-9000  
Our F i l e  No.:  



Index No. 104743199 
Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

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

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

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
December 8,201 0 

Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 , 2 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

rJ F 

F V S  
1 "  \ , 3:. !SO 

& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 -( {d' 

. sf> ' y,\: 
. I  <! 1 Attorneys for Defendant, 

G'i LJ\r-" 

(646),43 /" 5-0300 
---- 

A- SOORDERED, 
Hon. 



SUPREME COURT O F  THE STATE O F  NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK C I T Y  

I N  R E :  NEW YORK COUNTY 

__________________II____l______l______ X 
This Document Relates to: 
MARVIN SCHUMER 

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

ASBESTOS L I T I G A T I O N  

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

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

Index No.: 105423/99 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summar 

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

and Rules Section 53212, dismissing p l a i n t i f f s ’  Complaint a g a i n s  

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with p r e j u d i c e ,  and there being n 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all cla&ms an 
d 

cross claims against defendant B U f N  issed 

prejudice and without costs. 
JAg 2 “I; tot! 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C . ‘  ’ Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
M a r v i n  S c h u m e r  Burnharn LLC 
7 0 0  Broadway, 6th F l o o r  1 7 7  Montague Street 
N e w  York, New Y o r k  1 0 0 0 3  Brooklyn ,  New York 1 1 2 0 1  
212-558-5500 ( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 

Our  File No.: 11084-1 

wit 



J 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MARVIN SCHUMER 

against 

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

I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 99-105423 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New York, New York 
\2AAb 

B 
J - 

LISA BUSCH, m. 
W 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST 8t DOUKAS, LLP -- 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

WEITZ & L U X E ~ ~ $ C .  
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s 
MARVIN SCHUMER 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

JAN 0 7  2011 



SIJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
December 6 , 2 0  10 

- 
C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defen 
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53'd Street, 
(2 12) 558-5500 New York, New Yo  

,)AN 2 '+ 79'' 
k@JIJ YSRK 

SO ORDERED, 
&L. r$&rnm~ 



Index No. 105620/99 
Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, NC.,  
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE; OKONITE 

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

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 , 2 0 1  0 

E D  
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadwav Attorneys for Defendant, 

JAN 2 4 2017 & Partners LLP. 

SO ORDERED, ~ 

c 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES W I T H I N  NEW YORK C I T Y  
-_--_---________-_--_-------------------- X NYCAL 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. 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 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

and Rules Section 5 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint a g a i n s t :  

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being nu 

opposition t h e r e t o ,  

- against - 

A . C .  & S., INC., et a l . ,  __ 
Defendants. 

X 

prejudice and without costs. F I L  
Dated: B r o o k l y n ,  New Y o r k  

\\\\.3 f 2010 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
P a u l  J. Sloan B u m h  am L LC 
700 Broadway, 6th F l o o r  177 Montague Street 
New York, N e w  York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our File No.: 11084-2236 

Attorneys for Defendant 

212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

S O  ORDERED:,, 



536.06836/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

GEFWLD CLAYTON CARPENTER, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 
(Honorab 

30 
e Sherry Klein Hei 

Index No. : 

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

l e r )  

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conv Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition 

ORDERED, that upon notice 

crossclaims against defendant, U 

same are hereby dismissed with pre out costs. 

GARRITY, GFLAHAM, 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 aein Heitler 



Index No. 108914/99 
Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

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

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

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Decqqberg ,2010 

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

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 ,- T *  " < I  

" +LY I* F ' > $  v , , * x  k . 3  
(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, JAN 2 G l L l l  

NEW YLx*.Y, 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 



Index No. 110122/99 
Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

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

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

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Decgnber $, 2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. C%noxalouloT Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg F' McCullough Ginsberg Mon:ano 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 

& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York n .  (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, B v 

6 - - + , ( 6 4 6 )  435-0300 

Hon. Sherry Hein-Heitler 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
X 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

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

ARNOLD JOHNSON, Personal Representative 
for the Estate of XAVIER PRANCKEVICUS, 

Plaintiff (s), 
-against - 

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

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U D W N T  
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
-4 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be add 
4 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. d 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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

JAN 0 1  2011 SO ORDERED, 

1 SKH - BCVU & Otd: - 



Index No. 110973199 
Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

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

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

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
December 9 ,201  0 

McCullough Ginsberg Mo 
& Partners LLP. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite lOd 2 5 2013 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN R E :  NEW YORK COUNTY 
X ______l_--l_l__________________l_____l 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _______-______-----___________________ 

This Document Relates to: 
DONALD H. SAWYER 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

A.C. & S., I N C . ,  et al., 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

___--I________________II______________ 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
( J u d g e  Heitler) 

Index No.: 111152/99 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summar 

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

and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint agains 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with pre jud ice ,  and there being n 

opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM FL d ed w i t  

prejudice and without costs. 
f'l ;. ' "  ! "  

J$Jf 2 Ld:i 
Dated: Brooklyn, New York  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Donald H. S a w y e r  Burn ham L LC 
700 Broadway, 6'h F l o o r  
New York, New Y o r k  10003 B r o o k l y n ,  New York 11231 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 

177 Montague Street 

t 
Our  F i l e  No.: 11084-1 



SUPREME COURT O F  THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK C I T Y  
_ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  - - -___ X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

_______-_________________fl________l__ X 
T h i s  Document Relates to: 
STEPHEN A. STEWART 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

A.C. 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

s .  I INC., et al. , 

Defendants. 
________-____-______--------- - - - - - - - - -  X 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

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

Index No.: 111889/99 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGbENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

h e r e b y  requests summar 

judgment in t h e  above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice La 

a n d  Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint again: 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being r 

opposition t h e r e t o ,  

ORDERED, that upon n o t i c e  to all co-defendants, a1.1 c l a i m  ar 

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed w i t  

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & L u x e n b e r g ,  P.C. " 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Stephen A. S t e w a r t  B u r n h a m  LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague S t r e e t  
New York, N e w  York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our F i l e  No.: 11084-2231 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

so o e  

Hon. Sher 



Index No. 11 1889/99 
Phi nt i ffs, 

- against - 

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

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

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

ORIIRKED, 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 ,201  0 

Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP. J , ; i  
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, d ~ ~ j ~ i  I' ' 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

320 East 53'd Street, Suite J O O  
New York, New York 10022 t4Evd &,s 
(646) 435-0300 @UNn 

SO OKDERED, 



- against - 

THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

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

dismissed with pre-judice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
December $,20 1 0 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
McCullough Ginsberg MoF;nd  
& Partners LLP. 

- 

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

320 East 53rd Street, Suite lodAN 2 4 2011 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, 



Index No. 1 13224/99 
Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests I 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
December 8 , 2 0  1 0 

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

Attorneys for Defendant, ,cowK FF\G% 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

0 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES W I T H I N  NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X -I-----------______-___I______________ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ______-------------------------------- 

T h i s  Document Rela tes  t o :  
WILLIAM T .  STADLER 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

A.C. & S . ,  I N C . ,  e t  a l . ,  

WHEREFORE, d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
( J u d g e  He i t l e r )  

Index No.: 113986/99 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

h e r e b y  r e q u e s t s  summar 

judgment i n  t h e  a b o v e - e n t i t l e d  case ,  p u r s u a n t  t o  C i v i l  Practice La 

and R u l e s  Section 5 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing p l a i n t i f f s '  Compla in t  a g a i n s  

d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC, w i t h  p r e j u d i c e ,  and  t h e r e  b e i n g  n 

opposition t h e r e t o ,  

ORDERED,  t h a t  upon n o t i c e  t o  a l l  c o - d e f e n d a n t s ,  a l l  claims a n  

cross  claims a g a i n s t  d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed w i t  

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

Wei tz  & Luxenberg,  P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
W i l l i a m  T. S t a d l e r  Burnham LLC 
7 0 0  Broadway, 6 ' "  F l o o r  1 7 7  Montague S t r e e t  
N e w  York, N e w  York 1 0 0 0 3  Brooklyn ,  N e w  Y o r k  1 1 2 0 1  
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our F i l e  No.: 1F81- 



Index No. 1 13986/99 
Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., 
NO OPPOSITION 
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 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

against Defendant, THE 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 - 2 0  10 

& Partners LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite lob 

h~ 2 4 Z[\t\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022 N ~ w  yORK 

. (646) 435-0300 couNrr CLERKS 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ____l______________l I I__________________-  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

William T. Stadler 

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

Index No: 1 13986/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
\XI \3 \\o 

n 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4204475. I 

JAN 2 4 2011 



Index No. 1 15487199 
Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

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

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

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

. .  

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

Dated: New York, New York 
December 8 , 2 0 1  0 

c p ; [ k  L- 
C. Ilino Halou1os:Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Mont 
& Partners LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 2 4 2077 New York, NY 10003 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
X NYCAL -_-_--l_______l__-____l_____ll________ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 118269/99 
J O H N  RANDOLPH TUCKER 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S . ,  I N C . ,  et a l . ,  

Defendants. 
X __l_____f-l__-l_ll___l------l- 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

against - 

judgment in the above-entitled case, p u r s u a n t  to C i v i l  Practice Lab) 

and Rules Section 53212 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against: 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and t h e r e  being nc: 

opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed w i t h  

p r e j u d i c e  and without costs. 

Dated: B r o o k l y n ,  New Y o r k  
2010 

Frank Ortiz, 
Weitz & Luxenberg, .C. 
A t t o r n e y s  for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
John Randolph T u c k e r  Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague S t r e e t  
New York ,  N e w  York  1 0 0 0 3  Brooklyn, New Y o r k  11201 
212-558-5500 ( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 

O u r  F i l e  No.: 11084-1 



Index No. 1 19068199 
Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

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

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

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
December @,20 10 

0 Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022 , h ~ : ~  

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 1 
Attorneys for Defendant, Jd 

'L 4 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X -__________________------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X -----_----_____-______________________ 

This Document Relates to: 
ALFRED M. ROKITKA 

- a g a i n s t  

A . C .  & S., I N C  

Plaintiff I 

, et al., 

Defendants. 
X __________---------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
( J u d g e  Heitler) 

Index No.: 119721/99 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summa1 

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

and Rules Section 53212, dismissing p l a i n t i f f s '  Complaint agains 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being n 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clairris an 

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismi.ssed wj,t 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz 6r Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
A l f r e d  M. Rok i t ka  Burn h am L LC 
700 Broadway, 6"' Floor  177 Montague St 
New Y o r k ,  New York 10003 Brooklyn, New Y 

EQ $3 !!Bo1 
4 201' 

212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 
Our File No. : 1108$fl;! 

SO ORDERE 

JAN 0 7  2313 



- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 
X -------------___1__"Ilflll__fll_f_______------------------------ I 

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

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
December 8 ,2O 10 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 3b;' 
(646) 435-0300 

I 

SOORDERED, 
Hon. 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I . A . S .  Part 30 
X NYCAL ___________________------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X ------_-------________________________ 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 120275/99 
NICHOLAS HERNANDEZ 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORD-EB 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summar!, 

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

and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against: 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with pre jud ice ,  and there being nc: 

opposition thereto, 

- against - 

I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 11 \claims and 

cross claims against defendant BURN e dismissed with 

p r e j u d i c e  and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

I 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
lr 

A . C .  & S . ,  I N C . ,  et al., - 



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

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

i Index No.: 120328/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
ROSEMARY KING, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of HARRY A. KING, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARP & SMITH LLP 

ROSEMARY KING, Individua 
Estate of HARRY A. KING 

199 Water Street, Suite 2500 
New York, New York 10038-35 16 
(212) 232-1300 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway JAN 2 4 20” 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

4846-3388-4422.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
X NYCAL 

X (Heitler, J. ) ___________________I-------------------- 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES P. KENNEDY and THERESA E. DEVINE as 
Co-Executors for the Estate of JAMES T. 99/120450 
KENNEDY, 

Index N o Y - 5  

Plaintiff (s), 
-against - 

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

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

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

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Br 

177 Montague Street New York, NY 10003 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
(718) 855-9000 

SO ORDERED, 



~ 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, 

I 

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

""7 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, &q. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 0 5 3 3 5 . F 5 1  L 

4250464.1 



Index No\ 
106450/00 
100678/07 

I I  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

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

ejudice and 

F W  Y . D&Nlf& & W J &  

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

Julie R. Evans, Esq, 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335,33733 

SO ORDERED, 

4248398.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES W I T H I N  NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
X NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X _____________________l________________ 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 122193/99 
PHILIP J. SABELLA 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

A . C .  & S., I N C . ,  et al., 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summar:. 

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

and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against: 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and t h e r e  being nc: 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED,  that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims anc: 

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without c o s t s .  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Philip J. Sabella 
700 Broadway, 6th F l o o r  
New York, New Y o r k  10003 
212-558-5500 

0 
ca 

B u r n h a m  LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, N e w  York 11201 

Our F i l e  No.:  11084-2120 
(718) 855-9000 



Index No. 122 193/99 
Plaintiffs. 

- against - 

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

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

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

against Defendant, T H E  OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
December 9,201 0 

McCullough Ginsberg Mont D 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP. 

'1811 700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 

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

J ~ \ A  2 I, 

(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier Page: 2 2  

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Date: 121 7/2010 5:34:01 PM 

Index Nofi-3 
114286/00 & 103645/06 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEEFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in t h e  above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

93212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOlLER 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 BOJLER WORICS, be and the same are hereby dismissed With 

SmP. Halbardier, Esq. 
BARR , MCTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Defendant 
FUZTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 
New York, New Yoxk 10006 

JXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
' loll J A N  2 a ' r  

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

http:lhrvww.gfi.com


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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - r_ l - - -_______- - - - -______ l__________ l___-  

NYCAL 

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

This Document Relates To: 

Michael Zogby 
125333/00 
114257/00 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

CLEP\KS OFF'CP \ 1 .  7, ? -  COUNV ",*> d 4 - r -  

1/ 
NEV\IYORK ' 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WLLSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, WEITZ & LUXENBERG 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.10642 

4248487. I 



# i I 

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

NYCAL 

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

Index No@-= 
114286/00 
103645/06 

I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X .. .. 

