EC{\'NNED ON 10/29/2010"

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

This Document Relates to:

JOHN MADDI (Deceased)

Index No O
122059/99\.100804/9
113280/97 & 111073/98
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto,

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

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

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

without Ccosts.

Dated: Albertson, New York
2\ -5 2010

= & X

FRANK ORTIZ o e

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED, “

FILED

ocT - 1 2010

NEW YORY
UNTY CLERKS QFFIL»

JAMES EDWARDS
izMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
At

orneys for Defendant

HMAN CONSTRUCTION
CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
200 1.U. Willets Road

Albertson, New York 11507

(516) 294-5433

Hon “Sherry

ein Heitler

CEP2312010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

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

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No

HOWARD MONTGOMERY (Deceased) 109676/99

111036/98 & 109676/99

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: Albertson, New York .
F\pnd 2010

EI0E

FRANK ORTIZ "“ﬁ ES EDWARDS

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ; AMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION D

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Succe il \_ E
Interest to TISHMAN REA

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 2100
200 1.U. Willets Road act -
Ibertson, New York 11507 A% -
(516) 294-5433 NEW “’g S OFFILE

SO ORDERED, v Ty CF
Hon. Sherry Kleif Heitler

cr20572010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No{106645/97,
112622/99, 11 98,

113281/97, 112046/06
JAY C. TAYLOR and CLAONA TAYLOR

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbhey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: J/QE 12010

Tt T e L Vi
Attorneys for Plaintiff No,@{ |_ %ta Maria
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor Robert A. Keasbey Co
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway

Hauppauge, NY 11788
e \LED
/ oct -1 00

Hon. Sherry Kiein Aditler '
CLERKS O
p‘)\ }NW

SO ORDERED,

SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

JAY C. TAYLOR and CLAONA TAYLOR,
Plaintiffs,

-against-
A.C.&S.INC, etal

Defendants.

| Index No.: 112046/06, 112622/99
g 106645/97

| NO OPPOSITION
| SUMMARY JUDGMENT
| MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New %TgNew York
O | 2010

Tl 2t

%ﬂ,7%ﬂM

Kiatthew"T. Féirﬁey, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10004

(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Matthew T. MacIntyre, Esq.
Attormey for Plaintiffs
Jay C. Taylor and Claona Taylor

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. o
700 Broadway ?‘ ‘ L E D
New York, New York 10003

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

(212) 558-5500 0CT -1 2010
NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
SEP 23 2010

3248766




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

i (Heitler, T.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :
! Index No.: 112046/06, 112622/99

JAY C. TAYLOR and CLAONA TAYLOR, 106645/97

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
_ | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- | MOTION AND ORDER
A.C. &S. INC., et al. '
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New(}{pr P,\New York
j\ ] “ {2010

Al T e LT

g 1
Kerann M, L ook, Esq. Matthew T. MacIntyre, Esq. ¢
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Treadwell Corporation Jay C. Taylor and Claona Taylor
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. E D
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway ‘ L
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 oct - 00

SO ORDERED, % T‘-:(“"'—W £RKS OFFICE
p

Hon. Sherry KleitYHeitler

SEp 23 2010 1235-22233




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LA.S. Part 30
| (Hettler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: |
| Index No.: 112046/06, 112622/99
JAY C. TAYLOR and CLAONA TAYLOR, | 06645/97
Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
_ | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- | MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S.INC., et al.
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
Jjudgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New @;74 New York
< , 2010

Al 7 A LZQE,,
g ' Matthew T. MaclIntyre, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs

Tishman Liquidating Corp. Jay C. Taylor and Claona T#l i L E D
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 oCT - 1 2010
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500
VORS om
TY CLERK
SO ORDERED, NOUN

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

- P 2 3 20‘0 2383-27490




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

IN RE:NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:
JOSEPH T. PANZA,
Plaintiff,
-against-

A.C.&S., INC,, et al., Including
ArvinMeritor, Inc.,

Defendants.

X

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

plaintiff’s complaint against defendant ArvinMeritor, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

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

e

Costs.

Dated: New York, New York
August 3\, 2010

CAMA Polla_

ORIGHA!

Index No. 108181/1997

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

Carla Burke, Esq. (Bar No. 4319463)
BARON & BUDD

Attorneys for Plaintiff

3102 Oak Lawn Avenue,

Suite 1100

Dallas, TX 75219

(800) 222-2766

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kleii HitlerY

Peggy L. Pan, Esq.
KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES &

E%Er]?e%g‘%)t;ndanF ‘ L E D

1633 Broadway
New York, New York 10019%cT - ALY
(212) 506-1700

SFP232010

oo




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%Ab 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A\ a
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 109600/97
RICHARD DANSON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

€|%o, 2010

Frank Ortiz, Esq. \T Christopher W. Healy, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation

700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1@#2

(212) 558-5500 12) 521-5400 F ‘ L E D
-1200

SO ORDERED, A oct

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler NEW YORK
GOUNTY CLERKS OFFICE

US_ACTIVE-104254218.1 SEP 2 3 2010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

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

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No

122059/99, 100804/97,
JOHN MADDI (Deceased) 3280/97)& 111073/98

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest
to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without coss. FILED

Dated: Albertson, New York

2 \ }-‘5 , 2010 0cT - 1201
o ‘ NEW YOHE.
UNTY GLERK'S OFFIL*
FRANK ORTIZ e MES EDWARDS
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. AI-[MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ' Atforneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
200 1.U. Willets Road

Albertson, New York 11507

(516) 294-5433

SEP232010

SO ORDERED,




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

Index No. 106645/97,
112622/99_111065/98,
&1 12046/06

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

JAY C. TAYLOR and CLAONA TAYLOR

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.
Vi

Tl T e S

DATED: , 2010

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Weitz & Luxenberg

700 Broadway - 7th floor
New York, NY 10003

50O ORDERED,

4/ =
Nor(e(L%ta. Maria

Attorneys for Defendant

Robert A. Keasbey Co.

Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway

I-lea.:nuppauge, g {1€8E D

oct -1 00

.
Hon. Sherry Kiein Aditler

NEW YORKOFF\(Jé
~AN INTY C’\-‘ERK

SEF232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ;

 Index No.: 121733/97

FRANK NUCHERENO and MARGUERITE

NUCHERENO, !
: NO OPPOSITION

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

-against-
AC & S, INC., et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this
action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York
FNA_ 2010

4 &7 d
(- Frank Ortiz, Esq §
A Attorney for Plaintiffs D
ishman Lig datmg Corporation Frank Nuchereno and MatEer e LCIE:n ‘

McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 0CcT - 1 2010
New York, New York 10004 New York, NY 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 NEW YORK ‘
) 2/ AOUNTY CLERK'S OFFIGF
SO ORDERED, SEP 232010

Hon. Sherry/Klein\‘Heitler

2383-0001

N0012565-1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' .A.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, 1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ‘

: Index No.: 121749/97

NICHOLAS SANTORA and FLORENCE

SANTORA, ;
i NO OPPOSITION

Plaintiffs, . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

-against-
AC &S, INC,, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary
Jjudgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this
action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

8\ Y , 2010

er Fuschett Esq Frank Ortiz, Esq. D

ney for Defgndant Attorney for Plaintiffs
TlS man Liquidating Corporation Nicholas Santora and Florence Ibt\)ra_ 1 2010
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway NEW YORK
New York, New York 10004 New York, NY 10003 UNTY c\.ER\QS OFFILE
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

NO012565-1 SEP 2 3 2010

2383-0001




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'XgAII;, 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A.S. Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 121939/97
BERNARD SIKKAS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER |

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

230, 2010
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy/Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL,
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100F a L E D

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

o ocT -1 2010
SO ORDERED, %
Hon. Sherry HeltIQr NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERKS O

US_ACTIVE-104254338.1

crn 9232010




X.:/calses/FBW54369/legal/NOSJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X Index No.: 122078/97
PHILIP MULE,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
-against- ORDER
A.C. & S.,INC. NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
Defendant(s).
X

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

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

prejudice and without costs,

&\ \3-
_Frank Ortiz, Esq. -Suzanne albardier, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERGMRC. BARR TIERNAN & MOORE
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant D
180 Maiden Lane FULTON BOILER WO \-
New York, New York 10038 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

(212) 5585500 New York, New York 10006 (- A (A

12) 313-3600 0
e“ﬂwﬁdﬁmﬁ

Hon. Sherry Klem-Heitler ‘. w“m

SO ORDERED,

SFP 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: -
Index NoN22078/97;

PHILIP MULE and CYNTHIA MULE 123724/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

and without costs. F ' L E D

DATED: dny 27 2010 O - oCT -1 2010

- W YORK
Mforneys 6t Plaintiff~" ILE

. Julie L. Mer
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorne%( for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor BMCE Inc

New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

SO ORDERED, /%—

Hon. Sherry Klein Hetler

SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK !
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE; NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :

X
GIOVANNI PETRONE and MARY PETRONE, : Index No( 04095/9§ S
: 111 98

Plaintiff(s),

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

AC. &S, INC. etal. MOTION AND ORDER [
' : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,

Defendants. . IAS Part 30

X

-against-

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yoyk, New York
?/ 072,%

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc,

/,
By:
Ma Park, Esq.

700 Broadway 264 West 40" Street ‘ L E D

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400

RAL

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Kléin Heifler, 1.S.C.




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ;
: Index No.:( 110127/98) 100692/00

RICHARD J. TEMPLETON,

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION

_ { SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- | MOTION AND ORDER
AC &S, INC., et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this
action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York
S\S 2010

ol

Frank Ortiz, Esq. %

Jenmifer Fuschetto, sq.

A '*!o rney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Tishman Liquidatifig Corporation Richard J. Templeton F L E D
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, NY 10003 oct -1 2010
(212) 509-3436 (212) 558-5500
K

- 7/ NEW YOR

-/ . GOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
SO ORDERED, -

Hon. Sherry Kleth Heitler
SE P-z-g,ﬂlam 2383-0001

N0012565-1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

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

X (Heitler, I.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No

HOWARD MONTGOMERY (Deceased) 109676199, 104260/97,
& 109676/99

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York p
F\aS 2010
=D X

FRANK ORTIZ “ﬁf JAMES EDWARDS

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. . AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION D

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Succe il \_ E
Interest to TISHMAN REA

’ CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. \ 20\0

200 1.U. Willets Road 1 -

tbertson, New York 11507 RY P
(516) 294-5433 NEW \‘SWS OFFILE
SO ORDERED, —F GOUNTY C\F

Hon. Sherry Kleih Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
. X
GIOVANNI PETRONE and MARY PETRONE, : Index No. 104095/98
: 1030/98
Plaintiff(s), _
N . NO OPPOSITION
against . SUMMARY JUDGMENT

A.C.&S., INC., etal., MOTION AND ORDER |

 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
Defendants. : AS Part 30

X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New w York
')r‘)
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &

Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc.
* Q\ /
By: /“' 1 o Wit ?24/‘“

Ma&w Park, Esq. G@z ShoaiéKaini, Esq.

700 Broadway 264 West 40" Street ‘ \- E D

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400
act - A 70M0
Dated: New York, New York YORK -~
wEW;ER «S OFF;Q‘B

0232010 st C

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Kléin Heifler, J.S.C.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

___________________________________________________________________ (Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
Index Nos 111043/98) 110973/99

JOSEPH J. TOMAKA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby "

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F ‘ L E D

Dated; New York, New York
g\» 1l 2010 ocT -1 2010

N /1 =y )NEWYORK 1-
BN MU i<

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Cristina ."Sincla}%g?{q.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. McElroy, Deutsc ulvaney & Carpenter,

700 Broadway *| LLP

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor
New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shen&m{wr
SEP 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No.(111046/98;
Alice Jane Wagner, as Executrix for the Estate of William 113177/98; T03473/00;

A. Wagner, and Alice Jane Wagner, Individually 100771/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

Qw/é,cuw

W Andrew M. Warshauer
Weitz xenberg

Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor Robert A. Keasbey Co.

New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memogal H@bway
Hauppauqs; #%_1%% _
/) ot - 1200

Hon. Sherry4din Bigitler i YORK
w o IR GLERKS OF___..@

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: \ [Q“g 27 , 2010

SEP 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No(111046/98;
Alice Jane Wagner, as Executrix for the Estate of William 113177/98; 103415/00;

A. Wagner, and Alice Jane Wagner, Individually 100771/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

DATED: Uour 27 ,2010

= (bt
ttora€ys for Pladhtiff—

Weitz & Luxenberg Andrew M. Warshauer

700 Broadway - 7th floor Attorneys for Defendant

Lockheed Martin Corp.
New York, NY' 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

Hon. Sherryﬂé?@éiﬂer

SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
X (Heitler, 1.)
This Document Relates to:
Index No

JULIUS PAUL NOSEWICZ (Deceased) 111047/98) 111486/98
& 122602/99

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK be and the same are

FILED

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertson New York ocT - 12010

8 5, 2010

-~
A'—\':SO o X RGeS 0P

FRANK ORTIZ JAMES EDWARDS
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs neys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
200 I.U. Willets Road

Albertson, New York 11507

(516) 294-5433

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherﬁ‘ldem Neitler

ot 232010




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

X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
ILA.S. Part 30
X (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
Index No

WALTER L. CLEGHORN (Deceased) 117710/99,\111061/98
& 117710/99

- NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest
to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: Albertson New York

mj , 2010 ‘
o
. g_ﬁ“ /
——t "
FRANK ORTIZ ES EDWARDS
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs orneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUC 1;’
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Success rL

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & E D
CONSTRUCTION CO., IN§zy _
200 L.U. Willets Road 1 2019

ofi, New Y 1500 g
( (516) 294-5433 050‘-' NTY CEE;OF?K
SO ORDERED, K'S Opg

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler S EP 2 3 V4 010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 106645/97
112622/99<111065/

113281/97, 112046/06
JAY C. TAYLOR and CLAONA TAYLOR

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Robert A. Keashey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: d7?§ 2010

Ll 7 e L ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff Nore! L/4ta. Maria

Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway - 7th floor Robert A. Keasbey Co

New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY i1(8-8E D

SO ORDERED, | [ act - 1w

Hon. SherryKiein Bditier

"W \ORKO F‘ (é

SEP232010




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

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

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No

122059/99, 100
JOHN MADDI (Deceased) 113280/97 &\{11073/98

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests suﬁlmary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest
to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs, . _ F ‘ L E B

Dated: Albertson New York
2\ }»5 , 2010

NEW YORY.
{) e 7 —COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIL-

oCT - 1 2010

FRANK ORTIZ = JAMES EDWARDS

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ' Atjorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
200 1.U, Willets Road

Albertson, New York 11507

(516) 294-5433

SO ORDERED,

Hon.“Shérfy Rein Heitler FP 232010

'T




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

X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
[.LA.S. Part 30
X (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
Index No

JULIUS PAUL NOSEWICZ (Deceased) 111047/98,11486/98
& 122602/99

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK be and the same are

FILED

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York oct -1 2010
2\ +S 2010
(R P W YORK
b M %M)Q - ~_,:T-OOUN_
FRANK ORTIZ : JAMES EDWARDS
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. AHNIUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs neys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
200 I.U. Willets Road
Albertson, New York 11507
(516) 294-5433
SO ORDERED,

v Fa
Hon. Sherry-#lein Meitler

R

P2
€

ot
s §




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
ALICE WAGNER and WILLIAM A. WAGNER, : Index N
: 103413700
Plaintiffs, :
NO OPPOSITION
_against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.C. AND S, INC., et al., Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
Defendants. IAS Part 30

X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the %

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York N7w York
[

9172/l
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &

Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc.

By: I By: SR, Al
ete ni Scott Harford
700 Broadway 264 West 40™ Street F \ L E D
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 oct - 1 2010
RK
Dated: New York, New York NEW YO FFICE
9 ?,7 [20to COUNTY CLERKS O
T ]
SO ORDERED: s U

Hon, Sherry Kleif Heitler, J.S.C. |

SEP23201p




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
' (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No.: 10341 3/00,

WILLIAM A. WAGNER AND ALICE WAGNER,

|
|
|
Plaintiff(s) ' NO OPPOSITION
' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S., INC, etal,, :
¥
Defendant(s). !

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

thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Treadwell Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New, York, New York
% [2< 2010

P ambini, Esq< "
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff “F ‘ L E D
Treadwell Corporation William A. Wagner and Alice Wagner
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 oct ~ 1 2010
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFILF

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

N0OO10129-1

1235-21916

<FP 2317018




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

Index No. 111046/98;
Alice Jane Wagner, as Executrix for the Estate of William 103413/00;
A. Wagner, and Alice Jane Wagner, Individually 1007 71/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

DATED: or 27 , 2010

s ] e i /\\

Attora€YS for Plafhiff.. Andrew M. Warshauer
%‘a'tég;;xgg?‘?& Qoor Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 Lockheed Martin Corp.

Weiner Lesniak LLP
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

SO ORDERED, % ‘‘‘‘
Hon. Sherw‘KWitler

SEP 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 111046/98,;

Alice Jane Wagner, as Executrix for the Estate of William <T13177/989103413/00;
A. Wagner, and Alice Jane Wagner, Individually 100771/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: Jey 27 2010
< > /0 /
":W:tto_:‘rTeV ' Plb- il Andrew M. Warshauer
eitz xenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor Robert A. Keasbey Co.
New York, NY' 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP
888 Veterans Memogal Highway
Hauppau@; Id\\/fli;l.‘l?g I_ﬁ' .
.............. e
SO ORDERED, / oRK
Hon. Sherry-tin Nefitler e

SEP232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY  NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' .A.S. Part 30
' (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ! SN
| Index No.: 1034 13/00,
WILLIAM A. WAGNER AND ALICE WAGNER, |
Plaintiff(s) ' NO OPPOSITION
' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER
{
A.C. &S., INC, etal., '
]
Defendant(s). :

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

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

$las 2010
Kefeyann &dok, Esq. PeterTambini, Esq. & —
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Courter & Company, Inc. William A. Wagner and Alice Wagner
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway F ' L E D '
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

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

" OCT -1 2019
é%/// NEW
- Y
SO ORDERED, COUN ORK

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler TY CLERK'S OFF);
1122-22399

23200

N0O010127-1




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No@

TERRANCE J. FOLEY 125131/00

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED:  _Gegb 2 2010 ﬂ
221 Sl /

Attorneys for Plaintiff - M.cael Fasc\t
Weitz & L b Julie L
eiz & Luxenberg Attorney for Defendant

LOO E{;oal:j VKI?I '1Z)tgof:|,’°°r Lockheed Martin Corp.
ew Yorx, Weiner Lesniak LLP Q
888 Veteran “&? Egh
Hauppauge, 8
et -\ e
1) R
e 2
SO ORDERED, g “{;-“2.2:9 aw\w
Hon. Shetry Kidh Heitler AT o




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No€118509/98

TERRANCE J. FOLEY 125131/00

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice L.aw and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: Sepr - 2010
Attorneys fof Plaintiff— et At Julie L. Mecr/ o
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor Robert A. Keasbey Co.
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
ppaugeFN‘ e D
0
SO ORDERED, v oct -+ I
Hon. Sherry Kiein Heitler K
NEW \(OYT‘S OFFICE
T CLERK
COUN

Srp 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No£118509/98

125131/00
TERRANCE J. FOLEY

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

DATED: Sept 2o 12010

12290 Z

Attorneys for Plaintiff —M. daud) Sene , ‘
Weitz & L b Julie L. Wer
etz uxenberg Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway - 7th floor BMCE Inc
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP :
888 Veterans Origgsli y -
HauppaugeFll\\/Ttl‘ZB W '\
SO ORDERED, RK "
Hon. Sherr@Klet Heitler NEW YORL SeriLs.
GOUNTY CLERKS

SEP 232010




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.5. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
—————————————————————————————————————— X :
This Document Relates to: Index No.:¢{119840/98_
Christopher Kane and Barbara Kane, Index No.: 101422/07
Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & 8. Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering
Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposgition thereto,

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

crogs claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,

be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Broocklyn, New York
(f , 2010 ///i;%;zzﬁfﬂvf*ﬂj;/////
Matthew T. MacIntyre, Esqg. Jugtin M\iTafe, Esqg.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. llen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Christopher Kane and Barbara Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
Kane Inc.
700 Broadway, 6™ Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11 OlEE ()
(718) 855-9000 E!
Qur File No.: 10984-5440
/4 \
oct -4 0
So Ordered:
Hon. vy K. Heitler NEW R\QSOFHU

SEP 232010 G0N O°




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.8. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
Thig Document Relates to: Index No.« 119840/98
Christopher Kane and Barbara Kane, Index No.: 101422/07
Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & 8. Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

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

ORDERED, that upon notiée to all co-defendants, all claims and
crosg claims against defendant Burnham LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
a( g , 2010
Matthew T. MacIntyre, Esq J t1n M. Tafe,< Eé ‘ t:
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. llen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendﬁﬁﬁ -1 7010
Christopher Kane and Barbara Burnham LLC
Kane 177 Montague Street VVYO
700 Broadway, 6% Floor Brooklyn, New York W@LER\QSC)F“GE
New York, New York 10003 (718) 855-9000

ﬁ;ﬁhr File No. 11084 1157
So Ordered: <:->X/ 2;;

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

SFP2312010




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.5. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 119840/98 J
Christopher Kane and Barbara Kane, Index No.: 101422/07
Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & §. Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Burnham LLC, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against
defendant Burnham LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
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

9(p , 2010 Af//
Matthew T. MacIntyre; Bsqg. J tln . Tafe, JE t
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ullen and Dykman LLP Iwm
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendae&j -A
Christopher Kane and Barbara Burnham LLC 2
Kane 177 Montague Street Ksoﬂ
700 Broadway, 6™ Floor Brooklyn, New Yorﬁmmh%g@rxﬁﬂ
New York, New York 10003 (718) B855-9000

Our File No.: 11084-1157

So Ordered:

Hon. Sher?y K. Heitler

qFp 2312010




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

Index No.: 100489/99
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

[LA.S. Part 30
THOMAS J. Mc CANN, Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S., INC, etal.,,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant KOHLER CO. hereby requests Summary Judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s 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 to either party.

Dated: S\ +S \\o 2010
New York, New York

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE

%\Q Dj SIWHONEY, LTD. eo

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. Wt?‘ﬁ'rmﬁe’Nicholson, Esq. \» Q
Attorneys for Plamtlff Attorneys for Defendant Q \ N ¢
700 Broadway Kohler Co. < 7 * &* ;
New York, NY 10003 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 o¥' (O |
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022 & é‘&

12) 651-7500 i
SO ORDERED, P

Hon. Sherry K. Heithef

qFP 23200



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

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

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No

THOMAS J. Mc CANN 100489/99

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a_ll claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK be and the same are
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York

FRANK ORTIZ (}{MES EDWARDS

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO. . E D
200 I.U. Willets Road g‘ L
Albertson, New York 11507

(516) 294-5433 ocT - 1 200

gwW YORK
noum‘:l( CLERKS oFFICE

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sheffy Klein Heitler

SEF 2312010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
, X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
'\.\r $ X
TI-IOﬁAS McCANN AND JOAN McCANN, : Index No.: 100489/99
Plaintiffs, : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
s . P aI't 30
5 - against
. : NO OPPOSITION
A.C. &S, INC, et al, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants, o
o

WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Ruies Section 3212, dismissing
Plaintiffs’_\Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and D

without costs.

'0 Park venue, 15® Floor

700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10166
(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co.
:SO-ORDERED,
' Hon. Sherry Klein Héitler -
SEP 232010




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

Index No.: 100490/99
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
EUGENE McCARTHY, MOTION
Plaintiff{(s),

- against -

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

Defendants.

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

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

to either party.

Dated: ] / 11

New York New Yor

s

QA

o OTHASESE Mokthe Vi, ._b Jennifey L. Budner, B
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 Weil McLain
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022

(212) 651-7500
SO ORDERED, %/ F J L E D

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
QFP 2372010 oCT -1 2099

NEW YORK |
COUNTY CLERK'S OFF,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X
NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

This Document Relates to:

EUGENE G. Mc CARTHY

(Heitler, J.)
Index No
100490/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK, ‘

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION

CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York

®\+S 2010
FRANK ORTIZ

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

=S

SO ORDERED,

-

JAMES EDWARDS

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

ttorneys for Defendant
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION .
CORPORATION, as Succesgor ig D .
Interest to TISHMA E\]LB -
CONSTRUCTION Cw., INC.

Hon. Sherr¢ Klen Heitler

200 I.U. Willets Road y 20V
Albertson, New York 115¢3CY ~
) 294-5433 OP\K
NEW\,\ZR\QS orrich

G@UNT\‘ C

SEP232010



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

X

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

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No
101005/99
CHARLES JAMES NICOMETO (Deceased)

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest
to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissﬁ%& Ljuﬁe R

without costs. oct -4 2010
Dated: Albertson, New York NEW YORK
S 2010 COUNTY CLERKS OFFIE.
OX% £
FRANK ORTIZ ' AMES EDWARDS
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs A eys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
200 1U. Willets Roacz 77 2 3 2010
Albertson, New York 11507
(516) 294-5433
SO ORDERED, s T T
Hon. Shefry KMin Heitler mmoAnand

A 2. .




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALIL, COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

-------------------------------------- X NYCAL

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

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 101035/99

Gladys E. Monahan, Individually and as
Administratrix for the Estate of Robert
J. Monahan,

Plaintiff,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & S. Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,
dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario &
DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims
and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plasgstering Co.

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costsg.

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
ﬁ,@% , 2010

Ay 7 ——7E|LE D

Paniel P. Blouin, Esq. é{/dﬁstln M. Tafe; Esq
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dy
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendéﬁy._ 1 2010
Gladys E. Monahan, Individually Mario & DiBono PlaSter%ﬁgﬁgﬁK
and as Administratrix for the Inc.
Estate of Robert J. Monahan 177 Montague Str‘(*jfgf:”\”—vCI'ERKSOI=I
700 Broadway, 6™ Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201
New York, New York 1 , T 855-9000
Our File No.: 10924-1

So Ordered: SEP 23201“

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

FICE




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

MICHAEL PALUMBO

NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

Index No.: 101196/99

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A, O, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

against defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

2\ ,2010

FIL

ocT -

AN E)
Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.

700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

( /M‘t"%?m@oﬂw CLE
Cristing/Z. Sinclajf, E q.
McElrpy, Deuts¢gh, Mulvaney & Carpenter,
LLP
Attorneys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water

Products Company
88 Pine Street, 24 Floor

ED

1 2010

EW-YORK
RK'S OFFIOF

New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED,

Wi

/A

Hon. Sherry Klet

itler

SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
MICHAEL PALUMBO, : Index No.: 101196/99
Plaintiff, : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
: Part 30
- against -
: NO OPPOSITION
A.C.&S.,INC,etal, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants. : |
X .

WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
Plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York nct -1 2010
&\ % , 2010
N _‘1 . :/-> -
L . &‘;._/ Y e
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. = i
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. / eenberg Maurig, LLP
700 Broadway \ 00 Park/(venue, 15" Floor
New York, NY 10003 - New York, New York 10166
(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co.
SO ORDERED,

Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler

SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

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

X (Heitler, J1.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No

HERMAN H. HARDY JR. (Deceased) 101607/99

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: Albertson, New York
?\vS 2010

LA e
FRANK ORTIZ AMES EDWARDS
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. a MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

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

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.

200 I.U. Willets Road ? ‘ L E D
Albertson, New York 1150

(516) 294-5433
SO ORDERED, oct - 12010

NEW YORK ;
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE

SEP232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

DOUGLAS F. QUINN

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

Index No.: 101610/99

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

against defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated:

3

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

New York, New York
?\yL 2010 )
A °°‘,E_&,,.
PN A /\ =~ N
XA/ © (O\F
Cristing Z. Sl
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. McElpy, Deu ulvaney & Carpenter,

700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

LLP

Attorneys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company

88 Pine Street, 24" Floor

\WED

New York, New York 100035

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein H&der

SEP 2312010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
: Index No.: 101610/99
This Document Relates to Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
: Part 30
DOUGLAS F. QUINN
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
Plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed vwapx']ukceEdD

without costs.

oct -1 2010
Dated: New Y(irk, New York YORK
>
?ﬁ,\\ S , 2010 P NE ERK'S OFF‘OF
= D e '
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. ’
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. énberg Trapfig, LLP
700 Broadway - ue, 15™ Floor
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10166
(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co.

SO ORDERED, ‘g ;;2; 'f

Hon. Sherry KI&fh Heitler

SEP 232010




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

INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 101612/99

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

JOSEPH SBUTTONI

WHEREFORE, defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New;(ciri, I(:Iew,ﬁzfgil(c) F ' L E D '

Frank Ortiz, Esq. FICE
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

- r, Psd o LERK'S O
\): S ﬁ vaney & Carpenter,
LLP
Attorneys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor

New York, New York 10005

o

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

SFP232010




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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X

GEORGINE J. SBUTTONI, Individually and as Personal : Index No.: 101612/99
Representative for the Estate of JOSEPH SBUTTONI,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

Plaintiff, . Part30
- against - . NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY JUDGMENT -
A.C. &S, INC,etal, . MOTIONAND ORBER + i {J
: '———% il B Y
Defendants. .
WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. hereby requests summary juwﬁtom‘omu

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32?9, dismissing
Plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all- claims and cross-claims against
defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.
Dated: New York, New York
f‘f?}% ﬁOlO E

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.

700 Broadway .

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10166

(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co.
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K¥in Heitler

SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 101622/99 ¥

John Bovenzi NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

Dated; New York, New York
g\yS \ Vo

=D

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney for Plaintiff

700 Broadway, 7" Floor Attorney foy Defendaft

New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON CO .
150 East 42" etE OC! fﬁ'ﬁ
New York, New Yofk 1001 i
Our File No. 05335.00001

act - 1 2010

MW YORK
RENe e (SRR COFFIF

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heltler

4105376.1




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

-------------------------------------- X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
Thig Document Relates to: Index No.: 101624/99
Ann Riggins, as Administratrix for the
Estate of James Riggins Sr.,
Plaintiff,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & S., Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
_________________________________________ X
WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs'
Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claimg and
cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
- 9lg ., 2010

;%Zaﬁﬁz j7’;2%zf L /Qyif/‘i;7

Matthew T. MacInty¥e, Esq. Justig M. ¥afe, EV

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullén and Dykman LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

Ann Riggins, as Goulds Pumps Inc.
Administratrix for the 177 Montague StreF ! ;mE D
Estate of James Riggins Sr. Brooklyn, New Yor 1201

700 Broadway, €% Floor (718) 855-9000

New York, New York 10003 Our File No.: 6754-17p4 - % 108

- NBNYORKoF‘cd

So Ordered: AﬂﬂﬁfJClERKS

Hon. Shex=# K. Neitler

SEP232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
-------------------------------------- X NYCAL

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

______________________________________ X

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

Ann Riggins, as Administratrix for the
Estate of James Riggins Sr.,

Plaintiff,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & 8., Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

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

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

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Brooklyn{, New York ‘ L E D

qly , 2010
2 7 2. S //4‘5"”““ '
Matthew T. MacIntyr{, Esd. Jus% M. ¥afe, éq/,\‘;w YORQ@

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cul)¢én and Dykmar . CUﬂ“c
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for De

Ann Riggins, as Burnham LLC

Administratrix for the 177 Montague Street

Estate of James Riggins Sr. Brooklyn, New York 11201
700 Broadway, 6™ Floor (718) 855-9000

New York, New York 10003 Our File No.: 11084-1

So Ordered:

Hon. Sm&%ry K! Heitler

&€ 232010




TMc:CC(jpk)
8/10/10

Our File No
$-4903-99

— )
_~PETeT Tambini, Eyq.

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES
_WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK. ...
INDEX NO.

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, | 102317/99
ASSIGNED TO:

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
CHARLES W. CLOBRIDGE JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc.
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison
Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims
against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New/Yorky New York

e

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

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

4 Irving Place (!0 tﬁ E D
10003-3598

New York, N

ocT - 12010

SEP232010 :

SO ORDERED: J—




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
ALDO PUGLIESE AND ALDA PUGLIESE, : Index No.: 102947/99
Plaintiffs, ; Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
: Part 30
- against -
: NO OPPOSITION
A C &S,INC,etal, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants. .
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
Plaintiffs’ Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
AR D) ,2010
N”&fﬁ ;’f":) j

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq Loring I. enton ZHN 4
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. nberg Trapfig,
700 Broadway 00 Park Avgifue, 15" Floor
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10166
(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co.
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

P232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.; 102947/99

ALDO PUGLIESE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A. Q. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F ‘ L E D

Dated: New York, New York ,
E\¥w ,2010 gct -1 200

™\ P £ NEW YORKome
f\'—é&() = | [ M%WN”" ®
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Cristing/Z. Sinclai
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. McEldy, Deuts ulvaney & Carpenter,

700 Broadway LLP

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company

88 Pine Street, 24™ Floor

New York, New York 10005

/]
SO ORDERED, > dl

SEP 222010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
'INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 103285/99

FLOYD WEST NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND !
ORDER ‘

WHEREFORE, defendant A, O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

against defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby -

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. \’ E 0
Dated: New York, New York ? \

FA\>L 2010 y 100

oo
DN oA éwj_ﬁgﬁ\aa

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Cristin ‘?/Z Sinclaiy] Esq:
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C, McElrpy, DeutSch, Mulvaney & Carpenter,
700 Broadway LLP
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water

Products Company
88 Pine Street, 24™ Floor
New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sh‘é‘fr"?klein Heitler S

EF 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
DUANE WEST, as Executor for the Estate of FLOYD Index No.: 103285/99
WEST, and DUANE WEST, as Executor for the Estate
of RUBY WEST, : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
: Part 30
Plaintiff, : 5
: NO OPPOSITION :
- against - : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
:  MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S.,,INC, etal.,
Defendants. :
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
Plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

(™, 2010 ' /

B A\VD
Frank M. Ortiz, Bsq,

Loring I/Fenton, Esq.”
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. “enberg Trafirig, LLP
700 Broadway 00 Park Ayénue, 15™ Floor © 410
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10166 b

(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200 |
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attomneys for Robert A. Keasﬁy Qw‘%

SO ORDERED, %A—/’ oCT -1 2010

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler NEW YORK

SEP 23281 CE e o




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
JACQUALLA GRAHAM, as Administratrix for the : Index No.: 103362/99
Estate of JAMES H. RAY, and JACQUALLA :
GRAHAM, as Executrix for the Estate of JOYCE RAY, : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
: Part 30
Plaintiff,
: NO OPPOSITION
- against - : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
:  MOTION AND ORDER
A.C. &S, INC,etal.,
Defendants. :
X

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

Plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs,

Dated: New York, New York
P ~ /
. FTE

Frank M. Ortiz, E?& orm F enton, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. eenberg urig, LLP

700 Broadway 200 Park Abenue, 15" Floor

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10166  OCT =1 201p
(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Robert A. KWE\N YORK
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.; 103362/99

JAMES RAY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York ¢ \ ED

g\ L ,2010

Awe
=340 (S
L OF
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Cristin;lf. Smclay ke GOONTY
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. MCcElroy, Deutsch;Mulvaney & Carpenter,
700 Broadway LLP
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company
88 Pine Street, 24™ Floor
New York, New York 10005

/

SO ORDEREDs== N / or |
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler eP 2 32 Ow




SUPREME COURT QF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

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

X (Heitler, 1.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No

LESTER T. KNOPP (Deceased) 103373/99

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York
2\»S 2010

MES EDWARDS
MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

torneys for Defendant

FRANK ORTI
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. E U

200 I.U. Willets Road
Albertson, New York 115(F ‘ "“"
(516) 294-5433
SO ORDERED, oct -1 2018
Hon. Sﬁerﬁ(;(lein Heitler
YOS OFFILE

SEP232010




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.8. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 103373/99
Carol Ann Knopp, Individually and as
Administratrix for the Estate of
Lester T. Knopp,
Plaintiff,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & §. Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
_______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,
hereby requests summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,
dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario &
DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims
and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

LED

Dated: Brook]}yn, New York 0cT -1 2010

/L ; 2010
i : NEW YORK
Lt - %NTY CLERK'S OFFICE
Danny R. Kraft Jr, Esqg. stin M. Taiﬁé;Esq.
, P.C, Cullen and D an LLP

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Weitz & Luxenb

Attorneys £ Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

Carol Ann Kndpp, Individually Mario & DiBono Plastering Co,
and as Administratrix for the Inc.