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

I 

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

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New Yo? O h  7c 
Our File No. 05335.3 074 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4250470.1 



Index No. 122334199 
Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONJTE 

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

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

against Del'endant, 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 r ,  20 1 0 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New Y ork, NY 10003 

& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suitc 100 
(212) 558-5500 

(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X __rrr________-___________l_rr l_ l l l______-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 12 1 829/97 
105232/98 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

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

This Document Relates To: 

Donald C .  Flowers 

.. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X I - - - -  

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

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

Dated: New Y rk, ew York Ad---- 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

D 150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New Yor 
Our File No. 05335. 

4248793.1 



-' 

5 ,  

I, 

HOAOLAND, LON00 
MRAN, WNST 8 
DOUKAS, U P  
ATTORNTYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSMV ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWVBRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ ~~ 

This Document Relates to: 

SAMUEL TUMIA AND NETA TUMIA 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 99-123532 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New York, New York 
\ -A3\ \0  

WEITZ &LUXEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
SAMUEL TUMIA and NETA TUMIA 

New York, NY 10003 

IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
ltto rne ys for Defendant , 
(ohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Yew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X ___________________-____I_I___________ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ___________________------------------- 

This Document Rela tes  to: 
JAMES R, STANDER 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

A.C. & S., I N C .  I et al., 

WHEREFOREl d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC, 

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

Index No.: 123615/99 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summar 

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

and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Coniplai.nt aga,;ns 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being n 

opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed wit 

prejudice and without costs. 

W e i t z  & Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys for P l a i n t i f f  A t t o r n e y s  for Defendant  
James R .  S t a n d e r  Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6tt1 F l o o r  177 Montague Strest 
New Y o r k ,  New York 10003 Brooklyn, New 
212-558-5500 (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0 F r \  

Our File No.: 11084-1 



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

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. <.Ip" 

% a :  Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defen 
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53rd Street, 100 

New York, New York 10022 , ~~ , . h i  

J LU. e- 

(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YOFK CITY 
X ________I______________ll_____________l_- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Edward Devine 

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

Index No: 1223 13/97 
105235/98 

&E%> 
100755/03 
1 10506/03 

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 Yor , N  w York 
\-& 1, 

*Q+2+* < yL Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New Yowk, NY 10003 

~~" 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4248798.1 

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

New York, New 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Arnold M. Littlewood, as Executor far the Estate of 
Arnold Tom Littlewood and Eva Marie Littlewood, 
Individually; 

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

/ Index No.: 125070/99 

Plaintiff, 
-against- i NO OPPOSITION : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. AND S., INC., ET AL. 
! I 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

I 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
b m e 2 [ 2 0 1 o  

k 

# 

Megan E. Idkgstein, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWS'BRISBOIS BISGAARD & swm LLP 
199 Water Street, Suite 2500 
New Y ork, New York 1 003 8-3 5 16 

Michael Fanelli, Esq. ' 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Arnold M. Littlewood, as Executor for the Estate of 
Arnold Tom Littlewood and Eva 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 

Individually t- ' 
Y 

(212) 232-1300 
New York, New York 10003 1 # L '  2QlI 

f=''"J\j 'C3Rt.i 

1 . 1 4 , .  L. 12) 55s-5500 

a j { d r [  CLERK'S 
SO ORDERED, 

1863-20293 

4833-9405-8502.1 



* .* 
j 

.rL 

1 -.-- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

ORDER 
MOTION AND I 

- 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 
dismissed without prejudice and A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the 

without costs. 

F 
- - - ' I  ; s OF F\CE 

uNl'c ,,kP ' 1 GO NE'rJ YORK C'>" C," _*I 

Dated: New York, New York 

: &.- 
' _  ,d-b I 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.10885 

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

SO ORDERED, 

4248476.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ____l___________"__ll lr_l___________l_l l -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

James E. Lewis 

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

Index No f iF0 
105494/00 
112083/00 

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 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, ew York 
\I \. \A = 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, G 
Hon, Sh 
;p7--- 

K. Heitler 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WLLSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.1 0 f 

4250480. I 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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, N York 
L t  f \ 3 T  a 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1 
Our File No. 05335 

I JGN 2 4 
SO ORDERED, 

4250476.1 



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

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
,&?lV 

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

SO ORDERED, - 

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

4250486. I 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

Dated: New York, ew York 
, b ! d \  

Frank M. brtiz, Esq. \++f \> WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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

JAN 01 2011 
4250492. I 



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

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

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

Index N<=> 
100769/03 

Norma A. Huff 

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

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

Dated: New Y o  k, N w York \ + [ \ , e ,  * 

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

SO ORDERED, 

I 

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

D Our File No. 05335.1273 

JAN 2 4 2011 

4250497.1 



Joseph M. Harcrow Sr. 

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

Index Nd2-> 
105 00 
1 10978/06 

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: NewY rk, ew York 
1% [\?I \ 3 

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

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
NewYork,NewY r 1 
Our File No. 05#& 

4250505.1 



- " I 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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: NewY rk, ew York ,J,J 1 

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

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New 
Our File No. OS33 .11 3 y t o L  E D 

JAN 2 4 2011 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIE' 

4250508.1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 . . .  

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

Index No.: 103005/04 1221 11/97, 
ROBERT PYANOWSKI AND JOAN ANN I I (miza 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

PYANOWSKI, I 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
A.C. & S., INC., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendant( s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson P m p  Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 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 

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
T-yEwkN 39 2010 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Patterson Pump Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Robert Pyanowski and Joan Ann Pyanowski 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

lein Heitler 
SO ORDERED, 

454-0001 

DXAO001-I 



*n SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK C0-m-R ; NYCAL 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I IndexNo.: 1030 
lJ9’, ROBERT PYANOWSKI AND JOAN ANN 

PYANOWSKI, I 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- I 

; NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT A.C. & S., INC,, et al., 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I Defendant(s). I 

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

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, 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 

costs. 

dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: New York, New York mqmiw 3 b O l O  

Y 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Robert Pyanowski and Joan Ann Pyanowski 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 . ,  

SO ORDERED, 

2571-09342 

DXAOOO I - I  



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER ! 

X 

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

, L5q. V4nrtcTL WdlP 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No, 05335.1 1446 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE ' 
P 

NEW YORK 

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

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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

, c  
- 

(" i 1 '  G ~ ~ ; L  

"ii"'-' 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.1 1439 

4248285.1 



John R. Catanzaro 

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

Index e 2 - 3  
104449/00 
114151/02 

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 without prejudice and 
without costs. 

4 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.3 1932 

4248310.1 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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, ail 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, ew York 
1% !\a? 1 * 

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

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York. New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05p.lf6& E D 

4250629.1 



36.09146/AJM 
UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY O F  NEW YORK 

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

: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
'his document relates to: 

lOBERT E. BRANN, Deceased, : Index No.: 1 0 0 5 5 2 / 0 0  

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

vs . 

JNITED CONVEYOR CORPOIEATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
?t al. , : SUMMARY JUD(;MENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEMFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

3ivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

:omplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

?rejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to allv~ o-defendants, a11 claims and 

zrossclaims against defendant , Unit@ conveyor Corporation, be and the 
.Q 4 *. . 

, , 2 
same are hereby di smissed 

P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 0 7 9 3 6  

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

': ' *  J a 2011 



5 3 6 . 0 9 1 3 7 / A J M  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Honorable ,,,erry K 
This document relates to: 

ein Heitler) 

THOMAS L. BALLING, Deceased, : Index No.: 1 0 0 5 5 3 / 0 0  

Plaintiff, 

VS * 

: (September 2010 Monthly FIFO 
: Trial Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMElNT 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 I s  
b, 

Complaint against defendant, veyor Corporation, w i t h  

prejudice, and there being n 

ORDERED, that upon noti , all claims and 

crossclaims against defendan tion, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed w 

, 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 Beitler 

* ,  
. ?  G 1 2011 



c 

li 

HOAQLAND, LOW0 
MORAN, WNST 8 
MIUKAS, U P  
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
Po Box 480 
Nw B R U W K q  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 VWLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUlTE 202 
HAMMOMTON, NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS L. BALLING, JR., AS EXECUTOR FOR 
THE ESTATE OF THOMAS L. BALLING AND JO 
ANNE RADER BALLING, INDIVIDUALLY 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 00-100553 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New York, New York 

n 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Ko h le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

.+ 

SO ORDERED: 

JAN 07 2011 



I < 

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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Roger Dessureault 

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

Index No: 100557/00 

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 Yo k, N w York 
\ b i \ J P  

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

SO ORDERED, 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335,10652 

4250632,l 



William T. Franklin 

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

Index No: 100592/00 

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: 
Q 

COUNTY CLEE\CS OFFICE 

NEW YORK y;JJ&- aaPs 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.08584 

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

z2iGzzN 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 07  2011 

4248361.1 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

Dated: New Yo k, ew York 
, 4 3 7  = 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No, 05335.10823 

4250635.1 



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

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

This document relates to: 

WESLEY SCHWARTZ, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

(Honorable ,,,erry Klein Heitler 

Index No. : 1 0 1 7 6 0 / 0 0  

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant , United Convey 

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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

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

Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sh&ry Klein Heitler 



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

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

j Index No.: 101760/00 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
CHARLES VITALE, as Executor for the Estate of 
WESLEY A. SCHWARTZ and EVELYN J, SCHWARTZ, j 
Individually, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- i NO OPPOSITION 

! 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 8 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

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

thereto, 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Charles Vitale, as Executor for the Estate of 
Wesley A. Schwartz and Evelyn Schwartz, Ind. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

E D  ew York, New York 1OfO3 k! k u v  

SUId L 4 2011 

CObNTY LLU;/C:S QFFIE' 

SO ORDERED, 
i @!* '(:.' YORK Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

4819-7633-0760.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
___"l_-_l______________rr_l l_________lrr -  X 

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

Index No: 102466/00 

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: NewY rk,N w York 
\3 e\ 3 

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

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 0 

JAN 0 7  

424829 I ,  1 

20 I1 



536.08809/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW --^--. YWKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

FRANCIS J. BROOKS, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

VS. 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 
(Honorab 

3 0  
e Sherry Klein Heit,er 

Index No. : 1 0 2 4 6 6 / 0 0  

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

iW I 6 Civil Practice Law and Rules Sect 'on 32J,2&srnissing plaintiff Is 

Complaint against defendant? @+-&?%eyor Corporation, with 
G L @ , Y ~ ~  

prejudice, and there being no Qppdsition thereto. 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

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



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

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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 
r * L  '+27\ = 

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

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
Our File No. 05335.1 1969 

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: 

WILLIAM A. WAGNER, Deceased, 
: Index No.: 103413/00 

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

vs . 

: AND ORDE 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are  hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED : 

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

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P-0. BQX 4 3 8  
as t  Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 07 2011 Honorabx Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x - - -____"_ l - - - - - - -_________ l__ l__________ l  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Francis X. Hoyles 

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

Index No: 1034 16/00 

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 
\ + I \  3 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

A 

w 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.11945 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 07 2011 

4250707.1 



- 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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 withoui prejudice and 
without costs. D 
Dated: NewY rk, ew York 

\'Lq ,?I, 3 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.1 1694 

4250719.1 

JAN 0 7  2011 

I 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
ANNA PATTNOSH and DIANE O'LEARY, 
Individually and as Co-Administrators of the Estate of : 
VINCENT J. PATTNOSH, SR., 

X -------_________lr_"__rl___r_r_r_rrr____-------------------------- 

' NYCAL 
. I.A.S. Part* 

(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

ABB LUMUS CREST, INC., et al., 

Index No.: 103534-00 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

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

Rules Section 32 12, 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 

Defendants CRANE CO. and CRANE PUMPS & SYS 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER, P.A, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
1 10 William Street, 26'h Floor 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 267-3091 599 Lexington Avenue 

CRANE CO. 
CRANE PUMPS & SYSTEMS, INC. 

New York, NY 10022 
) 536-3990 

SO ORDERED, 

? 20111 



I "  

I 4250722.1 

w U C 

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

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
X _____________l________________l__l_l____- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104 164/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

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

This Document Relates To: 

.. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY I 

MOTION AND 
ORDER 

JUDGMENT I 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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 \ 7  I \ = 

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

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
Our File No. 05335. P d\ 

SO ORDERED, 

~ , : "F 8 b P  11 



i 1 U 

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, 

I 

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

Dated: New Yo k, N w York & I  1 * 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4250753.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x ____________"_____"_____ l l _ r__ l______ l__ -  

AS BEST0 S LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 

John R. Catanzaro 
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, 

Dated: 
0 

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 d h i s s e d  without prejudice and 
without costs. 

3 G F E Z N B E f C  s q  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York. New York 100 17 

42483 10.1 



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 He1 
This document relates to: 

ler) 

JOHN R. CATANZARO, 

Plaintiff, 

VS. 

: Index No.: (-----T------T> 
(September 2010 Monthly FIFO 

: Trial Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
Defendants. : AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

Complaint against defendant, Un Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being 

ORDERED, that upon nb endants, all claims and 

eyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with p, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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, 



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

IN RE NEW Y O M  CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

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. 

F- , g.  P!.E.),f;TL W d r N  

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

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



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Carlo Briscoli 

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

Index No: 125798/99 p-3 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
2TUDG-WENT 
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 

-4 

C' \ * ' G'L!,; 1: y" i*L 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.1 1439 



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 

(Honorab 
This document relates to: 

CARLO BRISCOLI, 

30 
e Sherry Klein Heitler 

: Index No.: 1 0 4 4 8 3 / 0 0  

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

vs . 

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

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEFtEFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United r Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no op 

% 

ORDERED, that upon notice 

crossclaims against defendant, U tion, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with 
;.;” 

i- 

DATED: \ &  I 1  \3  ‘3 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ll--__r_______----l_____________________- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Joseph J. Galdys Jr. 