Estate of Lester T. Knopp 177 Montague Street

700 Broadway, 6" Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201
New York, New York 10003 _ (718) 855-9000

Qur File No.: 109824-1

S0 Ordered:

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler C!"Q23201ﬂ




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
ROBERT E. REID, . Index No.: 103692/99
Plaintiff, . Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
: Part30
- against -
:  NO OPPOSITION
A.C. &S, INC,etal, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants. .
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
Plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
g\yS ___,2010

A ;ﬂ_) j
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 3
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
700 Broadway ‘
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10166
(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200 0CT -4 2010
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbex'g\?v

YOR
. S0UNTY CLERKS Opy

SO ORDERED,

Hon, Sherty Kléin Heitler

SEP232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
TNV RE NEW YORK COUNTY 77 NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 103692/99

ROBERT E. REID NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
v\> L 2010
PN P P .
O T Ui
Frank Ortiz, Esq. > | Cristinh Z. Slnw |
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. McEjroy, Deut Mulvaney & Carpenter, |
700 Broadway LLP
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A, O. Smith Water
Products Company
88 Pine Street, 24™ Floor
New York, New York 10005F_|_EE D
SO ORDERED, aN OCT -1 2010
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler NEW YORK

Ogyﬁq GRS OFFIL




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

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

X (Heitler, 1.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No

JOHN FLASHOFSKY SR. (Deceased) 103855/99

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon mnotice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK be and the same are
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York

F\yS 2010
\
| D)
FRANK ORTIZ JAMES EDWARDS
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
200 1.U. Willets Road

tson, New York 11507

(516) 294-5433
FILED

SEP 2312010 0CT -1 2019

___NEW YORK
*OUNTY CLERK'S OFFIGE

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to;
Index No.: 104569/99

LOUIS ZEID NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A. p Smith Water Products Company hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are he

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. ? \ \' E'

Dated: New York, New York A 100 .
g\\v b 2010 et
e 50“ ‘
o~ Pa R h) s
g =R
| -~ {
Frank Ortiz, E¥q. . Sinclaiy; Bsq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. McElrpy, Deuts ulvaney & Carpenter,
700 Broadway LLP

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company

88 Pine Street, 24" Floor

New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K‘l'ei-a)ﬁeitler ~ SFD 2 3 2010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
LOUIS ZEID AND DORIS ZEID, : Index No.: 104569/99
Plaintiffs, : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
: Part 30
- against -
; NO OPPOSITION
A . C. &8, INC,etal, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants. : ' o
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
Plaintiffs’ Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York
s WS ,2010

NAD

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.

“/‘ FEED

ig, LLP

700 Broadway ue, 15" Floor 0cT - 12

New York, NY 10003 ew York 10166 010
(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200 NEW YORK
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Robert A. KeasbGOUNTY CLERK'S OFF it
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherty Ki¥in Heitler

SFP232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ; 10405 9,[ g g
RICHARD ROBBINS and MARIEROBBINS,  :  Index No. 104025/99~
Plaintiffs, . NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- MOTION AND ORDER
+ Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
A.C.ANDS.,INC,, et al., . IAS Part 30
Defendants. :
X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

f{’l wii})
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attomneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &

Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc.

By: . /-""""' ) By: e o e _/

Peter Tambini Scott Harford
700 Broadway 264 West 40™ Street c D
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York IOOIF \ \,.
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 _

q v
0
Dated: New Yoyk, New York K
1[T[206(0 ned ;'90\350“’“3

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Shezy Klin Heitler, J.S.C.

SEP-3 20y 0




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK l
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 1
X

InRe: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X

VICTORIA SOSNOWSKI, Individually and as Executrlx Index No.: 105620/99
for the Estate of WITOLD SOSNOWSKI, :

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

Plaintiff, . Part30
- against - . NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C.&S.,INC,, etal, . MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants. :
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, disrn_fssinD

Plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudicer an& t&é% being
e
ot v E

oRKk
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross- claﬂﬂ%@mﬂ

no opposition thereto,

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without ¢osts.

Dated: New York, New York

N

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. Loring L/ enton, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. nberg Tragfig, LLP

700 Broadway 00 Park Ayéfiue, 15" Floor

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10166

(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co.
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

SEP232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
'INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 105620/99

WITOLD SOSNOWSKI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A, O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F l L E D

Dated: New York, New York
3 \¥ & 2010 ocT -1 2010

NEW YORK
(ST == e

Cristina Z. Sinqu.
McEloy, Deutéelf; Mulvaney & Carpenter,

AN
i’

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.

700 Broadway LLP
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor
New York, New York 10005
I
[ - [/
SO ORDERED, e/

Hon. SherrTKAein‘HBiller

QrpP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\‘;%A; 30

ASBESTOS LITIGATION A
(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: Index No: 106246/99

AUGUST ARRINDELL NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

A\ 2010
ook Qi)

Frank Ortiz, Esq. gé:;)é

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, EYSMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attofneys for CertainTeed Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26™ FL.

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherfy RyHeitler

US_ACTIVE-104362260.1




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY PX%AI'; 20
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A.S. Part
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 106246/99
AUGUST ARRINDELL NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies,
LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

P\¥S 2010
g ‘
N X
Frank Ortiz, Esq. “‘"\\ Craig Blau, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ) REED SMITH, LLP. S
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Dana Compags,al.LL E D .
700 Broadway formerly known as Dana Comporatio
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL.
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022 gcT - 1 2010
(212) 521-5400
NEW YORK
SOUNTY CLERK'S OFEICE
SO ORDERED,
Hon. She eitler

SFR237p1

US_ACTIVE-104364217.1




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

X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X
This Document Relates to:
FRANK COSTELLO

X

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

Index No

106261/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK,

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant,

to Civil Practice Law and Rules

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION

CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York

FRANK ORTIZ
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

ES EDWARDS

@;AUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

ttorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &

6) 294-5433
SO ORDERED, '

on. Shrry ein Heitler —Q Fp 2 3

CONSTRUCTION f‘NL E D

200 I.U. Willets Ro
Albertson, New York 11507

ocT - 1 200

NEW YORK |
2010, v cLERKS OFFICE




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%Al'; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION AN
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 106275/99
ANTHONY CATALINA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies,
LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

E\¥5 2010

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Craig Btau, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P. C REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC,
700 Broadway formerly known as Dana Corporation 0
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FI.\'e
(212) 5658-5500 New York, New York 1

(212) 521-5400 \ 'l“\“

< -
\\)
Pk ek

SO ORDERED, QN\(g\(\S off

Hon. Sherty K. Héitler

US_ACTIVE-104366328.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
......................................... X
This Document Relates To:
Harold Ames
----------------------------------------- x

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

Index No: 106316/99

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
#1325\ \o

D

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attomey for Plaintiff

700 Broadway, 7" Floor

New York, NY 10003

New York, New York 10017

Our File No. 0533%(&)90]_

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry RY Heitler

4105368.1

12010

__ NEW YORK
“OUNTY CLERICS OFFiGE

SFEP232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

SUSAN G. ROSSBACH

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

Index Nof 106763/99) 108914/99

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

against defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
g\ L 2010

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

Cristing Z. Sincl

air .
McElpby, Deutsc&?vaney & Carpenter,
LLP

Attorneys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company

88 Pine Street, 24" Floo |
New York, New York 1 005' L E D

SO ORDERED,

0CT -1 2019
NEW YORK

Hon. Sherry Ki&in Heitler COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC8

SFP23201p




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%A; a0
ASBESTOS LITIGATION AN
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 106872/99
FRANK DENARO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

‘f) , 2010
Frank Ortiz, Esq Christopher W. Healy, Eéq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporatio
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL ,D
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10 ‘—
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400
L
oc! .

SO ORDERED, K \(oﬂ\( Hm'

fry RHeitler Neg_gﬂ\cso =

US_ACTIVE-104278907.1

SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to;

LOUIS FACCIOLO

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice L.aw and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

New York New York
, 2010

’R’DAO:%

Dated:

WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

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

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ﬁ

SO ORDERED,

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

Index No: 106930/99

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

774

Christopher W. Healy, Esq.

REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation
599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

LS O | LE p

ocT - 1 2010

Hon. Sherry K. Heitlef

US_ACTIVE-104278964.1

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICF

SEP23 2019




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

X

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

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No

PAUL KAULFERS (Deceased) 107742/99

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK,

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules :
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: Albertson, New York
g\3¥S 2010

FRANK ORTIZ
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs torneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
200 .U, Willets Road
Albertson, New York 11507

...... (516) 294-5433 F ' L E D

Hon. ein Heitler

SO ORDERED,

ocT - 17200

NEW YORK
~OVINTY CLERK'S OFFlcﬂ

SEP 232010




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.8. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 107913/99
Frederick A. Ioli and Dolores Ioli,
Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & S. Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to (Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,
dismigsing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario &
DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims
and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Brooklyn, New York

2 e

Daffiel P&Blodin, Esq. Jubtin . TaEE;,EQE.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C,. ullen and Dykman LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Frederick A. Ioli and Dolores Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
Ioli Inc.

700 Broadway, 6% Floor 177 Montague StreF '12L1 E
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 1 [)

(718) 855-9000
Our File-No.: 10924QCT - 120m

So Ordered: , NEW YOR
K
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler SEP 2§(2WCLERK'SOFFN.

F




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

Index No.: 107913/99
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

I.LA.S. Part 30
FREDERICK A. IOLI and DELORES IOLI, Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.C. &S, INC, etal.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant KOHLER CO. hereby requests Summary Judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintifs 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 to either party.

Dated: & \S \\o 2010
New York, New York

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE e
SIN HONEY, k.

/\\:’,9 hw " Aw®
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. W Stmoenecholson, Esq. 0 “ e
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant N ‘(Ovts 0??\
700 Broadway Kohler Co. WL gRe
New York, NY 10003 850 Third Avenue, Suite 116 o
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022

W |
SO ORDERED,
Hon™%Herry K. Heitler

SFP 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
————————————————————————————————————— X (Judge Heitler)
This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 107913/99
FREDERICK IOLIT,
Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
—against- MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice
Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint
against defendant BURNHAM 11.C, 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
July 27, 2010

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. CULLEN AND DYKMAN LI
By: g (ﬁéz//ffp By: _

: @%hﬂgyfiéq,wﬂ Dsep Andiolillo, Esqg.
Attorneys for Plaintiff ATtorney or Defendant
Frederick Ioli Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New Yogk lEOD
212-558-5500 718-855-9000 EE i ‘.

File No.: 11084-1
SO ORDERED: ocT - 1 2010

NQNYO$K :
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler c.'o\_'“\n'\(C;\__ERKSOFF‘Gﬁ

Sk 232010




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

X

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

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No

FREDERICK A. IOLI | 107913/99

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: Albertson, New York

5’\ > ‘5 , 2010
FRANK ORTIZ JAMES EDWARDS
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &

20010 wites ros. 2 1 L E D

WAIMHSM, New York 11507
(516) 294-5433 _ 10
SO ORDERED, / oct -1 20

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler RK
NEW YO

OLr 434010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

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

X (Heitler, 1.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No

CECIL H. JACKSON (Deceased) 107918/99

NO OPPOSITION (
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK,

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK be and the same are
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York
?\>S 2010

N‘ A O e
‘-\SZ/LC/ A

FRANK ORTIZ ;
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Artorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.

200 .. Willets Road D

Albertson, New York 1?)7\ \' E

(516) 294-5433

ES EDWARDS

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

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

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No

JOHN HUGHES (Deceased) 107936/99

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: Albertson, New York
2\xS 2010

Lo % [

FRANK ORTIZ JAMES EDWARDS

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.

200 I.U. Willets Road ‘
Albertson, New York ﬂ?“* L E D
) 7 (516) 294-5433
SO ORDERED,

M ) £ ot

SEP232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

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

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No

FRED H. KAUFMANN 108200/99

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK,

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK be and the same are
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York

RO % [

FRANK ORTIZ AMES EDWARDS

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. IMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs orneys for Defendant

700 Broadway SHMAN CONSTRUCTION

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., IN

200 I1.U. Willets Road F ' L E D
Albertson, New York 11507

.294.5433 0cT -1 2010

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sher | NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

FTR232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
SUSAN G. ROSSBACH, : Index No.: 108914/99
Plaintiff, : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
: Part 30
- against - A
:  NO OPPOSITION | .
A.C.&S,INC, etal, . summarvJuoeyeny - £ OF
: MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants. .
X oct -\ 0O
WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A, Keasbey Co. hereby requests summary judgment K
NEW YOR

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321Wi
Plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudic%f*and
without costs. |

Dated: New York, New York
g\rS _ ,2010

L\)"@,J;“‘ A

Frank M. Ortiz, Esg.  _ _\ .
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.

enberg Tedurig, LLP
700 Broadway enue, 15" Floor
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10166

(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co.
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Nlein Heitler ——

Str 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

____________________________________________________________________ (Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 106763/99;(108914/99

SUSAN G. ROSSBACH NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY J
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests
sﬁmmary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition tﬁereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
g\ vl 2010

4,
_f.e"“""-u__./{ Y, PN

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Crlstm# Z. Smclalr/E

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. McEI‘I;,Oy, Deutscly, lvaney & Carpenter,

700 Broadway LLP

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor,” § oy
New York, New York 10005 fe¢ b i‘

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Ki¢in Heitler




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

X

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

X (Heitler, 1.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No

SAVERIO CRISELLA (Deceased) 109505/99

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: Albertson, New York

2\y»S 2010

FRANK ORTIZ MES EDWARDS

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
200 I.U. Willets Road D
Albertson, New York llw‘, » ¥
(516) 294-5433 ‘ L E

SO ORDERED,

Hon, Shéan Heitler Oé‘-\' -4 0%
NEW YORK ¢
. aF i ERK'S OFFIL
~oRITCLER

SFP232010




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

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

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

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 109513/99

Patricia H. Debro, Individually and as
Administratrix for the Estate of
Michael Debro,

Plaintiff,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & 8. Inc., et al., MOTIONM AND ORDER
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,
dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario &
DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claimg
and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

Inc., be dismisgsed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
: , 2010
L = AT T
niel P. Blouin, Esqg. stin M. Tafezﬁﬁéq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Patricia H. Debro, Individually Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
and as Administratrix for the Inc. ' l_ EE [)
Estate of Michael Debro 177 Montague Stree
700 Broadway, 6% Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201
New York, New York 10003 (718) 855-9000 OCT -1 2010
O j o.: 10924-1
NEW YORK
So Ordered: COUNTY CLERK'S OFF

Hon. Sherry . Heitler SEP232010

ICF




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

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

X (Heitler, I1.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No

HOWARD MONTGOMERY (Deceased) <i09676/9;) 104260/97,
111036/98 & 109676/99

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: Albertson, New York

F\anS 2010
NAD X

FRANK ORTIZ "ﬁ ES EDWARDS

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION D

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Succe ii | W |3
Interest to TISHMAN REA
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. \ ?.“\“
200 1.U. Willets Road ocl ~

ertson, New York 11507 w :
(516) 294-5433 N‘:’w\;}?\?s oFFILE

SO ORDERED, | wiY C
Hon. Sherry Kleih Heitler cON

SEP 2312010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

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

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No

HOWARD MONTGOMERY (Deceased) 109676/99, 104
: 111036/98 &(109676/99

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs,

Dated: Albertson, New York ,
F\AS 2010
=NAO X

b, ‘ <a
FRANK ORTIZ “ﬁ JAMES EDWARDS
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ‘ AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION D
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Succe il L E

Interest to TISHMAN REA

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 20
200 1.U. Willets Road ct -\

i ¢ Ibertson, New York 11507 RK ;
{ (516) 294-5433 NEW NO S oFF\UE
IRED, e’ N CLERK
Hon. Sherry Kleth Heitler QOUN
o220 2010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

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

X (Heitler, 1.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No

ROGER L. KASTENHUBER SR. (Deceased) 109754/99

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: Albertson, New York
g\>S 2010

=% [

FRANK ORTIZ AMES EDWARDS
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. a MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

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

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., {C{ LE D
200 I.U. Willets Road ,
Albertson, New York 11507

(516) 294-5433 oct -1 2010

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shegty Klein Heitler NEW YORK

cro 939




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

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

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No

FREDERICK C. HAGEDORN (Deceased) 110087/99

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated; Albertson New York

H—«S , 2010 Lgmaﬁ\
FRANK ORTIZ MES EDWARDS
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. MUTY DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in

‘ Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO. INC E D
200 I.U. Willets Road

JAlbertson, New York 11 O7

(516) 294-5433 (}Cﬂ 1 ?.m
Hon. She#¥ KI2if Heitler YO\:\\(O‘: F\(ﬁ

SO ORDERED,




r L oS

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
: Index No.: 110122/99
This Document Relates to: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
: Part 30
CEDRICP. VOTRA
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A, Keasbey Co. hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
Plaintiff's Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
%’ 2 /

Frank M.brtiz, Esq.‘w Loring I Kenton, Esci’.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. g, LLP

700 Broadway ue, 15" Floor  GCT -1 2010

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10166

(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200 NEW YORK
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Robert A. mmm

SO ORDERED,
Hon. ein Heitler

Sty & 32010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK -
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 1

!
'INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 110122/99

CEDRIC P. VOTRA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A, O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F | L E D

3\»L 2010

pct -1 2010

D B REWORK
A 0/ BhiNTé CLERK'S OFFILE

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ulvaney & Carpenter,
700 Broadway LLP
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company
88 Pine Street, 24™ Floor
New York, New York 100035
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sher'?y'Kl;{in Heitle¥

-2 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
: Index No.: 110954/99
This Document Relates to: : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
: Part 30
XAVIER PRANCKEVICUS
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
Plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with I‘ej‘chmD

without costs.

NORE s
ToddpP-Wi 1111am{ Esq.
Wet Luxenberg, cénberg Turlg, LLP
700 Broadway ' Xvenue, 15™ Floor
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10166
(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co.

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kléin4{eftler

SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK ’

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE] NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

____________________________________________________________________ (Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to: -
Index No.: 111043/98:110973/99

JOSEPH J. TOMAKA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY |
JUDGMENT MOTION AND !
ORDER |

WHEREFORE, defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby .

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F ‘ L E D

Dated: New York, New York
g\x b ,2010

I
= XAE)

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.