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

IndexNo: 1 
(++TE%% 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORlDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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: NewY rk, ewYork 
h [ \ J \ S  

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

SO ORDERED, 

Y 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New 
Our File No. 053 

JAN 2 4 2011 

4250508.1 



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 c 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 
without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , N w York 
(*L rn1, = 

aims against defendant 
without prejudice and 

SO ORDERED, 

r\ ! $j2rL 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMP 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1 

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

Our File No. 05335.026% 
JbH '2.4 20'' 

4250461.1 



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

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

Dated: New ork, ew York \%I \.f: * 

Q& &+is pG h 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, Ne 
Our File No. 0 

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

-9 
@I' 

0 b 
SO ORDERED, 

4248372.1 

JAN 0 1  2011 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ___"_____ l_ -_ -r__________II___I_cI_I_II I -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Joseph M. Harcrow Sr. 

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

Index No: 125775/99 

%%P 
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: NewY rk, ew York 
1 %  [VI 1 3  

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Our File No. 05 

SO ORDERED, JAN 2 4 20'' 



I I 
Y 

SUPREh;lE COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

Daniel Schiano 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

WHEREFORE, defendant 

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

Index No: 105249/00 

I 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

LW, 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, Ne York 
P& T&Ldd 

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

SO ORDERED, 

J 

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

4248466. I 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 105249100 

NO OPPOSITION 
DANIEL SCHIANO, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), MOTION 

- against - 

AC and S, NC.,  (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, 

OFWERED, 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. 

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

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & wHONEY,$I\.  L E D 
Weil McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 JAN 2 4 lo'' .~ - 
New York, NY 10022 
1212) 651-7500 PI 

byy$.i"C"i 
SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
WALTER A. S K Y  

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge H e i t l e r )  

Index No.: 105281/00 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests s'immar 

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

and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint again? 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there b e i n g  r 

opposition thereto, 

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

c ross  claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed 

prejudice and without costs. 

IFnN 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. *%>\ \ ,  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ' 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
W a l t e r  A. Sky 
700 Broadway, 6t" Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

Cullen and Dykman L L P  
Attorneys for Defendant 
B u r n  ham L LC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New 
(718) 855-9000 
Our File No.: 11084-1 

wit 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
WALTER SKY; i 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 
\=\\3 ,2010 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff 
Peerless Industries, Inc., WALTER SKY 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP Weitz & Luxenberg 
199 Water Street, Suite 2500 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1003 8-35 1 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

JAl.l 2 4 20’’ 

tg”J ygwi 
ENfi CEBits M F ~ ’  

cob 
1863-1 113 



I I *. 

, -  I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

I 

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

Dated: New York New York 
\21 n\ '3 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. -J+2 i 

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

SO ORDERED, 

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

F51 k E D Our File No, 05335. 

b 2011 

'JAN 0 7  2011 I 
4250859.1 



536.12534/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Honorable Sh 
This document relates to: 

RONALD KENT, 
: Index No.: 

:y Klein Heitler) 

1 0 5 3 4 2 / 0 0  

: (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 C Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no qp 
1 

ORDERED, that upon noticq 
.* 

crossclaims against defendant, United Coqx@&%r$&poration, be and the 
\ r.o@'rA@ 

same are hereby dismissed with prejzdice and without costs. 

DATED : 

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

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

ver, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



536.11306/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 __?itler 

fi-a This document relates to: 

JOHN M. KING, 1 0 0 6 7 8 / 0 7  
: Index No.: 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

: (September 2010 Mon 
: Trial G 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

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

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

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
E a s t  Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



John D. Larkin 

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

Index No: 12 
F---l-&z2 

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 Yo k, N w York 
4% f \ &  a 

Y,  vJ$2* 

\$ht\ 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

1.xi 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335 

SO ORDERED, 3&ta 2 4 I 2011 

4250476.1 



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

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

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

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

Dated: New York, ew York 
\I ! \A = 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42“d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335 

4250480. I 



;36.11518/AJM 
;UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

chis document relates to: 

ZDWARD FERGUSON, 

Plaintiff, 

vs + 

JNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
2t al. , 

Defendants. 

YORK 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherr: K l e i n  Heitler) 

1 0 5 7 7 4 / 0 0  Index No. : 

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

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

2omplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition th 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a 

crossclaims against defendant, Unite 

same are hereby dismissed with prej 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALC 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York LO003 United Conveyor Corporation 

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



John M. King 

I - - - - - - - -  * 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

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

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

ejudice and 

Dated: New 

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

SO ORDERED, N 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335,33733 



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

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

(Honorable Sherry Klei 
This document relates to: 

H it1 

: Index No.: 1 0 6 4 8 3 / 0 0  
RONALD W. KLOPFER, 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 a l l  co-defen 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor CorporfBqk 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without ct@.g$So 
G O U ~ f l ~ ~ k V  yes* 

4 

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

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

er, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 106483/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
RONALD KLOPFER, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), MOTION 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant MIL-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 plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. D 
Dated: -_ f -3 ?3( 

New Yolk, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant I J  

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRID 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

Weil McLain 
850 Third Avenue, S 
New York, NY 1002 

~ i J t ?  

I r \  
(- LLidcs Q-1 

SO ORDERED, * # ‘  Y f 

\ ‘ ,  



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 Heitl 
This document relates to: 

FELIX JUZDOWSKI , Deceased, 116796/07 
: Index No.: 

r) 

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 r Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no o 

ORDERED, that upon notice 

crossclaims against defendant , Unit 

same are hereby dismissed with @r 

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

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

--- 
SO ORDERED, 

Klein Heitler 



From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier Page: 516 Date: 12/16/2010 6:59:11 PM 

GEORGE MALICK, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 1 07269/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
1,A.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 plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

- 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway FULTON BOILER WORKS 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

2 Rector Street, 14' Floor 
New York, New York 1000 0 

@ 

(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
JpN 2 

JAN 0 7  2011 

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

http:/hnrww.gfi.com


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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X --l--_-_r_llf__"_____--------C--ll-l-------l--l--- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

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

This Document Relates To: 

Douglas F. Mathews NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X ____ll"___----------___l________lllll___- 

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

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

Dated: New York, ew York 
b\"\+ 

"".*"2 "*I 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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

.11612 

- 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry 

JAN 07  2011 
4250492. I 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Ronald E. Mangold 

" 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

~ 

X ~ 

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

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

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
,2?\?1\ 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. L U ^  

1. -%\ 
"*, 'A* 

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

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

4250486. I 



5 3 6 . 0 8 9 1 9 / A J M  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Honorable ,,,erry Klein  Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

JERRY E. MALANEY, Deceased, 
: Index No.: 1 0 7 4 9 2 / 0 0  

: (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, dismissipg plaintiff's 
I 

Complaint against defendant, United rpbration, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposi 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-@&&dants Fp&l claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United ConywF&C:@&ation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice*,and without costs. 

DATED : 

*C 

r- ()e 
<-$ '  ,3 

- 1  7 I '  