- CrlstlnaZ Smchq
McElroy’, Deutsc ulvaney & Carpenter,

¥

700 Broadway * | LLP

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company
88 Pine Street, 24™ Floor
New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED,

/v rd
Hon. ShcrrSL.Kl%‘li{ }(B‘tflér

©2P 2312010




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

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X

ELEANOR SZPARA, as Administratrix for the Estate of Index No.; 110973/99
JOSEPH J. TOMAKA,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

Plaintiff, . Part30
- against - : NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. &S, INC, etal, : MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants. .
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
Plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed withEejdt; aE D

without costs.

ocT -1 2010

Dated: New York, New York
P\PS_ 2010

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. % S Gr nberg g, LLP
700 Broadway {200 Park Kvefiue, 15" Floor
New York, NY 10003 New York; New York 10166
(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co.
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

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

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No

ROBERT E. GARY (Deceased) 112128/99

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F ' L E U

Dated: Albertson, New York

F\YS 2010
N " | 0CT -1 2010
J X A W YORK
. HAMES EDWARDS
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. q MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
200 1.U. Willets Road
Albertson, New York 11507
(516) 294-5433
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Riein Heitler

crn 932010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
'INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

____________________________________________________________________ (Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 112500/99

RICHARD STACHELEK NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules’
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

against defendant A, O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F ‘ L E D

Dated: New York, New York
E\»_,2010 ocT -1 2010
=D Lt

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Cristia 7. szgi}/[z

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. McE}roy, Deu Mulvaney & Carpenter,

700 Broadway LLP

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor
New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED, ‘%%é?%//’

Hon. Sherry Klein Her¥er SEP23 2010
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-
-
-+

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
: Index No.: 112500/99
This Document Relates to: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
: Part 30
RICHARD STACHELEK
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A, Keasbey Co. hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
Plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

D % e

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. ingA. Fénton, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C, enberg Tgaurig, LLP
700 Broadway 00 Park A¥enue, 15™ Floor
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10166
(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co.

SO ORDERED, w——\

Hon. Sherry KItin Heitler F \ L E D

<ED 242010 ocT 01 200




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X
NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

This Document Relates to:

RUTH GOLD (Deceased)

(Heitler, J.)
Index No
112604/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York
FMNCS L2010

P

FRANK ORTIZ

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

-‘_-_\-‘5-\\__

JAMES EDWARDS

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Defendant
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
CORPORATION, as Su s&i!‘_
Interest to TISHMAN Rﬁ

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.

£EO

Hon. Shérrylein Heitler

200 1.U. Willets Road ARLL
Albertson, New York 11507 RK
(516) 294-5433 NEWYOTCOFFICE

SFP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i —
' Index No.: 1 12046/06,@
JAY C. TAYLOR and CLAONA TAYLOR, g 106645/97 -
Plaintiffs, { NO OPPOSITION
. : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER

A.C.&S.INC,, etal.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with pfejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York <

KA 2010

Yt 7 e ST

Matthew T. Maclntyre, Esq. A

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Treadwell Corporation Jay C. Taylor and Claona Taylor
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. E D
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway \L
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 act - A 7010

SO ORDERED, ‘%/ o {?(ec\_ﬁﬂ‘@ OFFICE

Hon. Sherry KleitHeitler

SEP 23 2010 123522233




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 106645/97,
111065/98,

113281/97, 112046/06
JAY C. TAYLOR and CLAONA TAYLOR

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: AD[?E 2010

Ul T e &, : :
Attorneys for Plaintiff Nor(e( L%ta Maria
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor Robert A. Keasbey Co.
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway

I-iéuppauge, NFY i1€8E D

SO ORDERED, / oct -1 W¢
Hon. Sherry Kiein Aditler E \rop‘\( ,

SEP232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK ' k

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: |
| Index No.: 112046/06

JAY C. TAYLOR and CLAONA TAYLOR, § 106645/97
Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
_ | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- | MOTION AND ORDER

A C.&S.INC, et al

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New % l\ﬁew York
=1

, 2010
;s /
/77/40%/ Q@JA 2. 7 Hee S
Klatthew'T. Fairley, Esq. Matthew T. MacIntyre, Esq. J
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Jay C. Taylor and Claona Taylor
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. g i L E D
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway r
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 0CT -1 2010
%/ NEW YORK
SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler SEP AR] 2010

324-8766




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
' (Heitler, 1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

JAY C. TAYLOR and CLAONA TAYLOR,

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

Defendants.

 Index No.: 1 12046/06,
5 106645/97
| NO OPPOSITION

. SUMMARY JUDGMENT

: MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs.

York

Dated: New ‘@;7{ New
,, , 2010

I, 7 Lé,sz

Kerngann ook, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Tishman Liquidating Corp.
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Matthew T. MacIntyre, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs

Jay C. Taylor and Claona T

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. i L E‘ D
700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

-1 2010
(212) 558-5500 oct

NEW YORK

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

2932010

2383-27490




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%Alba 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION bt
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 113028/99
WILLIAM BELAK NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

%{30 12010

RO i (/)//2/

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. , REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 F ' L E U
SO ORDERED, !
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler ocT - 12000
NEW YORK
~OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

US_ACTIVE-104273269.1 S E P 2 3 2010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY PX%A; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION AN
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 113028/99
WILLIAM MICHAEL BELAK NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies,
LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

s\ S . 2010

i
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Craig Bla
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. J REED S TH LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC,
700 Broadway formerly known as Dana Corporatio D
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenu Siz E
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York

(212) 521-5400 Ny

. K
$O ORDERED, db’/ NEW YORY oFFIcE

Hon. Sherfy K. Xdditler ouNTYC\-ER

SEP232010

US_ACTIVE-104364187.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

RICHARD BARTOLOMEO

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

Index No: 113040/99

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
3’1’5:: 2010

Frank Ortiz, Esq

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

(W

Christopher W. Healy, Esq.

REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 10022

(212) 521-5400 F ' L E D

(212) 558-5500
Y

S0 ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

US_ACTIVE-104273237 .1

OCT -1 2010
NEW YORK

SOUNTY CLERK'S Om




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'XCS:AI'; a0
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A-0.
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 113378/99
GEORGE W. ALLEN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies,
LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

g\»5 2010
~OF O
Frank Ortiz, Esq. “ﬁ' Craig Blau, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP,
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Dana Companies, LL.C,
700 Broadway formerly known as Dana Cor
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Ave Fg D
(212) 558-5500 New York, New Y *)
212) 521-5400
(212) -4 209
__ oct
SO ORDERED, NEW Y&\:\;o\:\:\oﬂ
Hon. Sherry K. er 0 U\“\‘N

SEP 232010

US_ACTIVE-104364210.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 113378/99

George W. Allen NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
2\ 5 \\o

D

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway, 7" Floor Attorney

New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHRSTERTON C MEWD
150 East 42 E ‘
rk T0017

New York, New 0
Our File No. 05335.00001 1 'Lﬁ\“

| Y/ oct -
SO ORDERED, ‘&4 T NEW “Q@; OFFILY

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler GOUNW CLE

SEF .. 2010

4039714.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I"‘X%All,- 30

ASBESTOS LITIGATION A9 8
(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: Index No: 113378/99

GEORGE N. ALLEN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER '

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
g8\+5 2010

D

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C,

CraigiBlau, Esq.
REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" F
New York, New York 10003 New York, New Y 1‘0& D

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

et - 1 200
SO ORDERED,
GOUNTY
US_ACTIVE-104362249.1 SEP 2 3 20 10




1

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 113379/99

Donald C. Allen NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
3\ >S5\ \0

—

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WILS(jN ELSER, MOS OWITZ,

Attorney for Plamtlff EDELMAN & DICKERLLP
700 Broadway, 7® Floor Attorney forf Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHE c;I‘ERTO COMPANY

150 East 42 Stree

New York H‘)lL E D

Our File No

ocT -1 2010
SO ORDERED,
NEW YORK
GOUNTY CLERK'S

4105339.1




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

X

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

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No
114000/99
JAMES NOLAN COTHRON

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest
to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon mnotice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York F ‘ L E D i

T\»S 2010
~ROX% [ ou -1

FRANK ORTIZ JAMIES EDWARDS - NEWYORK™

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. AHMUTY, DEMERS & GMMINGLERK'S OFFICE
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
200 I.U, Willets Road
ertson, New York 11507
' (516) 294-5433

SO ORDERED, [
: Hon.\Sﬁ:f'ry Klein"Heitler

SFP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 114815/99

Frederick Bobb 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
g\x»s\\o

NRAE

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attomey for Plaintiff

700 Broadway, 7™ Floor

New York, NY 10003

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED, _.-%/ T F ' L E D

Hon: Sherry eitler
TVH OCT -1 2010
SEP 232010 W YORK
N
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFi.,

4105372.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
DAWN QUINN, as Administratrix for the Estate of : Index No.: 115487/99
DONALD C. VINEY, and DAWN QUINN as :
Administratrix for the Estate of ANN MARY VINEY, : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
: Part 30
Plaintiff,
: NO OPPOSITION
- against - : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER
A.C. &S, INC, etal,
Defendants. :
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
Plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York f
EAY /

Frank M. - ‘ " LoringA. Fenton, Fsq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Grgénberg Tpaurig, LLP -
700 Broadway . 0 Park Adenue, 15 Floor ocT - 12010
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10166 NEW YORK
(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200 Wamm
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Robert A, Keasbey Co.
SO ORDERED,

SFP232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY ™~ 77777777 NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:

Index No.: 115487/99

DONALD VINEY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant A, O. Smith Water
Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are herB

FILE

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York act -1 2010
2\¥»& 2010 ORK
NEW Y OFFICE
%\%O& R mﬁm
Frank Ortiz, Esq. = | Cristing Z. Sincl
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. y | McElroy, Deut ulvaney & Carpenter,
700 Broadway LLP
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor
New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shmei ¢
QFP 227010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

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

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No
115493/99

ALEX LASKOWSKY (Deceased)

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest
to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against.
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F ‘ L E D

Dated: Albertson, New York

8\»S 2010 oct -1 200
'—\Qz\ f) j(‘ - L —j'm‘“few, SAKS OFFIE
FRANK ORTIZ E . @{MES EDWARD
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &

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

Albertson, New York 11507

(516) 294-5433

SO ORDERED, e
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler <r~737010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

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

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No
116768/99

THOMAS FUGATE (Deceased)

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest
to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: Albertson New York
bora m—g , 2010

O X%

FRANK ORTIZ wTX JAMES EDWARDS

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ‘ HMUTY, DEMERS & Mcﬁ i

Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant E D
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as SuccessorGT < 4 2010

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &

CONSTRUCTION CWEW YORK

I.U. Willets Road CLERKC
Albertson, New York 11507 8 OFFi &'

(516) 294-5433

SO ORDERED, SEr 232010

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

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

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No
116769/99
WILLIAM G. FULLER (Deceased)

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest
to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York

/T\/S%\Qk A ‘ZLS
FRANK ORTIZ ES EDWARDS
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. _ MUTY DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCT F l] L E D
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Succe®so

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. ocT -1 zm'
0 1.U. Willets Road

Albertson, New York 11507 NEW YORK

(516) 294-5433 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SEP 2312010

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

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

X (Heitler, 1.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No

WALTER L. CLEGHORN (Deceased) 117 H 99, 111061/98

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest
to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York
F\eS 2010

P L . ,

FRANK ORTIZ ES EDWARDS

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ' orneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCﬂy

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Success i1L

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & E D
CONSTRUCTION CO., IN§z1 _
200 1.U. Willets Road 1 20p

, o, New Yok 11507
/ (516) 294-5433 %UNTV g,t_"éyoﬁk
SO ORDERED, C AK'S Opg,
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler SEP23 2010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
X (Heitler, 1.)
This Document Relates to:
Index No

WALTER L. CLEGHORN (Deceased) 111061/98
& 117710/99

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest
to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York
¥ , 2010

)

FRANK ORTIZ
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUC 1;1’
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Success rL E D
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., Il\@er -
200 1.U. Willets Road 1 2019
ew Yogk 11507
(516) 2945433 E{g oo

0

Hon. Sherry Klein Heidler SEP 2 32010

SO ORDERED,




X.:/cases/FBW37193/legal/NOSIM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X Index No.: 117282/99
JOHN GARY,
Plaintiff{(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
-against- ORDER
AC. &S, INC. NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
Defendant(s).
X

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

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

prejudice and without costs.

S0

Frank Ortiz, Esq. a Malikzay, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C: ARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant L
180 Maiden Lane FULTON BOILER WORKS

New York, New York 10038 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10@6‘ | E D

(212) 313-3600

SO ORDERED, oct - ! 70W

Hon. Sherry Klelh-Heitld§ > 1 g 2010

YORK
g oieRks O
P




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, I.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 117930/99

Peter H, Aranson NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
g\ xS Vo

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney for Plaintiff

700 Broadway, 7™ Floor

New York, NY 10003 W, |
150 East 42™ Street FVTT E D

New York, New York 10017
QOur File No. 05335.00001

A ocT -1 2010
SO ORDERED, “ NEW YORK
H . Heitler COUNTY CLERKS OFFIL

St 010

4105371.1

s



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

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

X (Heitler, 1.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No
118267/99
MANUEL MARCOTE

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest
to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York
F\ , 2010

N T i -
O gj(‘ | T,eN wS
FRANK ORTIZ JAMES EDWARDS -
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. AMUTY, DEMERS & MéRTANUS

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

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
200 1.U. Willets Road

. Albertson, New York 11507

(516) 294-5433

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherr§ Kiein Heitler

EP232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

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

X (Heitler, 1.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No
118951/99

ALFRED J. COGNETTI (Deceased)

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest
to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. E‘ L E D

Dated: Albertson New York

BNXS 2010 gct - VW
~NAE < e ony
CLERKS
FRANK ORTIZ ‘ﬁ— JAMES EDWARDS
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs rneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
200 I.U. Willets Road
ertson, New York 11507
(516) 294-5433
SO ORDERED, (

Hon. Sherry Klein Ykitler

SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY  NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' ILA.S. Part 30

i (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i

Alfred M. Rokitka and Geraldine Rokitka; Index No.: 119721/99

Plaintiff,
-against-

A.C.&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

\Q;/\/é@ ,2010
Philip £ {%ch-)urke, Esq. Michael Fanelli,TEsq.
Attorndy for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff
Peerless Indusiries, Inc., Alfred M. Rokitka and Gerane‘(cth D
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
199 Water Street, Suite 2500 700 Broadway 10
New York, New York 10038-3516 New York, New York 10003 OC‘ -1 20
(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500
NEW YORY rriur
SO ORDERED, GOUNTY CLERKS
- Hon. Sherry Klet™ Heitler
g,z’f@_w"
RECEIVED
SEp SEP 15 2010
23 201p
PART 30

4828-3398-5285.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
----------------------------------------- x
This Document Relates To: Index No: 120254/99
Joseph R. Mitchell NO OPPOSITION |
SUMMARY |
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
----------------------------------------- X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
AT

}

N

Frank Ortiz, Esq

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney for Plaintiff

700 Broadway, 7" Floor

New York, NY 10003

150 East 42™ Street

- New York, New Yridig0 t u

Our File No. 05335.00001

oct -1 20
SO ORDERED, M v W YORK
“Sherry K. Heitler NE
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIGE
SEF 232010
4105387.1

[



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'AY%A:; %

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 0. art
(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: Index No: 120272/99

BERNARD REOME, SR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies,
LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. ‘— E D
Dated: New York, New York F ‘
#\>-5, 2010 o - 200
NORK
el Cowes
‘-\SOO Q g
Frank Ortiz, Esq. \ Craig @lgu, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC,
700 Broadway formerly known as Dana CorPoratlon
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26™ FL.
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022

(212) 521-5400

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry’K. Heitler

L4
V"I

232010

US_ACTIVE-1043684240.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :“X%A"; 30

ASBESTOS LITIGATION A0, a
(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: Index No: 120272/99

BERNARD REOME, SR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
g\1S , 2010

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Craig 8lau, Esq.
REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

FILED

ocT - 12010

NEW YORK
COWNTY CLERK'S OFFICF

SO ORDERED,

US_ACTIVE-104362344 1

froog 2010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

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

Index No ‘ .
122189/99, ¥21345/99 ,

DANIEL M, MAUPIN (Deceased) & 107599/00

This Document Relates to:

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest
to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN

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

without costs. F ‘ L E D

Dated: Albertsori,\ New York
RS , 2010 2\}‘\“
oct <

AN
,gm {\“ - X ORY
FRANK ORTIZ B TAMES EDWARDS N O
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. \ MUTY, DEMERS & McMXNUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs ' _Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
200 I.U. Willets Road
Albertson, New York 11507
(516) 294-5433

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler Qf: D 2 3 20 10

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

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

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No
121982/99

RUDY H. LAUFER

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest
to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN

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

without costs. F ‘ ‘_ E D

Dated: Albertso New York A 7010
‘ , 2010 oCl
A~ | QW YORK R
B QUK
FRANK ORTIZ . JAMES EDWARDS
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C, HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
200 I.U. Willets Road
Afbertson, New York 11507
(516) 294-5433
SO ORDERED, .o
Hon. Sherry Kl\ém Heitler nen 2 3 2010

—




SUPREME ICOURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

1

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

S

-
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: ..
: Index No
PHYLLIS G$CH, as Executrix for the Estate of MICHAEL 112375/02
GACH and VHYLLIS GACH, Individually
NO OPPQOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

|

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in tbe above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plbintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in tmiﬂs action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDEiRED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defeﬂdant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

paten: | &/k 2010

W Cﬁu,/hffc/f—«/\ ]

Attorneys for Plaintiff Andrew M. Warshauer
\7/\(/)%“; r% al\_;vt: b?;g\ ; Attorneys for Defendant
- Robert A. Keasbey Co.
New York, N | 10603 Weiner Lesniak LLP
| 888 Veterans Memorial Highway
| Hauppawae, NY 11788

: ‘ = 4"
SO ORDERED, A ocr
| Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 2010

NEW vo,
COuUNTY CLERKZKOFFICEI

| SEP 232010

="




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

o

!

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

o

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
1 Index NK121985/99 )
1 570

PHYLLIS GACH, as Executrix for the Estate of MICHAEL
GACH and PHYLLIS GACH, Individually

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

—

WHEW{QEFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above eﬁtitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ corﬁplaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and
there being no opposition thereto,

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

DATED: Z/ & , 2010

() e

C\t/tqtrn?lifor H’lgintiff Andrew M. Warshauer
ez & Luxenber Attorneys for Defendant
th floor BMCE Inc.
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP
‘ 888 Veterans Memorial Highway

Hauppauge, NY 117%
FILED

ocT - 7010

N ‘\;’UHK
ooumif L ERKS OFFICH

SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YO

RK

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

This Document Relates|to:

JOHN MADDI (Deceased)

X (Heitler, J.)