GO @J 

\%I \ 3  I \  = 
Eyk=JH+*"y I y \.Jer,S-@- 

~~~~~~ L/ i  L/( 

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
& FLINN 

F M K  M. ORTIZ, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

SO ORDERED, I Honor 

JAN 0 7  2011 



HOAQLAND, LONQO 

DWKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
W BRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 VUILTSEY'S MfLL RD 
SUITE 202 
MAMMONTON, NJ 

MORAN, DUNST a 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN MICHAEL MALLON AND CATHERINE 
MALLON, 

against 

A. C. 8 S., INC., ET AL. 

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

INDEX NO.: 0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

)ATED: New York, New York ' 

\2-\?J \ (€3 

VENDY R. KAGAN, 
IOAGLAND, LONG0,MORAN 
UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
rttorneys for Defendant, 
;ohler Co. 
0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

0 ORDERED: + 

JAN 07  20lt 

n 

LISA BUSCH, E w  \ \ '  
I \ 

LISA BUSCH, E w  \ \ '  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
John Michael Mallon and Catherine Mallon 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



This Document Relates To: Index No(2 1983/99, 
1091 14/00 
105205/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

h. 

r-) - 1 '  5( * ,& 5 d L f A  

/f .I 
Julie R. Evans, gsq. 
WLSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 
Our File No, 05335. 

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

st 

;Y 

SO ORDEIIED, 

4250464.1 



JAMES H. MCELROY, 

Plaintif'f(s), 

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

-against- Index No(s).: 109408-00 

: NO-OPPOSLTION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
1 ORDER 

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

Defendants, 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

ORLIERED, 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. 

D a t e d : D f t e  P+2010 
New York, New Yorlc 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(sj 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Kirste Alford Kneis, Esq. 
K& 4 GATES LI,P 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 536-3900 



From: FAXmabr To: Suzanne Halbardier Page: 416 Date: 12/16/2010 6:59:11 PM I 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 109408/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

43212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs, 

.. /' 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. BARE, MCTIERNAN &MOORE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New Yark 10006 

1: 
f m* 

SO ORDERED, 
3b1t\ :{ 4 zol' 

JAN 0 1  2011 

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

http://www.gfi.com


536.11954/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

JOHN L. MATHIS, Deceased, 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry K-ein Heitler) 

Index No. : 109431/00 

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above- ed "case , pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules S smissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, ted @&Veyor $<$\ erporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition L&&$@@. 

12 

c., o'\ \ k d  

\T( Y$'' c+ +L 
ORDERED, that upon notice to a@? 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. *.s--k*' 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG \*>!, GARRITY, G , GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 onveyor Corporation 

Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

anover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

GEORGE P. McGOFF, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 1094 91/00 

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEmFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, m r 'Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposiJ\\3QT r" P - &@&to. 
ORDEFtED, that upon notice to all ~_g;@S@?f&ts, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant , United Ponveyor Corporation, be and t h e  

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

" cOUN7' Ew yORK 

-- -?* 

DATED: i - 1  I \ *O 

U l l u r u 4 * i n * -  WEITZ & LUXENBERG ".4, k,ti GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintifh & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

nover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, 'defendant A, W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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 
bIi31 t '  

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

2011 t b a !  f'l "4 

* 

425044 1.1 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, Newxg 
Our File No. 05fP. 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK C I T Y  NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable S,,erry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

THOMAS SCERE, Deceased, 
: Index No.: 111114/00 

: (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 t antb, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, Un rporacion, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with p costs * 

FRANK M. ORTIZ, E S Q . ~ ~ ! ; '  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New Y o r k ,  New York 1 0 0 0 3  United Conveyor corporation 

e, Suite 350 

ersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - -___ -_r t__ l_______________r___r l__ l____-  

AS BEST0 S LITIGATION 

James E. Lewis 

- , "  

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

Index No: 125767/99 

m 

. -  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
OFCDER 

X - - - - . . - - - " -  

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

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

Dated: New York, ew York 
\I \ \A = 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. OS335 

4250480.1 



-.. 

* 

HOAOLAND, LON00 

DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JAlSM 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
Nwv BRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEYS MBl  RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMWTON, NJ 

MORAN, DWT a 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN MICHAEL MALLON AND CATHERINE 
MALLON, 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 0-1 12127 G2 
00-1 21 51 4 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New York, New York 

UA.3 \ (0 

LISA BUSCH, E W  
WElTZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
John Michael Mallon and Catherine Mallon 

New York, NY 10003 

IIOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
Mtorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

30 ORDERED: 

JAN 07 2011 

JAN 2 4 



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

Index N d - 3  
100 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Refractories, lnc. Elkla Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Tnc. flWa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience flWa BMl, j r c ,  irnproperiy ilailied 11s Premier Refrsstories, I 

Adiencc, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed wi& 

.. - 

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

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New Vork 10523 

File No.: 473.86148 
(314) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 0 1  2011 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X r---"---____--_l________l________l__l___- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Michael Zogby 

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

Index No: 122201/99 
114257/00 
125333/00 flmm 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I 

WHEWFORE, 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 F 

- -  I . -  
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.10642 

4248487.1 



. -  

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

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

NYCAL 

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

This Document Relates To: Index NoC2 1 /99, 
114257/00 

5 3/00 
1 14257/00 Michael Zogby 

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 F 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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

4248487. I 



worn: ruma l te r  IO: auzanne namaraier rage: LIL uare: 1 ~ 1 . i  //LUIU 3:s4:ui rwi 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

sununary 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 

Preiudicc aid without  cos^ . .- 

4, Suzmnp. Halbardier, Esq, 
BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE 

FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Attorneys for Plaintiff I Attorneys for Defendant 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

(212) 3 13-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

JL\J 2 201' 

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

http://www.gfi.com


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

IN RE NEW YOFX CITY 
X - - _ - _ _ _ _ _ - - - - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Mark Witter 

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

Index No: 12220 1/99 

103645/06 
cj-> 

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 eo-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 
b\ A 

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

4250470.1 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New Y O ~  04 7L 
Our File No. 05335.32074' 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X II--------------__-______lr__l__________- 

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

Index No: 10 & 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - - . . - - - " -  

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

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

and 

:?pa P, 
pffiv 1 
3 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York \&j, 3 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq, 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.1 1694 

4250719.1 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 1 15836/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

532 12, 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 ith ut costs. 

@KJp&&Q. J r l l L b c c e ~ ~ r .  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

ne M. Halbardier, Esq. 
BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floo 
New York, New York 10 

I&3P/O 

(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 07 Z N I  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
2OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

N RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

rHlS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

iAYMOND DOZIER 
Index No. 116827/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

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

iismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

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

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

igainst defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Irejudice and without costs. 

IATED: /Ah/ 2010 
Y 

Julie L. er 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
lohn C. Dearie & Associates 
j l 5  Madison Avenue, Suite 1 11 8 
dew York, NY 10022 

888 Veterans Memorial Hig 
Hauppauge, NY P’t” 

JAN 01 2011 SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 



From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier Page: 616 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Date: 12/16/2010 659: 12 PM 

Index No.: 1 16927/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.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 plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

I-___-- 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Halbardier, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

CTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Defendant 
FIATON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 1 OOF 1 
(212) 313-3600 

JAN 2 4 '''' SO ORDERED, 

NEW y0RK 
c o u ~ ~  CLERKS OFF'" 

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

http://www.gfi.com


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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

MARIE DONNELLY, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
WILLIAM J DONNELLY, and MARIE DONNELLY, 
Individually 

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J+) 
Index No: 1 16927/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Refractories, Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

I 

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

against defendant Adience E'Wa EM!, Inc,, improperly named as Premier Refractories, 

Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the sanie are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. f i f i  MA S, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212j 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier 
Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. flWa 
BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Roa 
Elmsford, New York 105 
(914) 345-7301 



kP * . '  
I - -  

HOAQLAND, LONOO 
MMIAN. WNST 8 
DOUKAS, L lP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
W BRUNSWCK, UJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 

SUITE 2M 
H4MONTON, NJ 

701 WLTSEYT ML RD 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

SUSAN CALICCHIO, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX FORTHE ESTATE OFVINCENT 
CALICCHIO 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 00-1 18734 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New York, New York 
\z \ I O  \ \ Q  

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, Susan Calicchio, Individually and as 
Ko h le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 

SO ORDERED: 

JAN 0 7  2011 
BS-HOLE-24 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X __________-I-______-_____11___________ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _I_-______------f__------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 
VINCENT CALICCHIO 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

A.C. 6: S., INC., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

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

Index No.: 118734/00 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summar 

judgment i n  the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Przctice La 

a n d  R u l e s  Section 5 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint agains 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being n 

opposition thereto, 

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

it cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dis 

prejudice and without costs. F I  

Frank Ortiz, E s q .  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for P l a i n t i f f  
Vincent  C a l i c c h i o  
7 0 0  Broadway, 6tt '  F l o o r  
New Y o r k ,  New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

_I_- 

-- 

JAN 2 4 2011 

ij FFIC 
A s e p h  M. Angiolillo, Esq. 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for DefendaRt 
Burnham LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New Y o r k  11201 
('718) 855-9000  
Our F i l e  No. :  1 1 0 8 4 - 1  

JAN 0 7  2011 

I 

i 
i 

j 
I 

i 

- 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

ANDREA NETLAND, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of KOLBEIN NETLAND, 

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J,) 
Index No: 10 

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 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Ma 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/Wa BMI, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

t -  

Wt\[d 0 7  2011 

JAN 0 1  2011 



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

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

i Index No.: 107181/ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
ERNEST WILLIAMS; 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

I' 

A. C, AND S . ,  INC., ET AL. i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 
\4i ,2010 

ET* 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff 
Peerless Industries, Inc., ERNEST WILLIAMS 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BKSGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10005 New York, New York 10003 

F I  
212) 232-1300 -1 /&/-(212) 55 8-5500 

SO ORDERED, s 
Hon. Sherry Klein' Heitler 

1863-934 

b r " 7 i ' J  d'7 2011 
4815-9294-6694.1 



HOAQLAND, LONG0 
MORAN, WNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 180 
M R v  BRUNSWICH. hw 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY’S MLL RD 
SWfE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

AUGUST TURIANO AND NANCY TURIANO, 

against 

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

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New York, New York 
er 1 ~ 2 8 7 G  Am 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Plaintif 

New York, NY 10038 

JAN 07 2011 



: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 1 19390-00 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., : 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 32 12, dismissing 

plaintifi’s complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition t lie re t 0, 

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. 

Ilated:-Wbel* 21 -16 
N ~ W  Yorlc, N ~ W  ~ o r l f  

Ki ten Alford Kneis, Esq. 

ttorneys for Defendant 
L GATES LLP + &ir l e s  Ferguson, Esq. fl 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 



HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAW, DUNS7 8 

ATTORMYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEV\rBRUNWVICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

DOUKAS, LLP 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES M. ECKERT and JOAN A. ECKERT, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

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

INDEX NO.: 00-1 19396 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

Ne Brunswick, NJ 
r$7Im 

DATED: 

L 
u 

NENDY R. KAGAN, E S r 7 l )  
iOAGlAND, LONGO, M W  
N N S T  & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 700 Broadway 
I O  Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

$0 ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
James M. Eckert and Joan A. Eckert 

New York, NY 10003 

'JAN 07 2011 

B S _- POSE: - 3 0 



+ 

HOAQLAND, LONOO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATrORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWV BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEV'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMMTON, MJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN MICHAEL MALLON AND CATHERINE 
MALLON, 

against 

A. C. & S., INC., ETAL. 

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

INDEX NO.: 00-1 12127 

&%%E7 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

IATED: New York, New York 

\2-\?J \ l o  n 

LISA BUSCH, E W  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
John Michael Mallon and Catherine Mallon 

New York, NY 10003 

a 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
ittorneys for Defendant, 
tohler Co. 700 Broadway 
-0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

;O ORDERED: 

JAM 2 4 2811 

JAN 07 2011 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X __________________________ l__ l l ______r r_ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Gerald E. Fisher 

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

Index No: 007 

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. 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New Yo 
Our File No, 053 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4248804. I 



Raymond Almozara 

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

Dated: New ork, New York \?I 3 !  1 * 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WJLSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New 
Our File No. 053 

JAM 2 4 2011 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

rnlJN3-Y CLERI4"S OfqqG=;E' 

6Lr: 0 'I 2011 
4250460.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK ClTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

JEROME GLASER 

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

Index No: 123671/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Ma BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Tnc. f/Ua Adience, Tnc. 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, lnc, f/Wa 

Adience, Jnc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorneys for Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., 
New York, NY 100 

530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.81 182 
(914) 345-7301 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK C I T Y  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X ---____-___II______------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X -l---_--l-------___-______l_____l_____ 

This Document Rela t e s  to: 
JOHN CABELLO 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

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

Index No.: 124333/00 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summar 

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

and Rules Section 53212, dismissing p l a i n t i f f s '  Complaint a g a i n s  

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there bzirlg n 

opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dism wit 

prejudice and without costs. 

Frank O r t i z ,  Esq. \%>,, 

W e i t z  & Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
John C a b e l l o  
700 Broadway, 6th F l o o r  
N e w  York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

JAfS 2 4 zo" 

Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
Burnham LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brook lyn ,  New York 11201 
(718) 855-9000 
Our F i l e  No.: 11084-1 



536.05971/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Honorab 
This document relates to: 

30 
e S d r r y  Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 1 2 4 5 2 7 / 0 0  
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 judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civi 

Cornp 

prej 

cros 

1 Practice Law 

laint against 

udice, and ther 

ORDERED, that 

sclaims against 

and Rules Section 3212, disrnisbibg plaintif 
1 !: 

defendant, Un Cofporation, w 

e being no opp 

upon notice to a1 

defendant, United 

f's 

4th 

and 

the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: (7-1 1'  
East Hmover, New Jersey 

\ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG y*t*-7yA~1c-' GARRITY, GMHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plainti&:> & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

rsey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



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 

(Honorab 
This document relates to: 

CHESTER HORNER, 

Plaintiff, 

30 
e Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 125131/00 

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO 
: 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 de d Conveyor Corporation, with 

preludice, and there b 

ORDERED, that 

ion thereto. 
\? 

, r C  l&v&&defendants, all claims and 
*ru>-(+, J 

crossclaims against defend @$&k& Conveyor Corporation, be and the 
same are hereby dismissbd with prejudice and without costs. 

6 
! G@ t$ 

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

e, Suite 350 

ersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

' 2011 



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 

(Honorab 
This document relates to: 

30 
e Sherry Klein Heitler) 

TERRAJYCE J. FOLEY, 

Plaintiff, 

Index No. : 125131/00 

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO 
T r i a l  Group) 

vs * 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United eyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opp 

ORDERED, that upon notice all claims and 

ion, be and t h e  crossclaims against defendant, 

same are hereby dismissed with 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG URPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
0. Box 438 
s’t Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
___r l_ r___r___________r__ l l_____r r______-  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Michael Zogby 

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

Index No: 122201/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

._. . . - < - -  I -  

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

SO ORDERED, 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.10642 

4248487, I 



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 ,,,erry Klein Heitler 
This document relates to: 

MICHAEL D. ZOGBY, 
: Index No.: 125333/00 

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

VS . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, GMENT MOTION 
et al., 

Defendants. 
A 

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 a11 co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 



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 

(Honorab 
This document relates to: 

30 
e Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 101145/01 

: (August 2010 Monthly FIFO Trial 
EARL R. MONETTE, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, : Group) 

VS . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPOMTION, : SUMMARY JUDCMENT 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 Con 

prejudice, and there being no oppositiod ikh 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendzjp$@>7 a&$$i\clairn f and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conve 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice a ut costs. 

'%'a& the 
d 

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

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

anover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



ALL COUNTIES W I T H I N  NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
X NYCAL -_____-______------------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 102567/01 
ALEXANDER J. ABRAMSKI 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U D G m N T  

Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, h e r e b y  reqEests summar 

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

and Rules Section 5 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint aga in5  

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with p r e j u d i c e ,  and there being r 

opposition thereto, 

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

C L O S S  claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismi 
' I F J  , ip r  

p r e j u d i c e  and without costs. , ~ 4** 

k 
0 

-7- ", 
ti,.' Frank Ortiz, E s q .  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
A1 exander J. A b r a n z s k i  B u r n h a m  LLC 
700 Broadway, 6'" F l o o r  177 Montague Street 
New York, New Y o r k  10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Attorneys fo; Defendant 

212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 
Our  File No.: 11084-1 

--I-- 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

JOHN KERIN 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 102900/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flWa 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/Ma BMI, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

P 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

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

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No,: 473.8 1 192 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-; NYCAL 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

Index No.: 10361 1/01 
MARY MARTIN, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
WILLIAM C. MARTIN, 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

NO OPPOSITION 
-against- I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

; MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
1 

I 
I 

I 

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

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 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 p i s s e d  with 

prejudice and without costs. c 
Dated: New York, New York 
-T&y&y& “30 ,2010 

f l 8 L L W l  CaAJdl: 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of William C. Martin 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 07 2011 
2383-22677 

N0025566-1 



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 
I (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I 

I 
I Index No.: 10361 1/01 

MARY MARTIN, INDIVIDUALLY AND I 

WILLIAM C. MARTIN, I 

PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 

I 
I 
I 
I Plaintiff( s), 
I NO OPPOSITION 

-against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 
1 
I 

I 
I 
I 

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

Defendantrs). 

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

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

Complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noti 

defendant, Courter & Company, In 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

ook, Esq. &i=---- MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of William C. Martin 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sh& Klein Heitler 

N0025566-1 

1122-20070 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I : Index No.: 103611/01 
MARY MARTIN, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF : 
WILLIAM C. MARTIN, 

I 
I 

I 
I 

I Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- I 

I I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 
1 
I 
I 

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

Defendant(s). I I 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-d 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., 

prejudice and without costs. 

cross claims against 

y dismissed with 

flrchaQn y-1 I.’ 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of William C .  Martin 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 538-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sheky Klein Heitler 

324-6038 JAN 07 2011 
N002SS66-1 



Index No. 104980/01 
Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

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

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

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

against Defendant, THE OKONTTE COMPANY, TNC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
December 0 , 20 1 0 

I 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LIP .  

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 

(212) 558-5500 &;-Wew York 10022 
New York, NY 10003 I 320 East 53rd Street, Suite 

35-0300 
NEW .(ow 

SO ORDERED, ERKs OF @"IN* 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 105477/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 
121( s h  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. BAR~Y&CTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14' Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 313-3600 F\LEQ 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



HOROLAM), LON00 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DWKAS, LLP 
ATTOWUEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWVBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 VUILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SWTE 202 
HAMMMTON, NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MARY ANN SPIKER, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF STANLEY J. KREVETSKI, AND 
MARGAR ET KR EVETSKI I IN D I VI DUALLY 

against 

ACANDS. INC.. ET AL., 

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

INDEX NO.: 105480-01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUM MARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ, New York 
b\S\\O 

LISA BUSCH, E 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Koh le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
X NYCAL . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC,  hereby requests summar!( 

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

and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint aga ins t :  

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being nc: 

opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dj.smissed with 

X --------------------_____________lll__ 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 105480/01 
STANLEY J. KREVETSKI 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

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

--X 

prejudice and without costs 

Weitz Frank Ortiz, & Luxenberg, 3 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Stanley J. Krevetski B u r n  ham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6 th  Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New Y o r k  10003 B r o o k l y n ,  New York 11201 

Our File No.: 11084-2239 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 



MARY ANN S P I R E R ,  as Administratrix for the 
Estate of STANLEY J. KREVETSKI, and MARY 
ANN SPIKER, as Executrix for the Estate 
of MARGARET KREVETSKI, 

Plaintiff (s) , 
-against - 

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

6 NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND 
SUMMARY m &- 

r, 

WHEREFORE , defendant , NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 5 
8 GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

GRID GENERATION LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 

A 

WEITZ & L U X E N B E R ~ .  
Attorneys f o r  P l a i n t  fs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500  



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

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

i Index No.: 105986/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID WRIGHT, Administrator for the Estate of 
ELIZABETH WRIGHT, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

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

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. *w 
e:* 

21 

ill1 
d :  A, Lr 

Dated: New York. New York c, < <  

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWK BRISBOIS BISGAARD & S w n r  LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

Estate of Elizabeth Wright 
W ~ r r z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

, New York 10003 
(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

4846-3388-4422. I 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

ANDREA NETLAND, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of KOLBEIN NETLAND, 

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

Index No&370hk 
1 19374/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc, hereby request summary 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa 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. 

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

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BFUEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMT, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

' &  
's 

JAN 01 2011 



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

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

j Index No.: 106564/01 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROL DANN and JAMES HOOKER, Personal 
Representatives for the Estate of EARL HOOKER, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

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

j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York. New YorE 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 

77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Estate of Earl Hooker 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sher rs le ln  Heitler 

4846-33884422.1 



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

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

j Index No.: 106684/01 
! 
j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
BYRON C. TAYLOR, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of ALFRED LEO LOZIER and BYRON C, 
TAYLOR as Personal Representative for the Estate of 
PHEBE LOZIER; 

Plaintiff, i NO OPPOSITION 
-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
A. C. AND S.,  lNC., ET AL. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

m- u* 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 

1863-13781 

4815-9294-4694.1 



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

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

i Index No.: 106928/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK CARUVANA, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND OlRDER 

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

Defendants. I 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's 

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\bI 3 2010 

*7-(A 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Frank Caruvana 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGA~RD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No. : 1070290 1 

MARGARET MARIE BERENGER, Individually and as ! 
Executrix for the Estate of CHARLES BERENGER, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- / NO OPPOSITION 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests s u m m q  judgment in 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
P 

c s - - l * l  .."-.- 0 L '  /e*.,! 7 .  

2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ---* 

*L[J 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISROK3 BISGAARD & SMITH LLP for the Estate of erenir  j *J 

77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Margaret Marie Berenger, Individually and Executrix 

WJirrZ & LUXEN 
700 Broadway 

bwfl %#b 

Hon. S s y  Kl 

4846-3388-4422.1 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
ERNEST WILLIAMS; i Index No.:@C$19376/00 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A. C. AND S., INC., ET AL. j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York \ 4 3  ,2010 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff 
Peerless Industries, Inc., ERNEST WILLIAMS 
LEWIS BRISl3OIS BlSGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  
JA3J 2 'r 2011 (212) 232-1300 

r: 
SO ORDERED, <a-.y 

w14;Tv  &.&$$!$ s OFjq* Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1863-934 

Vr3:J d'7 2011 
4815-9294-6694.1 



From: FAXmaker To: Raghu Bandlamudi Page: 212 Date: 10/18/2010 3:46:48 PM 

"SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK C I T Y  

IN R E :  NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 3 0  
-X N Y  CAL - . - - - - - - - . - - - - - I - - - - - - - - I I I - - - - - - 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
-X ~ -I- - - - - - - - - -  - - -  

This Document Relates to: Index No.:107206/01 
James S. Weisenburger 
(deceased), 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaint iff , SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby request:: 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to C i v i l  

Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,  dismissing plaintiffs' 

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps I n c . ,  with prejudice, anc 

there being no opposition there to ,  

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

cross claims against defendant Goulds P u m p s  Inca , be dismissed w i t 1  

pre judice  and without costs. 

D a t e d  : Brooklyn, N e w  York 

Raqhu Bandlamudi , Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. Cullen and Dykrnan LLP 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
J a m e s  S. Weisenburger E o u l d s  P u m p s  Tnc .  
7 0 0  Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague S'cr 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New Yo 

( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  
r F i l e  No.: 

So Ordered: 

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

http://www.gfi.corn


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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY BROPHY, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 107296/01 

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 6 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\I 1 3 2010 

&;4'-dg 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Mary Brophy 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
77 Water Street, Suite 21 00 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 
(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 

JbT4 2 0 2011 SO ORDERED, 

JAN 07 2011 

4846-3388-4422.1 



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

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

j Index No.: 107297/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANN HARDOBY, Individually and GREGORY 
HARDOBY and DIANE RABIEJ, as Co-Executrices for j 
the Estate of GEORGE HARDOBY 

Plaintiff, i NO OPPOSITION 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j 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 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Estate of George Hardoby 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 

77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

LEWIS BRlSBOlS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

4846-3388-4422. I 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
X NYCAL ___l_______________-_I_l_l_lf__l______ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X ___________________-_I___l____l_l_lf__ 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 107297/01 
GEORGE HARBODY 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC, h e r e b y  requests summary 

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

and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against: 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

F 

P 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all all claims an 

d j$& 2, l z ,  LXI 
cross claims aqainst defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed wit 

prejudice and without costs. 

D a t ' r q x ;  :;;: 
F r a n k  Ortiz, 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
George Ha rbody B u r n h a m  LLC 
7 0 0  Broadway, 6th F l o o r  1 7 7  Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our  F i l e  No.: 11084-1 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 107298/01 

RUTH P. HOROWITZ, Individually and Executrix for 
the Estate of ABRAHAM HOROWITZ, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- j NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER A.C. and S., INC,, et al, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. F I L E D  
JAN 2 4 2011 

r 

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

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Estate of Abraham Horowitz 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

4846-33884422.1 



HOAOLAND, LONG0 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
WUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRIAUSWIM. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 

SMTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

AUGUST TURIANO AND NANCY TURIANO, 

against 

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

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

IATED: New York, New York 

IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Itto rne ys for Defendant, 
Co h le r Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
August Turiano and 
700 Broadway 

$0 ORDERED: 

JAN 07  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
JOSEPH A. ZAMPELLA and MILLIE ZAMPELLA; 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 107791/01 

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 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

New York, New York 10005 (212) 558-5500 n Y  a * $ ttLWA e? a*lx’ 
(212) 232-1300 r* 1.. 

4 
I p*, I % 

SO ORDERED, 

1863-440 

4815+9294+6694.1 



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

RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

JOHNSON, DIANA A. As Administratrix. For The Estate 
Of SIMON B. MANNING, and DIANA A. JOHNSON, 
Individually 

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 108009/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Refractories, Tnc. 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 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMT, Inc,, improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Tnc. f/Wa 
Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

S, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & COURTNEY, P.C. 
700 Brdadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 



HAROLD N. SMITH, 

Plaintiff ( $ 1 ,  
-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 01 /108036  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X 

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

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

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Dated: Broo 

NAL GRID GENERATION LLC 
1 7 7  Montague Street 
Brook lyn ,  NY 11201 
( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 

and 
E 

".". 
3 

without 

d 

700  Broadway 
New York, NY 1 0 0 0 3  
( 2 1 2 )  558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SKM - R C V ~  8t Dtd: -a 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN A. MAZZULLO, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 108103/01 

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 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & S ~ r r f i  LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

John A. Mazzullo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ~ 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

> 
(212) 232-1300 

4846-3388-4422.1 
( 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
[ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 109761/01 

PHILIP HERNANDEZ, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

; NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S., TNC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
costs. \ LTD 

Dated: New York, New York +eo1, 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Philip Hernandez 
LEWIS BRISBOlS BlSGAARD & SMI rH  LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 n .  

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klkin Heitler 

4846-3388-4422. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
[ (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 110437/01 

RICHARD D'IMPERIO, Executor for the Estate of 
JOAN D'IMPERIO, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- i NO OPPOSITION 

/ 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 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

--a\ 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Tnc., 

77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Estate of Joan D'Imperio 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 03 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. . :.P 

b"" I ( ( '  t'L 

(212) 558-5500 

L * "  QFkGd 

4846-3388-4422.1 



From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier Page: 316 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Date: 121 61201 0 859: 10 PM 

Index No.: 110438/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.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 plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

.Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all d a h s  and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Alz2hL%& 
Frank Or&, Esq. 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 

FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10006 

SO ORDERED, 
JAa 2 4 a"1 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For mare information, visit: http:lW.gfi .com 

http:lW.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PHYLLIS E. MARANO and PHILIP MARANO, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 110810/01 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., 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 5 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York 
\*I3 2010 

[?,bfl+ A, 
t:G,lt' 15 i-ji. W' Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New Yark 10005 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Phyllis E. Marano and Philip 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

4846-3388-4422.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JUDITH E. ACKLEY, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ROLAND DI ANTONIO, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A,S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 110943/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER I 

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 
4 3  2010 

k7* 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 10005 

700 Broadway 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

4846-3388-4422.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I " '  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

WILLIAM TAGLIAFERRI I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index N o d G O h  

119610/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. hereby request summary I 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law ,md Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa 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/Wa BMI, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice m d  without costs. 

fi J. w o o d ,  Esq. 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford. New York 10523 

\ '  

SO ORDERED. 
\ '% ', 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
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 No: 118721/ 1 & 
cl--d3 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa 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 flWa BMI, Inca be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prej udict: arid without costs. 

F y 2  ood, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86063 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 2 4 2011 

NEW YORM 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE JAl".f 0 7  ~~~~ 



NYCAL 
LA.% Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo.: 1 &%E--> 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 1 

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. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 32 12, dismissing 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 
1- B 3 2010 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney far Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 York 10003 3AI4 ‘ It 

Estate of Jack Locker 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 232-1300 NEvJ .s‘(p!L 
SO ORDERED, couN-fy CLERk” 

/IC fJfyLGE 

JAN 07 2011 

4846-3388-4422 1 



i 

- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
; (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 111867/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NICHOLAS DELFINO and LAURA DELFNO, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

; NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. i 
A.C. and S., INC., et al. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

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 5 2010 

+x 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

Nicholas Delfino and Laura Delfino 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

L l r  u 7 2011 
-* 

SKH R(:Vd & ~ ---'J 

4846-3388-4422 1 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S.Part30 
I (Heitla, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I 
I Index No.: 1 13260/01 

EILEEN A. ROMERO, EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

ESTATE OF JOSEPH MCCARTHY, I 

Plaintiff($), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 

I Defendant($). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 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 
~ e 4 & / 7 , 2 0 1 0  