C 122059/99) 100804/97,
113280/97 & 111073/98
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE

X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in

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

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

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

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO.,

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants,

INC. with prejudice, and there being no

all claims and cross-claims against

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

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

FlLED

without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York

3\-5

, 2010

in

FRANK ORTIZ

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs |
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

~N

ocT - 1 2010

NEW YORK
NTY CLERK'S OFFIiL*

JAMES EDWARDS

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Atjorneys for Defendant
HMAN CONSTRUCTION
CORPORATION, as Successor in

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
200 I.U. Willets Road
Albertson, New York 11507
(516) 294-5433

SEP232010




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.8. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
Thig Document Relates to: . Index No,: 109854/02
Philip Mule and Cynthia Mule, Index No. ¢ 122078/99
Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & 8. Inc., et al., _ MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Burnham LLC, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice
Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plainﬁiffs' Complaint
against defendant Burnham LLC, with prejudice, and there being
no opposition theréto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims
and cross claims against defendant Burnham LLC, be digsmissed

with prejudice and without cogts.

Dated: Brooklyn, New York _
1 , 2010

' =7 ’/;;?Zi;j:;;;%;7_//’///

: T&ﬁﬁini,(Eéq. gﬁﬁfln MY Taf;éiﬂgf
Weitz & Luxenberyg, P.C. llen and Dy¥flan LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Philip Mule and Cynthia Mule Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6% Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New

(718) B855-9000 LOE D

” Our.File No.: 11084 1
£
.."

0CT -1 2010
Hon. SHerry\KX. Heltler
NEW YORK
éﬂﬂ\m CLERK'S OFFICE

830 Ordered:




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.8. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 109854/02
Philip Mule and Cynthia Mule, Index No.¢ 122078/99
Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & 8. Inc., et al., - MOTION AND QRDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.  Inc.,
hereby requests éummary judgment- in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice‘ Law and Rulesr Section §3212,
dismigsing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario &
DiBono Plastering Co, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

‘Dated: Brooklyn, New York
o alpo ., 200 2
/T %7
Pet mbini, Esqg. g;?ZEn M\ Tafe/ Es
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. len and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Philip Mule and Cynthia Mule Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
700 Broadway, 6% Floor Inc.
New York, New York 10003 _ 177 Montague Streifr l
Brocklyn, New Yor 1 2‘; EE

(718) 855-9000

Our File No.: 10924_&0
g T~ 1amp
So Ordered: /%

' NEW vg,
Hon. Sherry XK. Heitler RK
S p 2 3 MPLERKS Orry




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 117873/03

RICHARD W. MITCHELL and HELGA MITCHELL 109249100 ?
122185/99 ‘

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and
there being no oppaosition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

DATED:  Sept 2 ,2010

d S/ | A\
Attorneys for Plaintiff = f:cncel Fames\: ulie Jer o
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorngys for Defendant

700 Broadway - 7th floor BMCE Inc

New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memagial Fighw
Hauppauge, NY 11 BT{E D

SO ORDERED
1 - NEW YORK ;
Hon. Sherry KleliHetitler iy CLERKS OFFICE
sgp 23 20M |

"TTo32018




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 117873/03

109249/00
22185/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

RICHARD W. MITCHELL and HELGA MITCHELL

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.
ge,P+ 2‘ '

% NWA

DATED: , 2010

Aftorneys for Plaintiff — ¢\ wae\ Taec\:
Weitz & Luxenberg

700 Broadway - 7th floor

New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sherry Klelh

Julie L/Mer

Attorneys for Defendant

Robert A. Keasbey Co.

Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 117873/03
RICHARD W. MITCHELL and HELGA MITCHELL 109249/00

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED:  _Seor 2. ,2010
m__
[ Attorneys for Plaintiff = M chiad Tamll Julie L]Mer

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

Attorneys for Defendant
Lockheed Martin Corp.

Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

SO ORDERED, F ‘ L E D ‘

Hon. Sherry Ki&inHeitler

NEW YORK FFlCé
P AT




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

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

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No

2189/99) 121345/99

DANIEL M. MAUPIN (Deceased) & 107599/00

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest
to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F ‘ ‘,. E D

Dated: Albertson, New York

WS 2010 70\
B 0(‘;‘ - A
- Neﬁ YO\QS OFF‘U
FRANK ORTIZ ﬁ JAMES EDWARDS UNTY R
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
200 1.U, Willets Road
Albertson, New York 11507

(516) 294-5433

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler QF D 2 3 2010

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
'INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY 77777 NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to;

Index No.: 122334/99
ROBERT JAMES PURDY III NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant A, O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

g\ 2010
f&vjf\ ™ £
XA/ (e

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Cristina Z./Sinclair

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. McElroy, Deutsch, ulvaney & Carpenter,

700 Broadway LLP

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water

Products Company \

88 Pine Street, 24™ Floor Y
New York, New York 10005 ‘ g Q Y

Hon. She Heitler “ o 109 Ofv\(ﬁ'

SO ORDERED,

QF"“'\ -~ ”Wﬂ? w)




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK ;

COUNTY OF NEW YORK !
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
: Index No.: 122334/99
This Document Relates To: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
: Part 30
ROBERT JAMES PURDY, Il
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
Plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prc_]udlce and

=D

without costs. F

Dated: New Ygrk New York
—_ 81_:\ ¥ § ,2 0
A j‘ :
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. “ﬁ‘ i
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. eenberg urlg, LLP

700 Broadway 200 Park A¢enue, 15™ Floor i
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10166 |
(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200 3
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. :
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kdein Heitler

SEP 232010 |




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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I[.LA.S. Part 30
X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No
122338/99
IRVING F. MARTIN

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest
to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York
v\LS 2010

D K

FRANK ORTIZ ﬁ co

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.

200 1.U. Willets Road

Albertson, New York 11507

(516) 294-5433

SO ORDERED, >
Hon. Sherry Ki2in Heitler

SFP232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

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

X (Heitler, 1.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No
122340/99
WALTER S. KOCZUR

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in ‘
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest
to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York

2\%S 2010
]
NAE =%

FRANK ORTIZ ; JAMES EDWARDS

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANU, - 0‘

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Aftorneys for Defendant ~ %ea ?,,,, t '

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTI

New York, NY 10003 , CORPORATION, as Successor in A 2078
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &C1 ~
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. W YORK

LU, Wi ENY Y
0 Willets Road mﬁww

Albertson, New York 1150F0QU
(516) 294-5433
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry*Klein Heitler SaK 2010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
ILA.S. Part 30
X (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
Index No
122342/99
ROBERT W. FANNING SR. (Deceased)
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER |
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest
to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York

’&éoj{“ < _gILED

FRANK ORTIZ JAMES EDWARDS :

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. AHMUTY, DEMERS & MCMA1¥U§ 1 2010

Attorneys for Plaintiffs orneys for Defendant ac

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION EW yORK

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, s Sumcﬁmsom
Interest to TISHMAN R

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
200 1.U. Willets Road
bertson, New York 11507
(516) 294-5433
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler e 232010




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

X

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

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No

JULIUS PAUL NOSEWICZ (Deceased) 111047/ 11486/98
122602/99

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK be and the same are

FILED

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York ocT -1 2010
2\ S 2010
i . YORK
N o S o

. »n . CLERKS O
FRANK ORTIZ - JAMES EDWARDS
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. AHNMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs neys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.

200 1.U. Willets Road

Albertson, New York 11507

(516) 294-5433

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shertyr-¥lein Meitler

e
et 4
23

e
o3




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

JOSEPH BOVE

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

Index No.: 123465/99
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests

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

3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York New York
£ \S ,2010

/\’O,u@—ﬂg*
<N

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

Attorheys fortP€éfendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company

88 Pine Street, 24" Floor

New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED,

1445546 1

FILED

0CT - 1 2010

SFP 2372010

NEW YORK

COUNTY CLERK'; OrkR &

j
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
ELIZABETH STANDER, as Executrix for the Estate of Index No.: 123615/99
JAMES R. STANDER,
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
Plaintiff, : Part 30
- against - : NO OPPOSITION y
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C.&S., INC, etal, : MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants. .o F ‘ L t D
X
WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. hereby requests summary judgmegCy = 12010

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dlsmlsstlEW YF(‘)‘E‘E O

Plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being
no oppeosition thereto,

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

Dated: New York New York

/8, 2010 j/
M W N\ SLrery rZ - Q/\/Zév
Samugl MCII'OWH , Esq. Lofing I. Fenton, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P. C Greenbgrg Traurig, LLP
700 Broadway 200 P4rk Avenue, 15™ Floor
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10166
(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attomeys for Robert A. Keasbey Co.

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

SEP 232010
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

INRE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No.. 122078/97:

PHILIP MULE and CYNTHIA MULE 123724/9

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

and without costs. F ' L E D

DATED: d""" <7 2010 0cT -1 2010
q;'““"'”” e AT A P b w”""“"““\"‘m;} . (" d |
; o o — “NEW YORK
T . e
Atforneys 467 Plaintiff Julie L
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway - 7th fioor

New York, NY 10003 BMCE Inc.

Weiner Lesniak LLP
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

7y

SO ORDERED, /%

Hon. Sherry Klein Hewler

SEP 232010

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




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK ‘

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
ILA.S. Part 30
X (Heitler, J1.)
This Document Relates to:
Index No
123936/99
PATRICK J. DUNDON (Deceased)
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO
WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest
to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: Albertson New York

3MS 2010
O X% é WED
FRANK ORTIZ ES EDWARDS
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. UTY, DEMERS & McMANUS_ 4 10\
Attorneys for Plaintiffs rneys for Defendant C‘ - '
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION JORK 0\;;\(.&
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in™NE \.E“\Q

Interest to TISHMAN REA ﬁéﬁ
CONSTRUCTION CO., I
200 1.U. Willets Road
Albertson, New York 11507
(516) 294-5433
SO ORDERED, (

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

SFP232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

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

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No
125070/99
ARNOLD TOM LITTLEWOOD (Deceased)

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest
to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F ‘ L E D “

Dated: Albertson, New York
e\ vS 2010

D %
N

ocT - 1 2010

WYORK
| — oV GLERKS OFFICE
{MES EDWARDS
MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

FRANK ORTIZ

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Aftorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
200 I.U. Willets Road

Albertson, New York 11507

(516) 294-5433

Hon. Sherry KMin Heitler SEP 232010

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

------------------------ T e m e A ke wmEmuw . --- x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 125073/99

Virginia M. Burns NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY |
JUDGMENT ]
MOTION AND 1
ORDER

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
FALS \\o

LD

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney for Plaintiff

700 Broadway, 7™ Floor

New York, NY 10003

150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017

Our File No. 05335&00‘ L E D

SO ORDERED, ocT - 1 2010

SEP 232010 gw.gm

. Heitler

4105379.1

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 125074/99
JUDITH HASELEY BROOKS, Individually and
as Proposed Executrix for the Estate of ]
RICHARD W. BROOKS NO OPPOSITION ?
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby sed with
prejudice and without costs. 'B

DATED: y I% , 2010 oct -1 2010
NE YORK
AL T H LZ,Z; 0 /w‘c?&‘*ﬁ
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Julle . Mer
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor Robert A. Keasbey Co
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

S0 ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K

SEP 232019




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 125074/99

JUDITH HASELEY BROOKS, Individually and as

Proposed Executrix for the Estate of RICHARD W.

BROOKS NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F ‘ L E D

DATED: %t‘{ 2010 ot - A 200
Y. 7 7. m Qw /bl FIE
Attorneys for Plaintiff Andrew M. W%ah‘.l‘e“r

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

Attorneys for Defendant
Lockheed Martin Corp.

Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherny Kleir Heitler

erp 372010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 125074/99

JUDITH HASELEY BROOKS, Individually and as

Proposed Executrix for the Estate of RICHARD W.

BROOKS NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby réquests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and
there being no opposition thereto,

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

DATED: Q/ 4 12010

ﬁ%bﬁZHZ%;uZZi; (1L4;/%WCQ/0L,\J//

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Weitz & LLuxenberg

700 Broadway - 7th floor
New York, NY 10003

Andrew M. Warshauer
Attorneys for Defendant

BMCE Inc.

Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway

Hauppau? I\‘Y l:l?ﬁ D

SO ORDERED, d ocT -1 2010
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

NEW YORK
GOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SEP 23201




X.:/cases/FBW39157/legal/NOSIM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X Index No.: 125074/99
RICHARD W, BROOKS,
Plaintiff{(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
-against- ORDER
A.C. & S., INC. NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
Defendant(s).
X

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

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

prejudice and without costs.

s\a\\o

’E;Q»@

“Frank Ortiz, Esq. SuzMalbardfér, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG;®.C. BA TIERNAN & M L E D
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
180 Maiden Lane FULTON BOILER WORKS 2000
New York, New York 10038 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor ¢t -1
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10006 YORK
(212) 313-3600 NEW OFFILF
CLERKS
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry KI¥in-Heitler
crn 927010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

PETER ACKERMAN

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

Index No: 125795/99
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies,

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

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

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
£\ S 12010

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

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

REE SMITH LLP

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC,
formerly known as Dana Cor oratlon

599 Lexington Avenue, 26 F

New York, New York t. E D
(212) 521-5400

Attorneys for Plaintiff

SO ORDERED,

0

700 Broadway
Hon. Sherry K. Meitler

US_ACTIVE-104364177 .1

cOUNTY OIE

YORK
NEW aics OFFICE



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'XCS’A:__; a0
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A-9. Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 125795/99
MARIO ANTHONY ARDUINI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY |
JUDGMENT MOTION AND !
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies,
LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all ¢laims and cross claims against
defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

g \ -5 , 2010

N
Frank Ortlz Esq. Craig Bldu, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. \ REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC,
700 Broadway formerly known as Dana Cor oratuon
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022

(212) 521-5400

SO ORDERED, W‘ F ' L E D

Hon. Sherry K.*Heitler
OCT -1 201p

SEP 232010
NEW YORK

US_ACTIVE-104364183.1 CLERK'S e




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

Index No, 104483/00
CARLO BRISCOLI and DONNA BRISCOLI 125798/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

£

oATED: ‘il 2ot |
P HINE X 7%@ / D

Attorneys for Plhintiff Samwe; Mg ivow itz Colleen M. Cronin

Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor Aifameys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP
888 Veterans Memorial Highwab ‘

Haupp?uge, NYF1 ‘7?_ E

SO ORDERED, W oct -+ 100

Hon. Sherry Kiein Heitler

SFP 2372010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 104483/00
CARLO BRISCOLI] and DONNA BRISCOLI 25798/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Ly
DATED: (gi‘ L (0 , 2010

MW AN/

Attorneys for Plaintiff §qmye| Mefowitz Colleen M. Cronin

Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor ﬁgggﬂ:ﬁg f&;gﬁfeggg_'t
New York, NY' 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP
888 Vetefsl\!vlﬁo% @way:
Hauppaude, NY T1
(Tl ocT - 12000
SO ORDERED, nEw YORK
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler ¢ et o SLUERK'S OFHOe

war 2R ZOTU




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK &/

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
| Index No.: 104483/00{125798/99
CARLO BRISCOLI and DONNA BRISCOLL, |

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
_ | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- | MOTION AND ORDER
A.C. &S.INC., et dl.
Defendants.

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

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

Dated: NGWJTrk New York
- :1 2010

e S £
A A K

ot L gpiipgm B2 u
- Samuel M. Meirowitz, Esq. E
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs E D
Patterson Pump Company Carlo Briscoli and Donna Bri 11‘ L
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway .1 2010
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 OCT
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500
GOUNW c\_ERKS OFF\bF

SO ORDERED,

454-0918

SEP23 2018




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION + LA.S. Part 30
i (Heitler; J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

' Index No.: 104483/004125798/99

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION

CARLO BRISCOLI and DONNA BRISCOLI,

. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S.INC, et al.
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

%l X 2010
fy
i / .
A : ..’,:?‘/, ‘> PR
i [ Tasbign b ’ / ' A.f: ,f"’;’wd " =~Z L0
: Samuel M. Meirowitz, Esq. ' -
'! , Attomey for Plaintiffs
ourter & Comtpany, Inc. Carlo Briscoli and Donna Briscoli
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 FIL ED
(212) 509-3456 ’ (212) 558-5500
"(@/ 0CT -1 2010
SO ORDERED, - / NEW YORK
Hon. Sherry Rlein Heitler COUNTY CLERK'S OFFi+

1122-10108

P23 201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  LA.S. Part 30

! (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

CARLO BRISCOLI and DONNA BRISCOLI,
Plaintiffs,

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

Defendants.

' Index No.: 104483/00(125798/99 _

| NO OPPOSITION
| SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant,

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs.

Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary

Dated: Nev@(o k, New York
Q N, 2010
fﬁf 4 ,:f‘? /
_ ind it 25 20
/ Samuel M., Meirowitz, Esq. & : ,
Attomey for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs \
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Carlo Briscoli and Donna Briscoli

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway

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

FILED

oct - 1 200

NEW

(212) 509-3456 /

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

cro 23201

283-26072AK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY  NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

. (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
i Index No.: 104483/00,125798/99

CARLO BRISCOLI and DONNA BRISCOL],

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION

) SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER
A . C.&S.INC,, et al.
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there

being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs.