I 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY &KLuGER,P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

/, 
DAWJEL /3Ldu/ /L)  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Joseph McCarthy 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York lo@ I k E 
(212) 558-5500 

. r  

SO ORDERED, 

N0025263-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 113260/01 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

EILEEN A. ROMERO, EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
I ESTATE OF JOSEPH MCCARTHY, I 

I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & $., JNC, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
' SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

I Defendads). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

re hereby dismissed with prejudice and defendant, Treadwell Corporation be and t 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-17 ,2010 @UH*&d 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Joseph McCarthy 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

12354993 

N0025260-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S.Part30 
1 (Heitla, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

Index No.: 113260/01 
EILEEN A. ROMERO, EXECUTRIX FOR THE 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

ESTATE OF JOSEPH MCCARTHY, I 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
' SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S . ,  INC., et al., 

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 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 clems and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company be a n i  tQ 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Patterson Pump Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

D.+M,.m 8L@d/ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Joseph McCixthy 
700 Broadway 
wew York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

N0025264-1 

454-1644 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; N Y C A L  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S.Part30 
I (Heitler. J.) 
I '  , ,  

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I Index No.: 113260/01 
I EILEEN A. ROMERO, EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
I 

I 
I 
I 

ESTATE OF JOSEPH MCCARTHY, I 

Plaintiff( s), I 

-against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION AND ORDER A.C. & S., INC., et al., I 
I 
I Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Cower & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. ereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Dated: New York, New York 
DCQf l l beKrp ,  2010 

F 

I" 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Joseph McCarthy 

Attorneys for Defendants 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-7476 

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: 1 13260/01 

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 plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flWa 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/Wa BMI, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

--,- 

WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff($) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, O'NIEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86035 

SO ORDERED. 

, 

i 

b ? Y  2MI 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAL, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

EILEEN A. ROMERO, EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JOSEPH MCCARTHY, 

Index No.: 113260/01 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- NO OPPOSITION : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Kentile Floors, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a and, cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc. be and the same 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
k e r & ,  /rl 7 2010 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Joseph McCarthy 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

t " k  
Jamie A. Bartolomeo, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

1 \AN 0 7 2Ol1 
2082-8828 

N0025254-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i LAS. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J+) 

THIS DOCUMENT mFERS TO: 
ROBERT S. COLLINS, as Administrator for the 
Estate of EDWARD G. COLLINS and ROBERT 
S. COLLINS and CHERYL BADALAMENT, as 
the Co-Executors for the Estate of LILIAN 
COLLINS, 

i Index No.: 113728/01 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j 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 0 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York 

E7*yo10 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, lnc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGM & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 700 Broadway ,II . I  ' 

wurz & LUXENBERG, P.C. 7 

New York, New York 10005 f l  ,-+ New York, New York 10003 
(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, w u  

4835-6931 -4822. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i 1.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No,: 113956/01 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CURTIS EDWARDS, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al. 
NO OPPOSITION 
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 

1 

4 3  2010 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

WEIT% & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10093 

c 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Curtis Edwards 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 I 

I (212) 558-5500 

4846-3388-4422 I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD M. GIEGERICH, Administrator for the 
Estate of RICAHRD GIEGERICH and CHERYLE F. 
GIEGERICH, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.:114379/01 

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 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2010 

jeZkX 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York. New York 10005 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 n 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 
Won. Sherry Kleiri Heitler 

4844-33884422.1 



Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

A . C  and S., INC., et al. 

Index No. : 1 1 487210 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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 
%-!L -.) 2Q-W 20 I 

By: 

800 Third Avenue, 13* Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Curl und Jean Inzanti 

SCHNADER HARRISON SEGAL & LEWIS LLP 

Matthew S. Tamasco, Esq. 
140 Broadway, 3 1 st Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

Jt-:'a 2 5 2011 Attorneys for Defendant 
Dunham-Bush 

PHDATA 3343594-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY \ NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 115298/01 
/ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DOUGLAS L. MAURAN, Administrator for the Estate 
of ALFRED C. MAURAN, 

I complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

Plaintiff, 
-against- i NO OPPOSITION 

/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A.C. and S., INC., et al. 

I no opposition thereto, 

Defendants + 

~ 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

~ 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

~ 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Estate of Alfred C. Mauran 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
/- 

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 j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
MINNIE BAIRD, as Executrix for the Estate of JAMES j Index No.: 115594/01 
BAIRD and MINNIE BAIRD, Individually, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., ET AL. 
~ NO OPPOSITION 
i 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 plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISCAARD & SMITH LLP 

New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

Minnie Baird, as Executrix for the Estate of James 
Baird and Minnie Baird, Individually 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

77 Water Street, Suite 2100 WEIT% & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

JAN 2 4 2011 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1863-5884 

4824-1 076-9414.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
MICHAEL W. FLANAGAN and MARGARET j Index No.: 115738/01 
FLANAGAN; 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

; NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT A.C. & S., INC., ET AL, 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless industries, Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1% I 3  ,2010 

brc & 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., MICHAEL W. FLANAGAN - -?ad 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISCAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

FLANAGAN 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

' 3  021 
1% c JkG4 h. 

(212) 558-5500 \.&a ,"i+M FF\@ 
SO ORDERED, couN-iy CLE@O 

JAN 0 7  2011 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1863-6737 

4815-9294.6694, I 



536.08378/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 Hei 
This document relates to: 

JOHN J. McCUE, 
116146/01 : Index No.: 

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Plaintiff, : Trial Group) 

vs . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
et al. , : AND ORDER 

1 

Defendants. 

WHEREFOM, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the  above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and R 12,' dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defend Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there beipg' 

ORDERED, that upon notice to efendants, all claims and 

or Corporation, be and the crossclaims against defend 
e. 

same are hereby dismissed with pre judice  and without costs. 

DATED: \z 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff * > '  

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

GARRI TY , &AHAM , MURPHY, GAROFALO 
& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

er, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
[ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 117155/01 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARTIN CONDENZIO, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C. and S . ,  INC., 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 plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRlSBoIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

Martin Condenzio 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

fi 
(212) 232-1300 

JjQA 2 4 
SO ORDERED, 

4846-3388-4422.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

JOSEPH W. SHRECK I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index Tyz 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2. dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 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/Wa BMI, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice arid without costs. 

r y 7  ood, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

e No.: 473.86063 

SO ORDERED, 

F 5 

NEW YOHK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE JAN 0 7  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No@2=> 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RUTH SANDRA THEAMAN and GERALD SPIGEL, 
as Co-Executors for the Estate of JACK LOCKER 

11 1234101 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
j 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 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York 
1% 1 3 2010 

c 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 

77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

‘1021 JbN z 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISC~ARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LINENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1300 NEvJ ‘.‘i-J?J< 

SO ORDERED, COLI@ 
03 CUE 

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 
WILLIAM TAGLIAFERRI I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo: 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc. hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law ,and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa 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 m d  without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n e "  
&J.@ ood, Esq. 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

so ORDERED, 

14) 345-7301 

kL 
No.: 473,86067 

A \ '  
x 
rwv 

Hon. a e r r y  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: NYCAL 
JOSE TRINIDAD I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index Nofi-& 
109554/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Ma 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 rmd without costs. 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience Uk/a BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 



From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier Page: 216 Date: 121 6/2010 6:59:10 PM 

Plaintiff@), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 
. .  

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. P a  30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOXLEK WOIRKSS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon iiotice to all co-defendants, all dairns and crass-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 
New York, New Yo 
(212) 313-3600 as D 

JAN 2 4 Z N '  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
1 80 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 0 7  201'1 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


" ' * SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S.Part30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 1 

EDWARD T. GOOD AND CAROL GOOD, 
Index N o e l 0 3 3 5 7 1 0 2  

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC,, et al., 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

1 MOTION AND ORDER 
I Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc.., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, 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 

costs. 

y dismissed with prejudice and without 

~ .̂  . .3- * 

. 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Edward T. Good and Carol Good 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-801T 

JAN 07  2011 

N0024782- I 



' SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

EDWARD T. GOOD AND CAROL GOOD, 
Index b J o h Z &  103357/02 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

Plainti ff(s), 

I -against- I 

' I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
I 

I Defendant(s1. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing pl~ntiff's 

complaint against defendant Patterson Pump Company with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all dants, all claims and cross claims against 

KT are hereby dismissed with prejudice and defendant, Patterson Pump Corn 
I p $*" @+ @$$ 

without costs. vq 
+ G$.@ 

Dated: New York, New York &+ t+ 
.2010 I 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Patterson Pump Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York. New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Edward T. Good and Carol Good 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-3579T 

JAN 07  2011 

N0024777-1 



I 

' SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ! I.A.S.Part30 
I (Heitla, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

EDWARD T. GOOD AND CAROL GOOD, I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- I 

! NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
I 

Defendant (s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Tishman Liquidating 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 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-2010 

K w o o k ,  Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 

are hereby dismissed with 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Edward T. Good and Carol Good 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 \ 

(2 12) 509-3456 - 1 
u -  (212) 558-5500 Q-g \ '  

SO ORDERED, 
H 

JAN 01 2011 

N0024779-1 



5 3 6 . 1 0 5 6 6 / A J M  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

This document relates to: 

DANIEL SCHIANO, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

(Honorable Slierry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporatioq, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co- 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conv 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG Y, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

e ,  Suite 350 

over, New Jersey 07936 

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 

MARGARET VOSBURGH, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of WALTER VOSBURGH, and MARGARET 
VOSBURGH, Individually 

T.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMT, Tnc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Tnc. f/Wa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defenannt Adienct: filda BMI, Inc,, imprqxrly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. flWa 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERGP 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 6 " %  

(212) 558-5500 F. *+ l.K,> ( 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) ,/,' ~ *i 

$& c d%k G+ $?'\ 

t yP $<:;-,$- 

a 9  

k -  

Y ,-i -+< 

/ x  

& J x p w o o d ,  Esq. 
M A a S ,  O'NEILL, O'BFUEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys far Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc, f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, Ncw York 10523 

File No.: 473.86072 
(914) 345-7301 



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 
Estate of WALTER VOSBURGH, and MARGARET 
VOSBURGH, Individually 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo: 12 (4E2%5 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs 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, a11 claims and cross claims against 

defmannt Acliecce fiWa BMI, Inc., impr~~.CJpc:ly named as Premier Refractories, Inc, fllda 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 

530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86072 

’ Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa EM1 

(914) 345-7301 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 101110/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASRESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

JAMES FLEMING, 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 plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: ,2010 

F I L E  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

J4N 2 4 *5m 
p;p~*,! YQPX 

SINGER d& MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
WuNry L L k g s  OFFICE 

(2 12) 65 1-7500 

SO ORDERED, - 

JAN 07  2011 



536.11044/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NY CAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable ,,,erry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

ALEX T. MILLER, Deceased, 
: Index No.: 1 0 1 2 8 6 / 0 2  

(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 S smissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, Conyevs Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposi F W E  LI-2p$, I; J 

f lL & 
ORDERED, that upon notice kq$!* fiw ndants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: \ %  \ \ a  I \ 

& FLINN 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 4 3 8  

'""Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sheryy Klein Heitler 



' SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION { I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

EDWARD T. GOOD AND CAROL GOOD, 
Index No,: 1 2 0 3 9 6 / 0 1 ~ ~  

1 
I 
I 
I 
I Plainti ff(s), I 

I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.C. & S . ,  INC., et al., 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I 
Defendatit( s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defmdant, Oakfabco, Inc.., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant 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 

costs. 

y dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2010 

rc -..a- 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Edward T. Good and Carol Good 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-8013 

JAN 0 7  2011 

N0024782-1 



' SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
; NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

EDWARD T. GOOD AND CAROL GOOD, I 

Index No.: 1 2 0 3 9 6 / 0 1 , ~ ~ >  
I 

I 
I 
I Plaintiff(s), I 
I 
I 
I 

I I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against - 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
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 8 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant Patterson Pump Company with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all dants, all claims and cross claims against 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and defendant, Patterson Pump Co 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2010 1 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Patterson Pump Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York. New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Edward T. Good and Carol Good 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-3579T 

JAN 0 7  2011 

N0024777-1 



' SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitla-, J.) 

I Index No.: 120396/01,G=> 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

EDWARD T. GOOD AND CAROL GOOD, 

Plaintiff( s), 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I -against- I : NO OPPOSITION 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
A.C. & S,, NC. ,  et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I Defendant( s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests s u m m q  

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs 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 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Edward T. Good and Carol Good 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

N0024779-1 



536.10566/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

DANIEL SCHIANO, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE , defendant , Unit 

requests summary judgment in the 

NY CAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 1 2 0 3 9 7 / 0 1  

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUD(;MENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

d Conveyor Corporation, hereb 

above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

\ Complaint against defendant, United C o n v e y o r  Corporatiop, 4 with 

* i  prejudice, and there being no opposition t G 
b&@Y 

ORDEFtED, that upon notice to all co-d and 

zrossclaims against  defendant, United Conveyor Co 
~ dJ same are herfby $ismissed with prejudice ~~~~~~~~~~~~. I- 

T$2 FFWYK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. 
dEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Yttorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
gew York, New York 10003 

GARRITY, GkRHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

over, New Jersey 07936 

50 ORDERED, 



~ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 105172/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
GERALD HAHN, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintifqs), MOTION 

- against - 
AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant MIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Lii\l 
Dated: \ % \ i s  ,2010 J2 * - ‘ 

New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
Wed McLain J :: ’ 1 1- ’ 6  ZOll 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 07 2011 



536.11801/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

GERALD HAHN, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

VS * 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 3 0  
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 1 0 5 1 7 2 / 0 2  

(August 2010 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEFU?,FOFtE, 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 Conv b,o rpo ra t ion , w i t h 

prejudice, and there being no oppositi 

ORDERED, that upon notice to 

crossclaims against defendant , Unit 

same are hereby dismissed with pre 

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG Y, GAROFALO 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

7 2  Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 4 3 8  

Honorabl W e r v  

EasL- Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Y . .  

' Klein Heitler 

JAN 07' 2015 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ----"_____l-_-l_____________ll_l___l_l__- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Arthur Kingsland 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo: 11 &%E-> 
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: NewYor ,Ne  York 
\58,J\ = 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Won. Sherry K. Heitjer 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.21806 

JAN 2 4. 2011 

4250453.1 



NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Floyd Cady Sr. SUMMARY 

X - - - - - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no apposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, N w York 
\z [,.]\ 3 

c\ j;, &$d 
. /Jd- 
I/ 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New 
Our File No. 053 

SO ORDERED, JAN 2 4 2Q" 

4250446.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

DONALD F. HOGAN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 108870/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc, f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/Wa 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. 

9 J. pwood, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BSITEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier 
Refractories, Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. fMa 