Dated: Ne [)I’k New York
“{% , 2010

H’ "(l?/f// L K
/quuZ( j”,(/f/éﬁ/u/ﬁ/ P gt 23 Ly

ifer A. Fuschetto, F Samuel M Me1row1tz Es¢1 Lo
At ey for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs ¢
Treadwell Corpdration Carlo Briscoli and Donna Brisc
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P L E D
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 2010
(212) 509-3456 / (212) 558-5500 oct -
NEW YORK
SO ORDERED, GOUNTY CLERKS OFFICE,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

2312010

1235-9594




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
i Index No.: 104483/00,125798/99

CARLOQ BRISCOLI and DONNA BRISCOLI,

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION

, . SUMMARY JUDGMENT

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S.INC, et al.
Defendants. 5

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Y~o k, New York

[ 27,2010

7)@ — b= . J'M m.// d ; n‘«‘é M”‘*} }, ,K.,“.: _,: 17, df
Matthew T. Fairley, Esq. Samuel M. Me1row1tz Esq./ / «
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Carlo Briscoli and Donna Briscoli
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ‘ L E D
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 1 2010
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 0ct -
17 NEW YORK
o ; &

SO ORDERED GOUNTY CLERKS <. EEIA

Hon. Sherry Kleif Heitler

SEPR32010 326-5110K




0 'GINAL

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

X
IN RE:NEW YORK CITY :
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

3( Index No. 99/125872
This Document Relates To: :

NARDA MCHUGH, Individually and as Executrix :

of the Estate of JAMES MCHUGH, : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION !
Plaintiff, : AND ORDER
-against-

A.C. and S., Inc., et al., Including MAREMONT
CORPORATION,

Defendants. :
X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

? , [5,2010
Michael J. Croce, Esq. Peggy L. Pan, Esq. f
JOHN C. DEARIE & ASSOCIATES KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & ‘
Attorneys for Plaintiff FRIEDMAN LLP 0CT -1 2010
515 Madison Avenue, Suite 1118 Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10463 1633 Broadway NEW YORK
(718) 543-1100 New York, New York 10018 CLERK'S OFFICE

(212) 506-1700

SO ORDERED, %
SEP 232010

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ‘
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY t NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION [LA.S. Part 30

. (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '; "
 Index No.: 110127/98,00692/00
RICHARD J. TEMPLETON, :

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
_ | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- ' MOTION AND ORDER
AC & S,INC., et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this
action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York
5 \S , 2010

O

Frank Ortiz, Esq. %
| Attorney for Plaintiffs )
Tishman Liquidating Corporation Richard J. Templeton F 1 %_ E D
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, NY 10003 oct -1 2010
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500

< NEW YORK
@/ o GOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kleth Heitler

SE P-z.ﬁ ’231@ 2383-0001

N0012565-1




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 102468/00
JOHN G. PALASZYNSKI and MAUREEN
PALASZYNSKI
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

DATED: 9%9/3 , 2010

Attorneys for Plaintiff Andrew M. Warshauer

Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor lg}\tno(;rée?/:cfor Defendant

New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP
888 Veterans Memorial Highway

Hauppauge,F’ ‘1E8E D

SO ORDERED, (% ocT -1 2010

Hon. Sherry Klein Hettler NEW YORK
oouNTY CLERK'S OFF“JF

SEP 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 102468/00
JOHN G. PALASZYNSKI and MAUREEN
PALASZYNSKI
NO OPPCSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: 3/93 , 2010

Attorneys for Plaintlff §

Andrew M. Warshauer

Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor f‘g;:ﬂggz E;Et);f%n:rznt
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge NY 11788

FILED

SO ORDERED, W
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler oct - 0

SEP 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 102468/00
JOHN G. PALASZYNSKI and MAUREEN
PALASZYNSKI
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: d&g , 2010

QW /.G

Andrew M. Warshauer

Weitz & Luxenberg

700 Broadway - 7th floor Attorneys for Defendant

New York NY 10003 Robert A. Keasbey Co.
ew rork, Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway

Ha-L.lppauge, N?1 “7t E D

SO ORDERED, ocT -1 2010
Hon. Sherﬁ'ﬂeih Heitler
I YORK
e FricE

SOUNTY CLERKS O

Attorneys for Plaintiff

SEP 232010




X. /eases/FBW39962/legal/NOSIM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X Index No.: 102468/00
JOHN PALASYZNSKI,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
-against- ORDER

A.C. &S, INC. NYCAL

[.A.S. Part 30

Defendant(s).
- X

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

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs. e

AR

£ M. Halbardicr, Esq.
MCTIERNAN & MOORE
for Defendant

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C*
Attorneys for Plaintiff

180 Maiden Lane
New York, New York 10038
(212) 558-5500

/U

FULTON BOILER WORKS
2 Rector Street, 14™ Floor
New York, New York 1
(212) 313-3600

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler

*

or

bt e

232018




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ! LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ; . .
i Index No.: 102768/00
NICHOLAS SANTORA and FLORENCE §
SANTORA, ;
' i NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
_ i MOTION AND ORDER
-against- :
A.C.&S.,INC,etal.
Defendants, |

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in

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

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being

no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Dated: New York, New York

, 2010

/24
7/

Y S>>

Danny R. Kraft, Jr., Esq.

Attomey for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Kentile Floors, Inc. Nicholas Santora and Florence Santora
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LLUXENBERG, -
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York IO(P L E D
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 l
SO ORDERED, /// ocT -1 200
Hon. She ein Heitler NEW YORKo'gp
NTY CLERK'S 1
mﬂ 2082-1089

SFP232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S, Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)

This Document relates to: ;
+ Index No. 102783/00
THOMAS J. CRUGER, SR. and BARBARA CRUGER,

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., (incorrectly plead as Peerless Heater
Co., 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 prejudlﬁn ithout

costs,

Dated: New t;)’rl;, New Y;)(r)lio E\N JORK
v e

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. PeterT' ﬁﬁﬁi, Esq. }

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff

Peerless Industries, Inc., THOMAS CRUGER and BARBARA CRUGER

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LLUXENBERG, P.C.

199 Water Street, Suite 2500 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10038-3516 New York, New York 10003

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein

1863-19695

4836-8677-8630.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30

! (Heitler, J.)

This Document relates to: ;
i Index No. 102783/00

THOMAS J. CRUGER, SR. and BARBARA CRUGER,

Plaintiff,
-against- ;
+ NO OPPOSITION
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants. 5

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., (incorrectly plead as Peerless Heater
Co., 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 preiudlce aE ﬁut :

costs.
Dated: New York, New York VORK
— 1{ 2/@ 2010 ~GoUNTY G ERK'S OFFILE

Z% / Y A A i .

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. PetesT m, Esq. /

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff

Peerless Industries, Inc., THOMAS CRUGER and BARBARA CRUGER

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITI LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

199 Water Street, Suite 2500 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10038-3516 New York, New York 10003

(212) 232-1300 21 <5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

1863-19695
SEP 232010

4836-8677-8630.1
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30

! (Heitler, J.)

This Document relates to: ;
i Index No. 102783/00

THOMAS J. CRUGER, SR. and BARBARA CRUGER, :

Plaintiff,
-against-
i NO OPPOSITION
A.Q. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,, et al., { SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants. !

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., (incorrectly plead as Peerless Heater
Co., 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.

FILED

Dated: New York, New York
17 2010

I,

g,
-------
.

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Petes T ﬁ‘l‘b’m(i, Esq. NEW YC‘)EK '
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff ARMTY CLERK'S OFF!GQ
Peerless Industries, Inc., THOMAS CRUGER and BARBARA CRUGER

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

199 Water Street, Suite 2500 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10038-3516 New York, New York 10003

(212)232-1300 (212 00

SO ORDERED,

Hon. §ierry Klein Heitler

1863-19695

srp 232010

4836-8677-8630.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY  NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 'I.A.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

WILLIAM A. WAGNER AND ALICE WAGNER,

EIndex No.€103413/00)113177/98

Plaintiff(s) i NO OPPOSITION
' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER
AC. &S, INC, etal,, :
L}
Defendant(s). !

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

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

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

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

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

without costs.

Dated: Nev%‘jork, New York
< 2010

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants
Treadwell Corporation

80 Broad Street ~ 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Petet Tambini, Esq < ——"
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff “E | L E D
William A. Wagner and Alice Wagner

700 Broadway

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

ocT -1 2010
NEW YORK

GOUNTY CLERK'S OFFILF

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

N0010129-]

1235-21916

<FP 232010




éUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY \ NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION '1.A.S. Part 30

! (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: -
Index No 113177/98
WILLIAM A. WAGNER AND ALICE WAGNER,

Plaintiff(s) i NO OPPOSITION
' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER
1
A.C. & S.,INC, etal., : i
1 i
Defendant(s). : I

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

Pes 2010
=
Ke ok, Esq. Peter“Tambini, Esq. l—
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintift
Courter & Company, Inc. William A. Wagner and Alice Wagner
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway | L E D
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

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

gﬂ / 0CT -1 2010
NEW v
SO ORDERED, COUN ORK

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler TY CLERK'S OFF(,

1122-22399

SFP232010

N0010127-1
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X

ALICE WAGNER and WILLIAM A. WAGNER, : Index No. 113177/98
: 103413/00

Plaintiffs,

-against-

A.C. AND 8., INC., et al.,

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, ‘
IAS Part 30 |

X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber

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

thereto, it is hereby:

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
9/2/

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

By:

eter, nt

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

Dated: New York, New York
q(jle(U

/s

SO ORDERED:

5

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

264 West 40" Street F \ L E D

New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400 oct - 1 2010

NEW YORK
o UNTY CLERK‘S OFF‘C'E

i
Hon. Sherry KleirY Heitler, J.S.C.

SEP23 2010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

Index No. 111046/98;
Alice Jane Wagner, as Executrix for the Estate of William 113177/98¢103413/00;
A. Wagner, and Alice Jane Wagner, Individually 100771/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: Jooy 27,2010

AOTAEYSACT Plaintiff—" Andrew M. Warshauer

Weitz Xenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor Rotonn tomabor el
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP
888 Veterans J ;mog l-ﬁxway
Hauppau&; ;Yij;l _
- -1 0
SO ORDERED, s Ak
Hon. Sherry&&in Riditler SRINREY
i - ERKS OFFICE

SEP232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

Index No. 111046/98,;
Alice Jane Wagner, as Executrix for the Estate of William  113177/98:q03413/00,)
A. Wagner, and Alice Jane Wagner, Individually 100771/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: ucr 27 , 2010

T /Y

C\tltgzzﬁfor Pl,gﬁtjﬁn Andrew M. Warshauer
eitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway - 7th floor Lockheed Martin Corp

New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

SO ORDERED, .
Hon. Sherry K \ itler

SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :"ZCS’A'F-, 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A-0. Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 103594/00
ANTHONY BURZESI, SR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

stz , 2010

XOF (W

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation

700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 F ' L E D

SO ORDERED, % 0

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler CT -1 2010
NEW YORK
ZOUNTY CLERK'S OFFNF

US_ACTIVE-104273424.1

SEP23 201




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :“KCS:A};a 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 103841/00
VENCENZO BASILE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

ft&LO:% &4

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 F '
SO ORDERED, W
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 0CT - 1 2010
NEW YORK
US_ACTIVE-104273263,1 OOUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC+

SEP232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%A:; a0
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A9, Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 104000/00
PETER ACKERMAN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
3\>5 2010

2D,

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Craig/Blau, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. A REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation

700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL.

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 F l L E D

SO ORDERED, . o
Hod_Sweiry § Heitler ocT -1 20

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S QN ..
/1‘

/ US_ACTIVE-104362169.1

SEP 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X‘g‘\:; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION /0.
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 104015/00
MARIO ANTHONY ARDUINI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, :
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all W.Iajv@d cross claims
against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
#\x5 2010

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Craig Bfau, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. : REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation

700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 L E D
SO ORDERED, M—/ : 10
Hon. Sherry Kw oct -1 20
| EWYORK
| oouvds CLERK'S OFFICE
US_ACTIVE-104362176.1
SEP23 2010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :"X%AI'; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A9, Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to; Index No: 104264/00
LOUIS COLLELO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

&fzo 2010
D (%// 2
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Hedly, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 __ (212) 521-5400 F | L E D

SO ORDERED, i 0CT - 1 2010

Hon. Shefry K. Heitl
on. Sherty K. Heitler SEP23ZMNT$‘(E;\:_VEY°RK
RIS OFF+

US_ACTIVE-104273573.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

EUGENE BUCALO

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

Index No: 104338/00

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

%ho | 2010

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

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

D
AN

SO ORDERED,

i

Christopher W. Healy, Esq.

REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 10022

(212) 521-5400 F ' L E D

Hon. Sherry K. Hegitler

US_ACTIVE-104273399.1

SEP232010 -

OCT -1 20

NEW YOR
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE




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

NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :
LA.S. Part 30 .

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ot 0| 04 DR 400

This Document Relates to: Index No; W

MALICK D. BYRNE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
g\sS 2010

NAO X

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. : '

Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

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

2

Craig Blau, Esq.

REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation
599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 10022

212) 521-5400

(
SO ORDERED,
Hon. She “Aeitler

US_ACTIVE-104362222.1

FILED

0CT -1 2010

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
NYCAL

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION tetan . JOU 3 9@.{ 20
This Document Relates to: Index No: 104 0
MALICK D. BYRNE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

S{zo 2010

& 74

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 E D
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 ‘ L
SO ORDERED, a4 oct -1 20W
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler NEW YORK I

GOUNTY CLERKS O

US_ACTIVE-104273433.1
SEP23 201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  LA.S. Part 30

. (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ,
i Index No.{ 104483/00f 125798/99

CARLO BRISCOLI and DONNA BRISCOLI,

Plaintifs, | NO OPPOSITION

. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER
A C.&S.INC, et al
Defendants. 5

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
2010

Samuel M. Meirowitz, Esq.

i/ A &/ 25/20e
v /

Attorney for Plaintiffs
ourter & Company, Inc. Carlo Briscoli and Donna Briscoli
McGivNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 F l L E D
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500
// / OCT -1 2010
SO ORDERED, B/ NEW YORK
Hon. Sherry Rlein Heitler COUNTY CLERK'S OFFK

1122-10108

SFP23 2019




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30

\ (Heitler, 1.)

CARLO BRISCOLI and DONNA BRISCOLI,

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
i Index No.:(104483/00, 125798/99

Plaintifs, | NO OPPOSITION

_ SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S.INC., et al.
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: Nevg&Y[)rk New York

, 2010

JL,/ WM cF'/Z«*/Z "o

Samuel M. Me1row1tz Esg/

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Treadwell Corpodration Carlo Briscoli and Donna Brisc
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P L E D
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 2010
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 oct -1

. NEW YORK K E

SO ORDERED, GOUNTY CLERKS

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

S7~232010

1235-9594




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION { L.A.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

CARLO BRISCOLI and DONNA BRISCOL,

Plaintiffs,
-against-
A.C.&S.INC, etal.

Defendants.

| Index No.(104483/00)125798/99

| NO OPPOSITION
| SUMMARY JUDGMENT
| MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant,

Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs.

NewxYork, New York
. , 2010

Dated:

g, W e

Attorney for Defendant
Tishman Liquidating Corp.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Samuel M. Meirowitz, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Carlo Briscoli and Donna Brlscoh
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F ‘ L E D
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500 oct - 1 200
K
NEW YOR OF

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

<FP 232010 0N

283-26072AK




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index NoX104483/00
CARLO BRISCOLI and DONNA BRISCOLI 125798/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

DATED: %l‘ l (D , 2010

MM Wl 1Y

Attorneys for Plaintiff §4mye] Meifowitz Colleen M. Cronin

Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor f‘gggggg ﬁ;gﬁfeé‘:rz"t
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Vete sll\ﬂﬁog wayi
bR D

Hauppaude, NY

gg%% oct -1 2010
SO ORDERED, . NFW YORK

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler r et GLERKS OFHd
SEP 232010

b




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30

! (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: g
| Index No.: (104483/00) 125798/99
CARLO BRISCOLI and DONNA BRISCOLL, |

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
| | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- | MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S.INC,, et al. '
Defendants. |

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Y1k, New York
gia 5'2,2010
Patd-Ddes o Y ofior

Matthew T. Fairley, Esq. Samuel M. Meirowitz, Esq
Attomney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Carlo Briscoli and Donna ancoh
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F ‘ L E D
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 1 2000
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 oct -

A NEW YORK

OFFICE
SO ORDERED, _ GOUNTY CLERKS
Hon. Sherry Kleir! Heitler
SEP23 2010 324-5110K




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION t LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)

CARLO BRISCOLI and DONNA BRISCOLLI,

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
: Index No.{104483/0(4 125798/99

Plaintiffs, | NO QOPPOSITION
. | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER
A.C. & S.INC,, et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action,

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

M W J’/zz Soro

Samuel M. Meirowitz, Esq.

without costs.

Dated: New Ygrk, New York
, 2010

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs

Patterson Pump Company Carlo Briscoli and Donna BriFll‘ L E D
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & [LUXENBERG, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway -1 200
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 OCT

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

SO ORDERED,

454-0918

SEP23 2019




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: _
Index No{104483/00
CARLO BRISCOLI and DONNA BRISCOLI 125798/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

DATED: [16 2010 |
. ol /1

Attorneys for Plaintiff Samue| Meirow itz Colleen M. Cronin

Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor S&Oélée%lscfor Defendant

New York, NY' 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP
888 Veterans Memorial Highwaa ‘

Haupptjlfge, NYF1 ‘7{ E

1 -1 2010

SO ORDERED, 7 0c
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler ARK
NEW YORS OFFILE

GOUNTY CLERK

SFP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :"Xg“;,a 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION S
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 104718/00
JOSEPH DELEVA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

9], 2010
ZNAE X% 7
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, £sq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff ' Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26™ FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 ED"

212) 558-5500 212) 521-5400 "y _
(212) (212) ?‘ 5‘_ .
SO ORDERED, ' oct -1 0@

Hon. . Weitler
e YORE el
Mﬁ
US_ACTIVE-104278890.1
SEP 232010

e




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :“X%A; 0
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A-9. T
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No; 104722/00
JOSEPH A. DE CICCO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

’ta’&gj ﬁ//ﬁ%

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL. ‘
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 - e 0
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 \,

? \ \ o®

S0 ORDERED, . ot -
Hon. Sherry K.'Heitler D
SFP2R2n  en o

US_ACTIVE-104278875.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :"X%A"; a0
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.9 A
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 105342/00
RONALD R. KENT NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

&2, 2010
NAE =X ﬁ%/ /%
Frank Ortiz, Esq. : Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. _ REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL. _ \
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 \
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 F ‘ L E D :
SO ORDERED, oct - A 08
Hon. Sher itler '
new YORS orrclh
US_ACTIVE-104254332.1 QL' D 2 3 201“




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'XCS’A; 50
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A-9. Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 105885/00
FRANK J. DALY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

s

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
7l 2010

Frank Ortiz, Esq |
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff \ Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26™ FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York New York 10022 e ¢ | D
(212) 5585500 15400 r \
_ 1 200
SO ORDERED, oct
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler RK
Y NEW YFC‘)‘QS O""‘:\("F
NTY CLE
US_ACTIVE-104278867.1 S E P 2 3 2010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\‘X%Ab 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A.9. Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 106174/00
THOMAS HAND, JR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

"2&103% a2

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 £\ L E D
SO ORDERED, oct -1 2010

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

NEW YORK v

US_ACTIVE-104279055.1

SEp2g 201p




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'Kg”‘k 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 106420/00
RICHARD LARSEN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy; Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG P. C REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

SO ORDERED, F\ LE D

Hon. Sherry K Heitlety

US_ACTIVE-104279148.1 NEW YORK | w

SFP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY F‘XCS’A; a1t 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 106483/00
RONALD KLOPFER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

<120, 2010
"v A
D - 74 %
—

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff - Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL. ;
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 ‘
(212) 558-5500 / /12) 521-5400 E D
SO ORDERED, ‘,/QQ/// o0

Hon. Sherry K. Heitley” oct - 11

US_ACTIVE-104254350.1 c ED ?p a 2010 wum c\£




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 106483/00
BARBARA J. KLOPFER, Individually and as Executrix
for the Estate of RONALD W. KLOPFER
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

DATED: Cept 1 ,2010
. 3 _ The——
C\tlto:n?t/sl_for Plglntlff o Fantl Julie L. Mér
€itz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor
New York, NY 10003 BMCE Inc.
ew Yorx, Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highw
Hauppauge, NY 1178

t
SO ORDERED, /%I/—' ottt ~ \ we

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

L}

crp232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 106483/00
BARBARA J. KLOPFER, Individually and as Executrix
for the Estate of RONALD W. KLOPFER
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims’
against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: Q,m— 2 , 2010 ]

W wel F
’ Attorneys for Plaintiff = M.c\ wel Fanell® Julie L. M

Weitz & Luxenberg

700 Broadway - 7th floor Attorneys for Defendant

New York. NY 10003 Lockheed Martin Corp.
ew Tork, Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

FILED

ocT - 12010

NEW YORK
v iNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klei

SEP 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 106483/00
BARBARA J. KLOPFER, Individually and as Executrix
for the Estate of RONALD W. KLOPFER
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

L]

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

DATED:  Sep+ 2. , 2010 ﬂ _,
2, LA _ é—\

Attorneys for Plaintiff ~ ™M .ch el Eaely .

Weitz & Luxenberg Julie L. Me
700 Broadway - 7th floor
New York, NY 10003

Attorneys for Defendant
Robert A. Keasbey Co.

Weiner Lesniak L
888Vefar\s i Wflghway
g

Hauppafige, NY 11788

W “ o€l L
SO ORDERED, ‘ New YORY ooce

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler ~OUNTY G\ERKS

SER232010




ORIGINAL

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

e X

IN RE:NEW YORK CITY :
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X Index No. 106664/00
This Document Relates To: :

GERALD DAY, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION
Plaintiff, : AND ORDER
-against-

A.C. and S., Inc., et al., Including MAREMONT
CORPORATION,

Defendants. :
X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

, 19,2010
” T
Michael J. Croce, Esq. Peggy L. Pan, Esq.
JOHN C. DEARIE & ASSOCIATES KASOWITZ, BENSON, T S&
Attorneys for Plaintiff FRIEDMAN LLP ER'E L E
515 Madison Avenue, Suite 1118 Attorneys for Defendant D
New York, NY 10463 1633 Broadway
(718) 543-1100 New York, New York 100190CT - 1 2p1p
/ (212) 506-1700 NEW YO
SO ORDERED RK
SEP 2 §94MY CLERKS OFFI

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 107269/00
MARIE MALICK, as Proposed Administratrix for the
Estate of GEORGE J. MALICK
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: July 194 2010

WY, T J:h W -
Attorneys for Plaintiff Nofel L-Sta. Maria
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor Lockheed Martin Corp

New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway

Hauppauge, NY #7‘8‘_ E D

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry KlelnYHeltIer ORK |
NEW Y OFFIA

COUNTY GLER\‘Q

SEP 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 107269/00
MARIE MALICK, as Proposed Administratrix for the
Estate of GEORGE J. MALICK
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

DATED: Iely 19 2010

WY 7 e JL:tﬂ
Attorneys for Plaintiff Noftiel L. Sta. Maria
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor BMCE Inc
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway

Hauppauge, NY 11L E D
SO ORDERED, %‘ oct -1 2010

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

gw YORK
w‘: CLERK'S OFFILF

SEP 232010




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

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

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No

122189/99, 121345/99
DANIEL M. MAUPIN (Deceased) & 107599/00

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest
to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F \ L E D

Dated: Albertson, New York

? )» 52010 1 - 200
ef"""\_,,vi%ﬁ/ g QC' o "
.,ﬂ/{ «m«"%- S NE,\Q‘ ;{g\k

FRANK ORTIZ MES EDWARDS T A
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs " . Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION

New York, NY 10003 ‘ CORPORATION, as Successor in

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
200 1.U. Willets Road

Albertson, New York 11507

(516) 294-5433

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler A 5" R 2 3 2010

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :“XCS’A'F-, 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION S a
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: index No: 107875/00
PETER LERUZIC NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and c¢ross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

’r&i@ ' ﬂ/// 72

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy/ Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff " Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400
SO ORDERED, - t D

Hon. Sherry K. Heitlr

oct -

US_ACTIVE-104279153.1 NEW YO&;OFFM

SFP 232010 QQUTY




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%A:;, art 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 108356/00
GEORGE BELL NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

820, 2010

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 F ' L E D
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler ocT -1 2010

NEW YORK
~OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

US_ACTIVE-104273274.1

sep 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%A'F-,a 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (oitier 1)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 108357/00
EDWARD GUNTRIPP NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and croés claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

Db

Frank Ortiz, Esq. \ Christopher W. Healy, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26™ FL.

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400
‘_ - FILED

SO ORDERED,

oct - 1200
NEW YORK
GCOUNTY CLERKS OFFICE

<rp 232010

Hon. Sherry’K. Haftler

US_ACTIVE-104254364.1




|

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
In 111674/00
KATHLEEN MCGRINDER, as Executrix for the Estate of (108357/00

EDWARD GUNTRIPP, and KATHLEEN MCGRINDER,

Indivdidually NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

DATED: 7/2 9 , 2010
Oor v i Cofotoe
Attorneys for Plaintiff Andrew M. Warshauer
\7/\531% r%aLduv)v(z;l?? t% floor( gf\tn%réely;scfor Defendant
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway

Hauppauge, NY 1178 D
) /// _____WF \ L %

SO ORDERED, —/" _— 700
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler oC ‘
NeNIOre ortF

crp 93 20"




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

Index No. 111674/00
KATHLEEN MCGRINDER, as Executrix for the Estate of (108357/00,
EDWARD GUNTRIPP, and KATHLEEN MCGRINDER,

Indivdidually NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: ~/29 2010
D oo S QL& hleon ~
Attorneys for Plaintiff Andrew M. Warshauer
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th flo Lockheed Martin Corp.

New York, NY 10003 | Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

L -\ LED
SO ORDERED, (,»-W, F

— v 1 - 11200
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

oC

2232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Ind 1674/00
KATHLEEN MCGRINDER, as Executrix for the Estate of (¢108357/00

EDWARD GUNTRIPP, and KATHLEEN MCGRINDER,

Indivdidually NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: 7 / 197 , 2010 :
tot — Clrea

Attorneys for Plainti Andrew M. Warshauer

Weitz & Luxenbergfg Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway - 7th ftoor Robert A. Keasbey Co.

New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Higﬁay

HauppaugeFJ\‘ TZBE

ocT -1 200

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler YORK :
NEW
~OUNTY CLERKS OFFCE

2312010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :"X‘S’Ak 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION S a
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 108552/00
SABATO FALCONE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

dgjr //}//ﬁ/

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation

700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL. "o

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 E D

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 F ‘ L ’
-4 00

S0 ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heifler

US_ACTIVE-104278975.1

SEP23 2010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30

 (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
i Index No.{"108845/00)100752/03

CASIMIR R. STASZAK and SLYVIA STASZAK,

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
_ | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- | MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S.INC,, et al.
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
, 2010

Ambfe J. Biandis, Esq.

fenni
ttorney for De Attorney for Plaintiffs
Treadwell Corporation Casimir R. Staszak and Slyvia Staszak
McGivNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ‘ L D
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway F
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 | (212) 558-5500 oct - 1 200
NEW YOF.‘; OFFICE
SO ORDERED, AOUNTY CLERK

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

Ser 2 3 201“ 1235-2254




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :

Casimir R. Staszak & Sylvia Staszak, : NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
v : MOTION AND ORDER

ACand S; Inc., et al.
: Index No.: 108845/00
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Central Hudson Gas & Electric Corporation (“Central
Hudson”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Central

Hudson with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

defendant Central Hudson be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

Dated: New York, New York F ‘ L E D
Vi “Ber - 1200

/% [~ NEW YORKOFFM
L P . - 'y &

/Mattheéw Park, Esq. g

costs.

THOMPSON

WEITZ & LUXENBERG NE LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
700 Broadway 335 Madison Avenue, 12th Floor
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10017
(212) 558-5500 (212) 344-5680
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Heitldr SR ?01 U

194160.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
: Index No.{ 108845/00,/100752/03
CASIMIR R. STASZAK and SLYVIA STASZAK,

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION

_ SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- ' MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S.INC., et al. '
Defendants.

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

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

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

costs.

Dated: New York, New York
(iugmm ,2010
DWW, @/ /}/\/

Robg_f)a.nsh Esq. re J. Bandis, Esq. .
Attorney for Defendant Aftorney for Plaintiffs 5‘ "51( E L4
Qakfabco, Inc. Casimir R. Staszak and SlyF as

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

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway oct -1 o

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 NEW YOR

(212) 509-3456 . (212) 558-5500 GOUN TYEC\-ERKS QFFILr

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry KleMeitler S E P— 2 3 20 10

2571-0001




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :*‘ZCS’A'F-, 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A a
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 108905/00
ARTHUR TAYLOR NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the sarﬁe are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

%/(39 , 2010
(
D e /4
‘-—.—"—/ 4

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 ' (212) 521-5400
FILED

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler oct -1 200

NEW YORK
SFP 2372010 couNTY CLERKS OFFICE

US_ACTIVE-104254373.1




TMc:CC(jpk)

8/6/10

Our File No
5-4642-00

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES
_WITHIN THECITY OFNEW YORK
INDEX NO.
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, : 108905/00
ASSIGNED TO:

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

ARTHUR TAYLOR JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc.
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison
Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims
against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: N ork New York

-

Wl ez fCorh, Esq
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. () BABINECZ, ESQ.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorney foxDefendant
700 Broadway Consolidated Edison Company of New
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc.

4 Irving Place
New York, NY 10003-3598

SO ORDERED: '@\ F \ L E D

Hon. Sherfy R¥gth Heitler act - 200

SEP 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
_ Index No. 117873/03
RICHARD W. MITCHELL and HELGA MITCHELL 0
122185/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this actioh, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: Sepr 2 , 2010
/_/"'—'\"-.._____U
M/ W
i Attorneys for Plaintiff = ™\l Foanll Julie [_7 Mer

Weitz & L.uxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor
New York, NY 10003

Attorneys for Defendant
Lockheed Martin Corp.

Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

SO ORDERED, F \LE D

Hon. Sherry Kléwm. Heitler




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 117873/03
RICHARD W. MITCHELL and HELGA MITCHELL 09249/0Q
122185/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: Sept Z, 2010
2 %
7% NN ()
Aftorneys for Plaintiff - w\ wue\ Tancil: Julie L/Mer
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor Robert A. Keasbey Co
New York, NY' 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sher Kriam




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 117873/03
RICHARD W. MITCHELL and HELGA MITCHELL
122185/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER '

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

DATED: §=g>+ 2 2010

ed YU L/ A

Attorneys for Plaintiff - f.cacel Famerl: Ju"enﬂ
%egtér%al_duv)\j:;tfe;’gl floor SIIC\J(IIOCI;E Iynscxfor Defendant
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP
e TEILE D
oct - 1200
SO ORDERED, Hon. Sherry KlefrHeitler | r:i%:v;i g‘gggo :
sep 2320

"TTo320

!




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

Index No{109383/00
102314/01

CARL KROGER and CAROL ANN KROGER 100787/03
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

DATED: 9/ o0
Q,W,M___::pbc,
//_:;é’ﬂm., W‘
Attorneys for Plaintiff Ahna M. Dil_/onar)do l

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

Attorneys for Defendant

BMCE Inc.

Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

e

SO ORDERED,

RILED

———

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

0CT -1 2010

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFILE

ccn232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

Index NoNJ09383/00
CARL KROGER and CAROL ANN KROGER 102374701

100787/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

DATED: ) I'“’ 12010

- %?’“—7
FhormeySior BT

Weitz & Luxenberg Anna M. DiLohardo
700 Broadway - 7th floor Attdrneys for Defendant

Lockheed Martin Corp.
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

FILED

Hon. Sherry Klein Meitler 0CT - 12010

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFILF

SO ORDERED,




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

Index No<10Q9383/00

CARL KROGER and CAROL ANN KROGER 102314/01
100787/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

DATED: § [1e , 2010

L. m——
Attorn€ysTor Plaintiff Anna M. DiLonardo

Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor Qgg;";f_' ‘;2; a[;%‘;eygim

New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP
888 Veterans Memoria Way
Hauppaug?\l“ U

( & %L‘ — -1 200
SO ORDERED, oCl

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler \(oRK
,-;OuNW G

SEP 232010

o




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 109384/00
ROY COLVERD

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Bucyrus International, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Bucyrus International, with prejudice
in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Bucyrus International, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: qQ ' 2010
. A u,mﬂﬂzg&

174 T
Attornéy4 for PTaintiff Anna M. DiLonardo

Early & Strauss Attorne
; ys for Defendant
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor Bucyrus International

P.O. Box 3601 . ;
Weiner Lesniaiglal
New York, NY 10017 888 Veterans I@n‘ri;ﬂig‘wa?
Hauppauge, NY 11788
oCT -1 2000

| NEW Y;(q)\?; OFFILF
SO ORDERED, GOUNTY CLE

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

PASQUAL GIORDANO

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

Index No: 110393/00

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

Tl 2010

/\/

Frank Ortiz, Esq

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

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

SO ORDERED,

>/

Christopher W. Healy, Esq.

REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 10022 E D
(212) 521-5400 ‘v

Hon. She _ Heller

US_ACTIVE-104279044 1

SEP 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :“X%A'F-, art 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION v
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:; Index No: 110596/00
GEORGE BELL NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York New York

L&jg (Y

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq

WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

SO ORDERED, F l L E D

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

0CT -1 2010

US_ACTIVE-104279558.1 NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SEP 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 110681/00
CHARLES A. SMITH and VIRGINIA C. SMITH

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practiée Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and
there being no opposition thereto,

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

DATED: 54 7 12010

Attorneys for Plaintiff Andrew M. Warshauer

Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor Altorfeys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

FILED

oct - 1 2000

S0 ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Hetler

NEW YORK
GOUNTY CLERKS OFFICE

ccP232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 110681/00

CHARLES A. SMITH and VIRGINIA C. SMITH

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: 9//? , 2010

Attorneys for Plaintiff — _/ Andrew M. Warshauer

Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor ﬁgggﬂggﬁ fﬁggﬁlfecn:rznt
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Vetera ‘m’m BEQBY
Hauppauge, WNY

&éf/ pcy -H W
SO ORDERED, NEWYORK

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler .“ CLERK'S

SEP 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 110681/00

CHARLES A. SMITH and VIRGINIA C. SMITH

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.
DATED: g; / /Q
s

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Weitz & Luxenberg

, 2010

(/b o

Andrew M. Warshauer
Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway - 7th floor
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

Robert A. Keasbey Co.
Weiner Lesniak LLP
888 Veterans Memorial nghwa

Hauppauge, “17L E

SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%A'F; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A9, Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 111094/00
THERLEAN LOUISSAINT NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

q l , 2010
// %
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26!
New York, New York 10003 New York, N c‘k 00 D
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-540
-1 W
SO ORDERED, W oC?
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler NEW YORK OFFRE

cOUNFFi C
US_AGTIVE-104279192.1 ' SEP 2 3 2 o 10




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X(S’Ak 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION /.9 Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 111502/00
EDWARD HENENBERG NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York New York

’\(D»@:%* ﬁ///

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, B§q.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

SO ORDERED, ‘%/ F \ L E D

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler oct -1 2010

NEW YORK
~OUNTY G-ERK'S ‘

US_ACTIVE-104279058.1

SEP23 2010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index NAh 111674/00

KATHLEEN MCGRINDER, as Executrix for the Estate of 108357/00

EDWARD GUNTRIPP, and KATHLEEN MCGRINDER,

Indivdidually
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: 7/2. 7 , 2010

Attorneys for Plainti Andrew M. Warshauer
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway - 7th
Robert A. Keasbey Co.
New York, NY' 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
HauppaugeFl\‘ ‘l‘ZBE gﬁ

x -1 2010
SO ORDERED. ” oct -1 -
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler YORK
NEW FFICE
AOUNTY CLERKS O

cFe 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No{411674/00 _

KATHLEEN MCGRINDER, as Executrix for the Estate of 108357/00

EDWARD GUNTRIPP, and KATHLEEN MCGRINDER,

Indivdidually
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: ~/29 2010

Attorneys for Plaintiff Andrew M. Warshauer
Weitz & Luxenberg "
700 Broadway - 7th flo Attorneys for Defendant

Lockheed Martin Corp.
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY ‘1:7% D

SO ORDERED, W ocT - 1 2010

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

GOou
CFP 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No\J11674/00

KATHLEEN MCGRINDER, as Executrix for the Estate of 108357/00

EDWARD GUNTRIPP, and KATHLEEN MCGRINDER,

Indivdidually
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

DATED: '7/ 9 , 2010

Aftorneys for Plaintiff Andrew M. Warshauer
\';\(I)%Itlgr%al_duxg; tzf.a?rgl floor(_ g\;c\t/lo(;rée?lnscfor Defendant
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Leéniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway

Hauppauge, NY 1178 D
g 7/// ———-—--.WF \ L %

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler oct

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I"'X%Al'; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A-o. Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 111674/00
EDWARD GUNTRIPP NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

-3o , 2010
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy’ Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff g Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26™ FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 E D
SO ORDERED, y oct -1 2010
Hon. Sherry K. Heitlér ORK
NEWY :m
US_ACTIVE-104254365.1




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'/ICS’A:; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 112460/00
ERNEST GEORGE FLOERKE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

? lv 2010
ﬂ/// %/

Frank Ortiz, Esq Christopher W. Healy, E5q.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Amencan Optlcal Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 :
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 E D
SO ORDERED, -

Hon. Sherry K. Heltler oct -4 2010

paEM “Jm&m

US_ACTIVE-104278032.1 w

SEP23 201




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I'\'X%All;a a0
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 112463/00
RICHARD P. DREWS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York New York

, 2010
’?\’QAO ﬂ/ / %
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10 L D
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400
oct - 1 2018

SO ORDERED, == y '

Hon. 8 K. Hettler N@M\@RN

-~ OMWWN WY? m

US_ACTIVE-104278939. 1 s EP 2 3 2010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
HARRY HEMPELMAN AND MARY HEMPELMAN, Index No.: 00-114602
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-V.- MOTION AND ORDER
A.P. GREEN INDUSTRIES, INC.,, et al., including
J.H. FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY,
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant, JJH. FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, sued herein as “J.H.
France,” hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and
Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant J.H. FRANCE REFRACTORIES
COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant J.H.
FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
August) , 2010

W N s, —FILED .