BMI 

" t  0" 530 Saw Mill River Road (I , 

Elmsford, New York 10.5%%' ; 
b"':, 

!3i\ 
,I ;.,, + 

SO ORDERED, 

{NY 101 834.1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

JOSE TRINIDAD I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index N07039YOl 5 
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 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

109554/02 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without c ~ s t s .  

J d 6 J .  m s q .  

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience VWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



worn. rnnrnaKer IO; suzanne nawaraier rage. LIP uaie. I U  IWLU IU 0.3~. IU  r iv i  

Plaintiff@), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER 

. .  
A.C. & S., INC. NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
, Defendant(s). 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER W O W S  hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and RuIes 

93212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendEmts,-all claim and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

~t torneys  ror plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 
New York, New Yo 
(212) 313-3600 I* 

JA\\E 2 4 m1 
Hon. She& Ifieh-Heitler 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/hlvww.gfi.com 

http:/hlvww.gfi.com


Raymond Almozara 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X ______"l_____"___________l_l____ll______- 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A,W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
\ 2 1 \ 3 l \ "  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I 

Julie R. Evans, Esq, 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street , 

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 JUDGMF,NT 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 Conve Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition t 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a 

crossclaims against defendant, United 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudi 

be and the 

DATED: \z \ \I I 1  

WEITZ & LU 
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, 

JAN 0 7  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_"___________r________________l_______r_--------"---------"------- X 
MARILYN GARCIA, Individually and as 
Administratrix of the Estate of JOHN SANCHEZ 
GARCIA, 111, 

: 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

Index No.: 1 11905/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AMERICAN STANDARD, PIC., et al. 
.I."" ". .* -* 

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. 

I- - Dated: New York, New-York- -- 
, W W '  

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP SCHNADER HARRISON SEGAL & LEWIS LLP 

--. 
Matthew S. Tamasco, Esq. 

By: 

800 Third Avenue. 13th Floor 140 Broadway, 3 1 st Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Marilyn Garcia, as Administratrix of 

New York, New York 10005 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Dunham-Bush 

JbN 2 4 20'' 

PHDATA 3343590-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I n  Re: NEW YOFW CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
x _I-*II--.-n---cIy~----.*.I--" 

This Document Relates Ta: 

MAIULYN GARCIA, Individually and as 
Administratrix of the Estate of JOHN SANCHEZ 
GARCIA, In, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

RHEEM MANUFACTURPNG COMPANY, et al, 

Defendants. 

_______,,,I,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,l,l-c--"----.X 

Index NO.: 02-1 11905 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTU 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil &ice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendants, RI-IEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims against defendant 

RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WemCer 22, ZD o 

, Pascarella, Esq. 
Branleri & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Rheem Manufacturing Campany 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Levy, Phillips & Kanigsbcrg, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintifqs) 
800 Third Avenue 

(732) 528-8888 



536.13112/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 He,tler 
This document relates to: 

MICHAEL GACH, 
1 1 2 3 7 5 / 0 2  : Index No.: 

: (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 Se 

Complaint against defendant, FQifed Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there be 

ORDERED, that upon all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, n w w & n v e y o r  Corporation, be and the 

ejudice and without costs. \ same are hereby dismissed w 

DATED: p .  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 4 3 8  

er, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDEmD, 



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 LLzitler) 
This document relates to: 

RAYMOND F. WEBER, Deceased, 
: Index No.: 1 1 2 9 5 4 / 0 2  

: (September 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Plaintiff, : Trial Group) 

vs . 
: NO OPPOSITI 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY 
et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Convey0 

requests summary judgment in the above-entiwd 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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINJX 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
N e w  York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



t I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - - - - - - - - l - l -"-_r-_____rl l__lr__________- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

John R. Catanzaro 

" , -  I I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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 without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.31932 

WEITZ & LUXENBE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

42483 IO. 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 Kle in  Hei 
This document relates to: 

BERNARD SIKKAS, Deceased, 
: Index No.: 1 1 8 2 0 7 / 0 2  

ler) 

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Plaintiff, : Trial Group) 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, TION 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United veyor 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 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
, P . O .  Box 4 3 8  

Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



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 plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: b \ \ 5  ,2010 
New York, New York 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 a ~o?KQmc@ 

”’EG@@ 

Weil McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, NY 10022 q @ N q  

SO ORDERED, 
JAN 0 7  2011 



536.14550/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 Hei 
This document relates to: 

ROBERT E. DOYLE, : Index No.: 123166/02 

: (September 2010 Monthly FIFO 
: Trial Group) 

l e r )  

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 qase, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, di ' sing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conve orporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no oppositi 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all, 1 claims and 

tion, be and the crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor C 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudi 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

7 2  Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P - 0 .  B o x  438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
y Kle in  Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
IndexNo: 11 

JAMES BALDWlN 

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, fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Tnc, f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/Ma BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed w i h  

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, he , ,  
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. flWa BMX 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New Ycrk 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

? File No.: 473.86148 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x r - - _ _ _ _ " _ . . . . _ - _ _ l _ . . _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - "  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Edward Devine 

.. 

Index No: 1223 13/97 
10523Y98 
1 1 1059/98 

$ W 3  
1 10506/03 

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: NewYor , N  w York \*(;:, 9, 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4248798.1 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 

'\ 

New York, New 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LIT1 GATION 

Norma A. Huff 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 3.) 

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 Secttoon 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New Y o  k, New York 
\ 5 f \ 7 !  t * 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WLLSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"' Sheet 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 053 

4290497.1 



-36.16784/AJM 
LJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
3UNTY OF NEW YORK 

N RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 3 0  

(Honorable Sh 
his document relates to: 

AM DONOFRIO, : Index No.: 

rry K l e i n  Heitler) 

107991/03 

Plaintiff, : (September 2010 Monthly FIFO 
: Trial Group) 

vs . 

NITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
t al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

-equests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

:omplaint against defendant, United Co Corporation, with 

xejudice, and there being no oppo 
,'J 

+% 

ORDERED, that upon notice boy '? , all claims and 

poration, be and the zrossclaims against defendant, United Conv 

same are hereby dismissed with prejud without costs. 

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALl 
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, 
Honorabfe Sfierry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Edward Devine 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1223 13/97 
105235198 
1 1 1059/98 
123724199 

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 Yor , N  wYork 
b l ;3  0, 

!' '? 

Frank M, Ortiz, Esq. ,:*:,,,.3 I_* 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG L.$*t> 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

New York, New 

JAN 01 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4248798.1 



336 * 17201/AJM 
;UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NY CAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sh -rr] 
r h i s  document relates to: 

Klein H 

: Index No.: 111829/03 

itler) 

IDWARD JEMIOLO, Deceased, 
: (September 2010 Monthly FIFO 

Plaintiff, : Trial Group) 

VS * 

: NO OPPOSITION 
JNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
2t al., : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEWFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, U veybr Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being n 

ORDERED, that upon no 

crossclaims against defenda 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York LOO03 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

Jkumver, New Jersey 07936 

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 

FRED A HOFMANN JR and GENE ANN HOFMANN T.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.> 
Index N d F S  

106 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Ma Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMT, Jnc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Ma Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all cl 

defendant Aciience frWa BMI, inc., iniproperiy nmied i ~ s  Ti 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMT, be and the same are hereby dismissed with r 'udice a9 without 

costs. 
J k L  i L A  

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
5.70 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
ANTHONY ASARO j Index No.: 113437/03 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. : NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. i MOTION AND ORDER 
___ _ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York ,+ 2010 

-&T&/t5 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., Anthony Asaro 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 1005 

WEITZ & LUXENRERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 , 

4830-8139-9302.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 113954/03 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
JAMES P. KENNEDY and THERESA E. DIVINE as 
Co-Executors for the Estate of JAMES T, KENNEDY; 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

; NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless industries, Inc. , hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1% 13 ,2010 

E-r-m!. 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & S m T f  I LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

JAMES P. KENNEDY and THERESA E. DIVINE as 
Co-Executors for the Estate of JAMES T. KENNEDY; 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

0 
FIL _- (212) 558-5500 

Ja\r 2 I' IQ'' 
F'IGt-l 

SO ORDERED, 

1863-20312 

48 15-9294-6694, I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

X NYCAL 

X (Heitler, J.) 

-_____________-I I_____l_r_______________ 

_ _ _ _ - - _ - _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

JAMES P. KENNEDY and THERESA E, DEVINE as Index No. : f- 
Co-Executors for the Estate of JAMES T. 99/120450 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENEFtATION 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 i n  the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same axe 

hereby dismissed with prejudi 

Dated: Br 

n 

f o r  Defendant 
AL GRID GENEFLATION LLC 

177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 855-9000 

.ce and w 

- 

ithout costs 

.c. 
A t t g r n e y s l f o r  Plaintiffs 
7 0 0  Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 115706/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TERRANCE CORRIGAN and KATHERINE 
C 0 RRIG AN , 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al. 

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I+ 2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Terrance Corrigan and Kat 
WEITZ & LUXENRERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

)e-- 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 ,-; lb ZOZl 

j A t J  L. 
(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

4846-3388-4422.1 



UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
3T3"NTY OF NEW YORK 

N RE: N Y C  ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No. 120250-03 

NGIOEILO JULIUS GRETCO, IAS Justice: 

x NYCAL ____l______r___l__l________l_____l_l_r____---  

-X _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ l - - - -  

Hon. Sherry Klein 
Plaintiff, Heitler 

-against - 

ACK TRUCKS, INC., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUWMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC. hereby requests 

umrnary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

'ractice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

!omplaint against defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC.  with prejudice, 

md there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants; all claims 

C. be and the ind cross claims against defendant MACK 

;ame are hereby dismissed with pr  

Iated: Mineola, New York 
-2G-J-l Y( 2OC( 

4ichael 
QEITZ & 

Fanelli, E s q .  
LUXENBERG, P C MAIMONE & ASSOCIATES PLLC - 

ittorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Mack Trucks, Inc .  
Qew York, New York 10003 170 Old Country Road, Suite 609 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Mineola, New York 11501 &-- 
3 0  ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein  Heitler 

JAN 07 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 120579/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
ALOYSIUS KENNY, 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 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: \ b\ 5 ,2010 

4 3  , 
WEITZ & LUXENBER SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE * >  : e,, 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant I !  I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 , , ’i : 2 <  

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

Weil McLain 
+‘‘j il 

JAN 0 7  2011 



536.17924/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

LLOYD HARDEN, Deceased, 
: Index No.: 1 0 0 7 5 5 / 0 4  

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Plaintiff, : Trial Group) 

vs . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY XIDEMENT 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 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition,,thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice t o-defendants, all claims and 

veyor Corporation, be and the crossclaims against defe 

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 

nover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



536.18011/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

ENZIO COSTANZO, Deceased, 

YORK 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry K l e i n  Hei 

Index No. : 102902 /04  

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

1 r) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyo? Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-enheled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectio , dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, Uni poration, with 

prejudice, and there being no 

ORDERED, that upon notice all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant , 

same are hereby dismissed with prejugce and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff '% & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eaqle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

SO ORDERED, - 
HO 

I 

. aox 4 3 8  
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

norable Sherry Klein Heitler ,,, h ,  
ly r l n n n  



' SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No. 6-q 122 1 1 1/97, 
125791199 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

ROBERT PYANOWSKI AND JOAN ANN 
PYANOWSKI, 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff( s), 

I -against- I : NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Patterson Pump 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 are hereby dismissed with prejudice and e 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-iJm-bN 31 2010 

Y & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG; P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Robert Pyanowski and Joan Ann Pyanowski 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Le- 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Patterson Pump Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

454-0001 



* SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I.A.S. Part 30 
1 (Heitler, J.) 

: Index No. g G 0 3 1 2 2  1 1 1/97, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

ROBERT PYANOWSKI AND JOAN ANN I 12579 1 /99 I 

PYANOWSKI, I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), 
I 
I -against- I : NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
1 MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., NC,, et al., 

I Defendant( s) , I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pwsuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 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 s 

costs. 

r@ dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: New York, New York 
-QQ&cvyi@ 3 b o  

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Robert Pyanowski and Joan Ann Pyanowski 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-09342 

JAN 0 7  20111 

DXAOOO 1 - 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

FRED A HOFMANN JR and GENE ANN HOFMANN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Tnc. 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 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Ma BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all cl 

defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, inc., iniproperiy narried ;is PT 
Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
costs, 

ud icem without JiTi L < sdr 4 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flkh BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc, fJWa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elrnsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
ile No.: 473.86020 

SO ORDIXED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitlgr- 



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: 

MARTIN ZUCKERMAN, Deceased, 
: Index No.: 111253/04 

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Plaintiff, : Trial Group) 

vs * 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGNENT 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 t ipn, with 
3 

JAN 2 4  2‘219 
prejudice, and there being no 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 
\ 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conv 
-1- 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG URPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

ast Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



536+18577/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NY CAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitl 
This document relates to: 

WILLIAM McLAUGHLIN, 
111496/04 : Index No.: 

r )  

(August 2010 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Plaintiff, : Group) 

vs * 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPOFLATION, : 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 ant's, all claims and 

onvepp&?&porat ion , be and the crossclaims against defendant , dn 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudi e and@&out wsts. 
p t\GC 

- $ d  
k' GOU* +c-. 

i 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

-Hartover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



536.06836/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

GERALD CLAYTON CARPENTER, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPOWTION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NY CAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Kle in  Heitler) 

Index No. : 106083/99 
( 4 4  

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules  Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conv Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, U 

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 

-- 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry fiein Heitler 

L b  I A h l  > .  9-7 701; 



536.18806/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NY CAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry 
This document relates to: 

lein Ieitler) 

; Index No.: 1 1 5 4 9 3 / 0 4  

: (September 2010 Monthly FIFO 
CARL LUNDERMAN, Deceased, 

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 t o  

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition t T Q  LI& 
=\ 

"3.4 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-d ants, ala, claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Co poratio &* nd t h e  

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice dnaW%%%@!ts. 

i a 'Ltr 1% p\: L 

c@K 3 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG , MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 4 3 8  

/ East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorab 



5 3 6 . 1 9 0 9 9 / A J M  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable S,,erry Klein He1 
This document relates to: 

JAMES LAUFER, Deceased, 
1 0 2  1 9 4 / 0 5  : Index No.: 

ler) 

Plaintiff, 
: (August 2010 Monthly FIFO 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 

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 a ithout costs * 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 Conveyor Corporation 

le Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 4 3 8  

/East Hanover, -~ New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable SlfeFrwKl ein He i t ler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

X _l__-----ll_____________l_______________ 

X _-_-------__________-------------------- 

BURNETT LAUFER, as Executrix for the 
Estate of JAMES LAUFER and BURNETT LAUFER, 
I ndividua 11 y , 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 05/102194 G 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JuDmNT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X ----__________-_____-------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b /a  NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules  § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and t 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Broo 

ney for Defendant 
NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 855-9000 

WEWZ & LU~ENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New Y o r k ,  NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



536.19094/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
~. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

JOHN COUGHLIN, 

Plaintiff, 

VS * 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPOR7ATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 1 0 2 3 4 7 / 0 5  

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in t h e  above-entitled case, pursuant to 

‘r /y 
Complaint against defendant, United &o&eyor Corporation, with 

$4 h 

prejudice, and there being no o 

ORDERED, that upon notic& 

crossclaims against defendant , hited 

same are hereby dismissed with pre 

ation, be and t h e  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 

w -  

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. “‘\T 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG *“.d\ GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorabldhegry Klein Heitler 



This Document Relates To: 

Raymond C. Lobus 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, N w York 
b!,, p i -  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 8.%"9 k $  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

+-I- 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 1 
Our File No. 05335. sa 

Hon. Sh&y K. keitler 

4250464. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

/ Index No.: 112236/05 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Sharon Edwardsen, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
George Edwardsen, and Sharon Edwardsen as 
Administratrix for the Estate of Teresa Edwardsen, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo New York , q 3  2010 m- k-1 
Steven T. Czrbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP George Edwardsen, and Sharon 
77 Water Street. Suite 2 100 

a 
Administratrix for the Estate of Teresa Edwardsen , - .. . . .  

New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

1863-20305 

4839-9130-1 382.1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

A / ? !  (212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X __________"___l____ll_l____________l____- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo: 111 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X - - _ - - - - - l l " f _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - I - - - " - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Richard Janca SUMMARY 

X ___________l_____"_l_______l____r_ l l____-  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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 
\+7 r\ a 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.3 1924 

425045 1.1 



5 3 6 . 1 4 5 1 6 / A J M  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

This document relates to: 

JOHN R. CATANZARO, 

Plaintiff, 

vs * 

LTNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

(Honorable Lierry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Yivil Practice L a w  and Rules Secti 212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Zomplaint against defendant, Un Conveyor Corporation, with 

?rejudice, and there being no 
ORDERED, that upon n8 endants, all claims and 

eyor Corporation, be and t he  

3ame are hereby dismissed with p* 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
Jew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

j0 ORDERED, 



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. 

WHEREFORE7 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: \ % \  j y  , 2010 
New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. - 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

Weil McLain 
8$ r?V’4 (212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 p p  c ,  t*r 1, r,t.- 

New York, NY 10022 I bLGvl,\ 2 L j i  

fy-$J* 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 07 2011 



prom: rHXmaKer I 0: Suzanne namaraier rage: LIL 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

uate: I L I I  I ILUIU 3 : x u i  r iv i  

Index N o . : C l / 9 9 .  ~ 

1 14286/00 103645/0 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

N Y C A L  
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Attorneys for Plaintiff I Attorneys for Defendant 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(2 12) 558-5500 

FULTON BOILER W O X S  
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

dA\S 2 h IO1' 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax sewer. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - - - - - - - l - -_-____ll___l___l_l__rl_______- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEWFORE, 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 Yor ,Ne York 
I%! \A 3 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New Y.$ Ok 7L 
Our File No. 05335.3 074 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4250470.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

Donald C .  Flowers 

Index No: 12 1 829/97 
105232/98 
1 1 1057/98 

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, ew York & 

Frank M. Ortiz, E 7  '% \* <; I, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

r )/ ~ f * 5 2 ;  rkc 

*IWd" 
I 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. I 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, I 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

a 150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New Yo 
Our File No. 05335. 

4248793.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O K  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _----l---__l__--"--__I__________________- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 
This Document Relates To: 

Joseph M. Harcrow Sr. 

, -  e 

Index No: 125775/99 

$%%J 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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: NewY rk, ew York 
1% [,4 1 3  

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, Ne 
Our File No. 05 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, JAN 2 4 '"' 

4250505.1 



5 3 6 . 1 1 3 0 6 / A J M  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

JOHN M. KING, 

Plaintiff, 

vs * 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE , defendant , Uni 

NY CAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 

(September 2 0 10 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiff’s 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and t h e  

with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 61h, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 

er, New Jersey 0 7 9 3 6  

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X __________l_ll___________lll____el_ll___- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No: 121987/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X - - - -__r_ l__________l l l_ l l__ l l___________-  

This Document Relates To: 

&E%-) 
John M. King 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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 
ejudice and A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

without costs. 

Dated: 
wu 

F W  3 * D&Nl.ez EjL@d,rN 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

2 4 2011 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, 'New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.33733 

4248398.1 



5 3 6 . 0 7 8 7 9 / A J M  
SUPREME COURT O F  THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK C I T Y  
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

CHRISTOPHER KANE, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPOR?iTION, 
e t  al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Zivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiff's 

Zomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor, Corporation, with 

?rejudice,  and there being no o 

ORDERED, that upon notice) ts, all claims and 

irossclaims against defendant , 

same are hereby dismissed with 
,+.* . 

?RANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. *E 

rJEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
2ttorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
iSew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East-Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
H o n o r a s  5her& Klein Heitler 



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 Heit-er) 
This document relates to: 

MILTON BURCKHALTER, Deceased, 
: Index No.: 108386/07 

(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 th d'xcase , pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 smissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, U oration , with 

prejudice, and there being no op 
\ -  

ORDERED, that upon notice s, all claims and 

ration, be and the crossclaims against defendant, U 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
& 

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 
. Box 438 
TY Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



536.21781/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

NATHAN GLOWATZ, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 116794/07 

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law a tion 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defenda nited Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there 

ORDERED, that up ts, all claims and 

oration, be and t h e  crossclaims against d 

same are hereby dism 

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 

er, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _- l - - - -___l___"____l - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104 

AS BEST0 S LITIGATION 

X -_ - - - - -_ - - -_ r - r___ l l r__r_r______________-  

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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 COIVPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New ork, ew York ,%-I ,3r, * 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG '\'*., 'I , 

c 9 1 -  &'.4,\c; 
\"+(L&L w-i*.l 

4 
Julie R, Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 

Our File No. 05 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 0 1  2011 
4248372.1 



5 3 6 . 1 1 8 2 5 / A J M  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

FELIX JUZDOWSKI, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants , 

NY CAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 

I 

(September 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUD-NT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Zivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Clomplaint against defendant, United Con poration, with 

?rejudice, and there being no o 

ORDERED, that upon notice all claims and 

ation, be and the zrossclaims against defendant, 

same are hereby dismissed with &&XU$':@@?nd without costs. 
Y* 

Y, GAROFALO 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
qew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



GOLDBERG SEGALIA LLP 
665 Main Streel. Ste. 400 
BufTab, Naw York 14203 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CARMEN PELLIGlUNO and MARIE PELLIGRINO 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

KCG, INC., INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 

PRODUCTS AND RUCO, INC., et al. 
SUCCESSOR-IN-INTEREST TO RUCO DRYWALL 

Defendant 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARYJUDGMF,NT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No: 190089-09 

WHEREFOFUZ, thhe defendant, KCG, INC., INDIVIDUALLY AND AS SUCCESSOR-IN. 

INTEREST TO RUCO DRYWALL PRODUCTS AND RUCO, INC., hereby requests surnrnar~ 

iudgrnent in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Ci Law and Rules Section 32 12,dismissin~ 

Dlaintiffs' complaint against defendant opposition thereto, ii 

IS hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to cross claims against defendant 

SCG, Inc., be and thhe same are hereby 

Iated Buffalo, New York @ +  
Septemberl, 2010 R 

I Neitz BC Luxenberg, LLC 
ittorneys for Plaintiffs 
.80 Maiden Lane - 17" Floor 
gew York, New York 10038 , 665 Main Street - Suite 400 ~ 

Goldberg Segalla LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
KGC, Inc. 

Buffalo, New York 14203 

/ 



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.) 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: Index No.: 190133/09 
I 
I 
I 

I 
FRANCIS LUTZ J. JR., I 

Plaintiff{s) I 
I NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

-against- I SIJMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 

I 
I 

AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC., et al., 

Defendant($). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, ELECTRO MECHANICAL COIRPOFUTION hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, ELECTRO MECHANICAL 

CORPORATION with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
f 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, ELECTRO MECHANICAL CORYORATION, be and the s 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

e are hereby b :  y F \ L  
2"' 

s O F W E  5)-2-!3Ib fi GLWK h EARLY M Bibro,Esq. & STRAUSS, LLC 

Attorneys far Plaintiff 
FRANCIS Je LUTZ 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20" Floor 
New York, New York 10017 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
ELF,CTRO MECHANICAL COFU'ORATION 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 986-2233 

SO ORDERED, 

2012-3 

NOOOS036-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW Y O K  CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 19"349/0 

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 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Wed-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h floor 
New York, NY 10036 

2010 

I 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
(2 12) 65 1-7500 

SO ORDERED, 

i 

~ .+ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X ................................................................... 

ZELLA F. TURNER, Individually and as Executrix of 
the Estate of WILLIAM EDWARD TURNER, NYCAL 

Index No: 190349/2009 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff, 

V. SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 
-2 

-. -^_. _. -" .- ---- _- 
-1 Defendants . 
X ______1___11_111111__------I--------------------------------------~__ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dean Pump Division hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintifrs 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. 

Attorney for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant PI.& a i s & )  
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

3400 HSBC Center 
Buffalo, New York 14203 

JAN 2 5 2811 

p y $ k  k d L l ; i K  
WEFJyy rnFi*ti C W k - G E  SO ORDERED, 

DOC # 01-2383807.1 



SUPREME COURT OF ‘THE STATE OF NEW Y O K  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RAYMOND SCHAEFER and MARIANNE 
SCHAEFER, : NYCAL 

1,A.S. Part 30 
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

-against- : Index No: 190432-09 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER ALUMINUM COMPANY OF AMERICA 

(ALCOA), et al., 

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- ts, all clsajrns and cross claims against 

d without costs. defendant CRANE CO. be, and the s 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

-1212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 
Won. She& Klein Heitler 

NY-799815 V I  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 104471/10 

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 plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: ,2010 

Jennifehk. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LF. 1 L E D 
Weil McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 JAN 2 4 2011 
New York, NY 10022 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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 (VEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, L 

Weil McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

/YAd F-k 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys far Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 JL’,~ 2 4 201’ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

JOHN MLINCSEK and JOAN MLINCSEK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 190025/2010 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc., f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc., W a  Adience, Inc. fMa BMI with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, 

Inc,, fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Atrorneys for Adience f7Wa BMl, IPIC., ., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc., f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 105 D 
(914) 345-7301 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

' NYCAL 
: X.A,S. Part 3o JAY NISSINOFF and MERYL NISSINOFF, 

Plaint iff( s), 

-against- 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 190046-10 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER A.R. DICK COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants . 
x ......................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE Co.  

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendapts 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same arc hereby, disqis&d with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 10 
ork, New York 

I /  

Chri&krnanelli, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

SOORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge 

-X NYCAL _I__________________________111______ 

-X __-__ - - - - - - - - - - - - - -_______________ I__  

This Document Relates to: Index No. 
Salvatore Ferrari (Deceased), 

P a r t  3 0  
H e  i t 1 er ) 

: 190057/10 

Plaintiff, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
A.C. & S. Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X _________________________l_______llll 

WHEREFGZE, defendant Burnham LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in t h e  above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section § 3 2 1 2 ,  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: Brooklyn, New York 
i 2 l W  , 2 0 1 0  

--*- " " L. 
I 

-M-:! P .  P.d3e44ts , E s q . t . . M n  R-4 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. nd Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff ttorneys f o r  Defendant 
S a l v a t o r e  F e r r a r i  (Deceased) Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  
O u r  File No.: 11084-2165 

So Ordered: 



L : l t C - - 1 3 - 2 W l W  1 w :  JY 

CARLOS SIMMONS, 

Plaintiff, 

- against I 

A.0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS and 
PIRELLI CABLE CORPOUTTON, d al. 

Hm. Sherry Klein Reitler 

Index No.: 190062/10 

WHEREFORE, defendant PRYSMIAN COMMUNICA?IONS CABLES AND 
SYSTEMS USA, LLC, incorrectly sued herein as ''FIRELL1 CABLE CORPORAVOW 
(hereinafter "PRYSMXAN"), hereby requests summary judgment in thhe above-entitled 
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismiising plaintiffs' 
complaint against defendant PRYSMIAN with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

OIUJERBD, that upon notice to all coqdefcndants, all cldims and cross claims 
against defendant PRYSMIAN be and the same m hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

, without costs, I 

Dated: 
New York, New York 

546 Fifih Avenue, 41h Floor 
New York, NY 19036 
(2 12) 68 1-1 575 

Attorneys for Defendant 
PRYSMTAN COMMUNICATIONS 
CABLES AND SYSTEMS USA, LLC 
100 Wall Street 
New York. NY 10005 

i 
r 



Plaintiffs, 
/ 

- agalna t - 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION AS SUCCESSOR, 
BY MERGER TO BUFFALO PUMPS, INC., et al., 

Defendants. 
- - - - - _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - l r r _ _ _ _ _ _ l l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - -  X 

WHEREFORE, defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC. 

NYCAL 
Index N o .  1 9 0 1 3 6 - 1 0  

I A S  Justice: 
Hon. Sherry Klein 
Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUWWARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC, with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition theret 

ORDEREDr that upon notice t 

and cross claims against defe INC. be and the 

same are  hereby dismissed with prejud 

Dated: Mineola, New York 

WELT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Mack Trucks, Inc. 
N e w  York, New York 1 0 0 0 3  170 O l d  Country Road, Suite 609 

Mineola, New York 11501 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 0 2 7  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOSEPH P. McDERMOTT and ROSALIE A. 
McDERMOTT, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No(s).: 190136-10 

' NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY AIK & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 
et al., 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

ChrxRomanelli, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Ki en Alford Kneis, Esq. 2 L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 



WHEREFORE, defendant Goodall Rubber Company ("Goodall") hereby requests summary 

judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendantGoodalI with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all Codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Goodall be and the same are hereby Fispb & a n d  without costs. 

Belluck & Fox LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

Rubber Company 
27* Street, 1 21h Floor 

New York , New York 10016 
(212) 452-5319 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
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, 

VS. 

GENUINE PARTS COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S,C.l 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Genuine Parts Company; hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiffs Complaint against Genuine Parts Company, with prejudice, 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: Buffalo, New York 
N er - November fJ20 1 0 

r&T%,o 
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 

Genuine Parts Company 
The Avant Building, Suite 1200 
200 Delaware Avenue 

New York, NY 10036 

ffalo, New York 14202 

SO ORDERED: 

JAN 07 2011 



WHEREFORE, defendant AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, AS 

SUCCESSOR BY MERGER TO BUFFALO PUMPS, INC. ( "BUFFALO PUMPS") b y its 

attorneys, WILBWHAM, 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 . 

Weitz and Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

140 Broadway, 46th Floor 
New York, NY 10005 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Systems Corp., as successor 
Buffalo Pumps, Inc. 

SO ORDEmD 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

John Chilarski and Helen Chilarski, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

3M Company, et al., 

Defendants. 

INDEX NO. 190391/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants Raytheon Company and Hawker Beechcraft Corporation, 

incorrectly sued herein as Raytheon Aircraft Co. fMa Beech Aircraft C o p ,  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 alereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, and cross claims against 

defendants Raytheon Company and Hawker B 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
N w e m k  2010 
oew*v =\( 

5 

r. 

Attorneys for'PlaYniiffsV Attorneys for Defendants 
Lawrence W. Burnett 
Kardon Stolzman Jill Berry 
Napoli Bern Ripka, LLP 
350 Fifth Avenue, Suite 7413 
New York, NY 101 18 

Thomas M. Crispi 

Schiff Hardin LLP 

(21 2) 267-3700 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARVIN EISENBERG AND LORRAINE 
EISENBERG 

Index No. 190397/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, ma Viacorn Inc., 

successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania Corporation, f/Ma 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 

plaintiffs 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 h y udjce and without 
costs. f 
Dated: New York, New York JAR 2 4 2014 

December 16,2010 
OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

Bryan Belasky, Esq. 
Belluck & Fox, LLP 

New York, NY 10036 
(2 12) 79 1-0285 

Atrorneys for Defendant CBS Corporation, a 
Delaware Corporation, f 7 a  Viacom Inc., 
successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a 
Pennsylvania Corporation, f/wa Westinghouse 
Electric Corporation 
1 SO Broadway, Suite 600 
N p  York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 1''' JAN 07 



NO OPPOSITION 
Marvin Eisenberg and Lorraine Eisenberg SUMMARY I 

JUDGMENT I 

MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _ l - _ - - _ _ _ _ _ - - - _ _ _ _ _ e _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l _ _ _ _ -  I 
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, LNC., 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. 

i I 
- ~ 

7, bsq*- Erimarco,@sq.  
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 

, // WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
SIEMENS INDUSTRY, INC., 
incorrectly dhfa “SIEMENS 
CORPORATION, Individually and as 
Successor to Powers” 
150 East 42nd Street 

4247 125.1 



WHEREFORE, defendant CAFUUER 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 COkPORATION, b 
and without costs. 

eby dismissed with prejudice 

546 Fifth Avenue 

New York, New York 10017 
Our File Number: 10557.00914 

SO ORDERED, 



F 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NE\ 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: Index NO.: 190408-10 

CLAYTON SHANK and ARLENE SHANK, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION A1yI) 

Pisintiff, ORDER 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS 
CORPQIRATXON, as successor-by-merger to 
BUFFALO PUMPS, ct d. 

Dcfendants. 

-X ------ --,.--I--- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, hereby rcquests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendants, INGERSULL-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 snme are hcrcby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
Braatan & Pascarclla, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Ingersoll-Rand Company 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Karst Rt Van Oiste, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
19500 State Highway 249, Suite 420 
Houston, TX 77070 
(281) 970-9988 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, f *  17 \E &i!;;t ‘i+i-Cl JAN 0 7 20 11 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No. 190416-10 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 

RAYMOND CARELLA and EDNA CARELLA, 

Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - 

McALLlSTER TOWING AND TRANSPORTATION 
CO., INC., McALLlSTER TOWING, et al., 

i 

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 

CO., INC. and McALLlSTER TOWING OF NEW 

KL HOGAN & MAHAR LLP 
New York, New York 10003 

rk 10005-1 759 