Mark Bibro, Esq.” EvaS. W’ayne,%sa. ocl -1 7010

Attorneys for Plaintiffs MALABY& BRADLEY, LLC

EARLY & STRAUSS Attorneys for Defendant NEW YO‘?KOFF\C&\
360 Lexington Avenue, 20" Floor J.H. France Refractories Compagy yNTY CLERKS '
New York, NY 10170 150 Broadway, Suite 600

(212) 986-2233 New York, New York 10038

(212) 791-0285

e SEP 23 2010

SO ORDERED, <W

Hon. ShM]C]




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%A,';a 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 117040/00
GARY 0. JOHNSON ' NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Cbrporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

7 [1 2010
/// %

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 E D
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 F ‘ \-
SO ORDERED, % -4 2010

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler oct

E\NYO s OFFLF
RKS
US_ACTIVE-104279099.1
SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%A:;,a 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler. J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 117041/00
ATHANASIUS A. JOSEPH NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical QOperation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York New York

u&»@ f///“

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy/ Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff ) Attorneys for American Optical Corporation

700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 212) 521-5400 \ L E D

SO ORDERED, o

Hon. S K. Heitler ot - 17
e YORK
@\fﬁ‘gw
US_ACTIVE-104279111.1 “M

SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY PX%A::? 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION AS. Pa
(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: Index No: 117068/00

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

FRANK FRISINA

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

Tl 2010

»&@:&*

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

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

SO ORDERED,

Yy

%

Christopher W. Healy, Ese(

REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 1OOF ‘ L E D

(212) 521-5400

Hon. Sherry K. HEitler

US_ACTIVE-104279036.1

wEW YORK O\"‘M

gEP23 2010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY F‘K%AI‘; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A.0. 7
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: index No: 117420/00
IRVING BERNSTEIN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all ciaims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

&30, 2010
N Es > S /}//
| A——

Frank Ortiz, Esq. =l \T Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

SO ORDERED, w B FILED

Hon. Sherry K. Meitler
GCT -1 2010

VE-104273316.1 'OUNWN%%M




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to;

DAN LOUCKS

NYCAL
I.LA.8. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No: 119382/00

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

7l 2010

L&AD:%

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

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

SO ORDERED,

i

Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporat 0
599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL. é
New York, New York 1002?

(212) 521-5400 \ 8

o e

Hon. Sherry ¥-Heitler

US_ACTIVE-104279185.1

ﬁ““d 0\9\@

SEP 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :“X%AI'; a1t 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ot )
This Document Relates to: Index No: 119382/00
FRANK LUISI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

o T -
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismis?d \ﬁitlﬁ«- - D

prejudice and without costs. |
oct - 4 7010

YORK ‘

Dated: New York, New York Neg_ERK‘S OFF\H"
0 2010 cO
(

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 !
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 :

SO ORDERED, 8%/

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

US_ACTIVE-104279214.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY {“X%A};an 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler. J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 119383/00
GERALD KRUEGER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York New York

X (Y

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy/Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

SO ORDERED. %

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

FILED

oct - 12010

SEP 232010 NN A OFFICE

US_ACTIVE-104279138.1




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%A,';an 20
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 119383/00
RAYMOND KORONOWSKI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

7 , | 2010 ﬂ

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy,£sq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation

700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler F . L E D

ocT -1 2010

US_ACTIVE-104279128.1
NEW YORK

vﬂwmwoummsmﬁnﬂ

SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :*'X%Al';a 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:; index No: 119383/00
KARL KROGER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

L\sig:%— 74

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

SO ORDERED, % FILED

Hon. SR&rry K. Heitler

ocT -1 28W

SFP 232010 -,*.OUNT::ECVXETR?(BSK OFFICE

US_ACTIVE-104295652. 1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY INX%AI'; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A9 Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 119386/00
FRANK ALFASI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

SO ORDERED, F L E D

Hon. Sher{ K. Heitler

US_ACTIVE-104273225.1 SFP 2 3 2010 30UNT¢SW YORK
R




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY INAYgAl‘;a 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 119387/00
LAWRENCE CAVESE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

8’[30 ,2010

W
Frank Ortlz Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1(F2| L E D
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

T -12010
S0 ORDERED, ~ oc
Hon. Sherry K. Meftler NEW YORK
GOUNTY CLERKS OFHOE

US_ACTIVE-104273457,1 SEP 2 3 201'




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY {*‘X%Al'; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1o
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 119387/00
JOHN CALLEJA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

&t | 2010
Frank Ortiz, Esq. : Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 ‘ L E D
SO ORDERED, 010
Hon. Sherry K. Héitler oct =11
NEV{_;_‘QE;‘ OFFICE
US_ACTIVE-104273441 .1 wUNw C

SEF 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

JOHN CALLEJA

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

index No: 119387/00
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation,

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

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies,

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

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

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
2\rS 2010

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

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

SO ORDERED,

Craig 8lau, Esq.

REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LL.C,
formerly known as Dana Cor, orat|on
599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 10
(212) 521-5400 é ceaL E‘

oct - 1 20\

Hon. Sherry K. Heitfer

US_ACTIVE-104364204.1

SEP 232010 ety GLERS

NEW YORKQ\'-‘H(ﬁ




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY INX%AIE 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 119388/00
MICHAEL K. BOLTON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

&ho , 2010

’R’QA@A Ly

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff ’ Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 FIL E'D-.
SO ORDERED, é%/ 0cT - 1 201
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
NEW YORK

RATNLYY L { RS OFW
US_ACTIVE-104273332.1 SE? 2 3




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY lNXCS’AI'; 30

ASBESTOS LITIGATION A9, Fa
(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: Index No: 119388/00

MICHAEL K. BOLTON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

B\vS 2010
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Craig Blab Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26™ FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 F ‘ L E D
SO ORDERED, oct -1 2010
Hon. Sher ORK
NEW Y
US_ACTIVE-104362180.1
SEP232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%A'F-, 3

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

This Document Relates to: Index No: 119388/00

PATRICK J. BRENNAN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

#\+S , 2010
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ‘ﬁ Craig Bfgu, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ‘ REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporatlon
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 212) 521-5400
SO ORDERED, FIL ED

Hon. Sherry K. Meitlek

0CT -1 209

NEW YORK

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFica

US_ACTIVE-104362213.1
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'Xg’\:; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A9 Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 119388/00
PATRICK J. BRENNAN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

81'30 2010 ﬂ

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 5215400 F l Lﬂ EWD...,
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler ocT -1 2010

¥ YORK
SFP23 201B:ounrv LEMES OFFILE

US_ACTIVE-104273380.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :"X%A;a 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 119388/00
ANTONIO BRUSCA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

%{3‘) , 2010 ﬂ
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff : Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" F
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 = f L E
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 D
ocT -
SO ORDERED, , 1 2010
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler NEW YORK

o pp 23 TTNTY CLEris orpice

US_ACTIVE-104273384.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%Al'; 30

ASBESTOS LITIGATION A.9. T
(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: Index No: 119388/00

MICHAEL K. BOLTON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies,
LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

5\+S 2010

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Craig Blau, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. : REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC,

700 Broadway formerly known as Dana Cor Poratlon

New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26"

(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022
(212) 521-5400 F ‘ L E D

SO ORDERED, <

Hon. Sherry K, Heitler ocY - 1 2010
SEP 232010 NEMYORE
COUNTY CLEFHS OFPK

US_ACTIVE-104364196.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY INXCS:A; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION S1.9. Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: index No: 119390/00
RICHARD $. BERGER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
&0 , 2010

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.

’%2»02‘% A

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

Hon. Sherry K. Réitler F I L E D

OCT -1 2010
NEW YORK

SEP232018 " CLERKS OFFICH

SO ORDERED,

US_ACTIVE-104273296.1




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%A,';a 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No:; 119390/00
ERNEST BELLITTI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and ¢ross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

8{3:: , 2010
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff ' Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26™ FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400
SO ORDERED, FHL E D
Hon. T refler
0CT -1 200
US_ACTIVE-104273282.1 SED 2 3 20’0 NEW YORK
“OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :“K%A}g 30

ASBESTOS LITIGATION A9, Fa
(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: Index No: 119390/00

ERNEST BELLITTI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies,
LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

S\+5 2010
L
Frank Ortiz, Esq Craig BAulE4q.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC,
700 Broadway formerly known as Dana CorPoratwn
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26"
(212) 558-5500 New York, New \gark §1Q02
(212) 521-5400 F ‘ (P-ZE D

oct -1 7010

SO ORDERED, ’
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler NEW YORK

SEP 232010 COUNTY CLERKS OFFILF

US_ACTIVE-104364180.1




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

INRE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler
X
CHARLES HAZARD et al., Index No.  100794-2001
119391-2000
Plaintiff(s),
-against- NO ORFPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER
A.C. & S. INC. et al., including
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY,
Defendants,
X

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

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

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
2010

Danny R. Kraft, jr, Esq. {

e s -

Steven S. Singer, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

50 ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kiein Heft‘fer, J.S.C.

Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP
Attorneys for General Electric Company E D
Three Gateway Center, 12" Floor F \ L

Newark, NJ 07102
(973) 242-0002

oct - 1 200

K
Ne\NL;‘F?\?S OFFILF

|
{
!
~oum Y © ;
|

22282010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%AI'; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION AN
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 119391/00
LARRY HERRICK NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York New York

I , 2010 p
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Heal§, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. , REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 "
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 F ‘ L E D
SO ORDERED, Ry,
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler oCt " ]
~ CLER
US_ACTIVE-104279068,1 N N




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY {"X‘S:A'I,;, 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A9, A
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 119391/00
THOMAS GUZZI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
‘? l v, 2010

Frank Orliz, Esq Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optlc o‘mELioE D
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" F
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 oct - 70\
YO Kcmgg ,
SO ORDERED, % mﬁ%\\’-ﬁﬂﬂs
Hon. Sherfy K. Heltler cov \

US_ACTIVE-104279052.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler
X
CHARLES HAZARD et al,, Index No. 100794-200
119391-2000
Plaintiff(s),
-against- NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER
A.C. & 5. INC. et al,, including
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION,
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler Corporation”)
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant FOSTER WHEELER, LLC with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

FOSTER WHEELER, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yerk, New York
92 2010

@ e 7
Sy 75 /

Danny R. Kraft, Jr. Esq. ) Steven §. Singer, Esq. E ( L‘

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnolll, L

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, LLC

700 Broadway Three Gateway Center, 12" Floor OC‘ -1 2010

New York, NY 10003 Newark, NJ 07102 ORK

(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 NEW Y OFFICE

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kleimnler, J.5.C.

SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

GERARD T. GOLDEN

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

Index No: 119392/00

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests

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

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

91 2010

&O:ﬁr

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

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

SO ORDERED,

%

Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation

599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL. \'e 0

New York, New York 10022
(212) 521-5400 ?
C
o (o

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

US_ACTIVE-104279049.1

NS Con's
SEP232010 0




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'Z%Al';a 30
ASBESTOQS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 119393/00
JOHN FRUEH NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 D
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 F L E
SO ORDERED, oct -1 100

Hon. Sherry K. Reitler

NEW YOBKW

US_ACTIVE-104279039.1

SEP Q3 201p




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'Z%AI'; art 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 119394/00
DANIEL FILIPPONE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

‘i l1 2010

W

— _/
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Fsq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 L E D
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 \

-1 2010
SO ORDERED, oct -
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler NEW YORK ;

US_ACTIVE-104278991.1

SEP23 2019




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%A'lg,a 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION Gtior o)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 119396/00
ROY EHRICHS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

5&150:&— &2

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation

700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26™ FL.

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1002 L E D

(212) 558-5500 (212) 5215400
&// / . oct -1 20

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sherty K. Helwér

US_ACTIVE-104278951.1 SEP 2 3 2010‘




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :“X%A; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION Ao
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 119397/00
ROBERT E. DE FORGE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

7]y 2010 ﬁ
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, ESq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 0
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 \_ E

SO ORDERED,

US_ACTIVE-104278881.1 o4O




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY {"X%Aé;a 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 119397/00
KENNETH CROUNSE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ‘ﬁ-‘ Christopher W. Healy, Esq

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500

(212) 521-5400
S FILED
SO ORDERED, ~

Hon. Sherry K. HEitler oct -1 200

NEW YORK
SEP 23 201000uNTY GLERKS OF

US_ACTIVE-104278855.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK GOUNTY :“X%A'F-,a 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION e
This Document Relates to: Index No: 119398/00
RICHARD CLOUGH NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

%l’&o , 2010

~o% (U

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Hedly, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. REED SMITH, LL.P.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 F ‘ L E D
SO ORDERED, W
. oCl
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler oK
Y
GOUNTY

US_ACTIVE-104273520.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I'*‘X(S:Al';a 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 119398/00
ARMAND CORENO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, |
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims |
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

o (WY

Frank Ortiz, Esq. \ Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. - REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 F ‘ L E D
SO ORDERED, 0
Hon. SKEFY K. Heitler oct - 120
NEW YORK
crawert GLERICS OFFICE
US_ACTIVE-104278837.1
SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY {"X%A,'; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 9. Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 119399/00
ROBERT JANKOWITZ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

&{20 , 2010
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. _ REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American % 1 CﬂpCEIO
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, F b
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 : (212) 521-5400 0CT - 1 2010
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler COUNTY CLERK'S OFFILF

US_AGTIVE-1042723110.1 c \c? ?g%l“\“




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

ROBERT JANKOWITZ

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

Index No: 119399/00
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation,

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

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies,

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

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

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
3\2-5 | 2010

O

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

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

SO ORDERED,

Craig Blau, Esq.

REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC,
formerly known as Dana CorPoration
599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10022

(212) 521-5400
¢\LED

Hon. Sherry K. Meitler

US_ACTIVE-104364208.1

) 20\
ot \

NORY ey F
weW Caws O
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL CQUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I1.A.8. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.:
Robert Jankowitz and Mary A. Jankowitz, Index No.: 10035 01
Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & 8. Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering
Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claimg and
cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,
be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Brooklyn, New York

Uz , 2010 /
. e Lh- [ ~E7
Frank M. Ortiz, qu. J%mn M. Téx‘fe, Esé/

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cwtlen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Robert Jankowitz and Mary A. Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
Jankowitz Inc.
700 Broadway, 6% Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
(718) 855-9000 ? '1; E D
Our File No.: 10924-141
0CT - 1 2010
So Ordered: SEP2320]0

NEW YORK

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
GOUNTY CLERK'S OFFILH




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

-------------------------------------- X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.5. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.{ 119399/00,
Robert Jankowitz and Mary A. Jankowitz, Index No.: 10097%/71
Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & 8., Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X
WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc¢., hereby requests

summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil

Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudicé, and
there being no opposgition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and
cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., be dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Brooklyn, New York

alyg , 2010
AT

J;g(fh M.‘ygfe, Esé:’//,
Céllen and Dykman LLP

Frank M. Ortiz,
Weitz & Luxenberg,

Esd.
P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
Robert Jankowitz and Mary A.
Jankowitz

700 Broadway, 6" Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 0
New York, New York 10003 (718) 855-9000 0CT"120\
Qur File No.: 6754-5376 YORK

NEW ;

AKlNTY CLERKS OFFICE

So Ordered:

Attorneys for Defend
Goulds Pumps Inc.f Tt‘_ E D

177 Montague Stre

Hon.

Sherry K. Heitler

SEP 232010




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

-------------------------------------- X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.5. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.« 119399/0Q
Robert Jankowitz and Mary A. Jankowitz, Index No.: 100974/01
Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & 8., Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

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

WHEREFORE, defendant Burnham LLC, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-eﬁtitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against
defendant Burnham LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposgition 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 Yog]glo \ L E D

7

4[% / aet-1 200
Frank M. Ortiz, stln M Tafe, Esqg.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP NEW YO ORK Il
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defw CLERKSOF
Robert Jankowitz and Mary A. Burnham LLC

Jankowitz 177 Montague Street

700 Broadway, 6" Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201

New York, New York 10003 (718) 855-9000
QOur File No.: 11084-1888

So Ordered:

Hon. Sherry KY Heitler

SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________________________ X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
——— - X
This Document Relates To: :
 NYCAL
CHARLES KAZAKWIC, . 1LA.S. Part 30

. (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
Plaintiff(s),

-against- . Index No(s)<.1.19400-00

101913-01

AC. &S.,INC,etal, ;
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Defendants. . JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
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: G\\ ?\\0

Qo (Al WC

Frank Ortiz, Esq. u@ Angela Di#glio. Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG; K&L GATES LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiti(s) Attorneys for Defendant . E 0
700 Broadway CRANE CO. f 1.

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avente

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022 ot - A 200

(212) 536-3900

K
SO ORDERED, GOUNTY

Hon. Sherry KYein Heitler SEP 23 7010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%A;a 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 119400/00
CHARLES KAZAKWIC NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with |
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

Tl 2010
Dox (W

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy,/Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

SO ORDERED, “% | F ' L E D

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler OCT -1 2010

NEW YORK
US_ACTIVE-104279121.1 SOUNTY CLERK'S OFFILF

SEP 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :“XCS’A; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION SA9.Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 119400/00
HAROLD JOYCE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York New York

, 2010 ﬂ

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Hea Esq
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 F I L E D
SO ORDERED, E %%

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler oct -1 2010

NEW YORK
SEP23 2010 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFiL

US_ACTIVE-104279118.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY {")(g*\g 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A9, A
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 119400/00
DANIEL KELLY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, .
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esaq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C _ REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff ' Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

e
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler FILE D

ocT -1 2010

S0 ORDERED,

US_ACTIVE-104279123.1

NEW YORK
~(u TV CLERK'S W

v~ 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :*'X%Al'; a0
ASBESTOS LITIGATION S\.0. Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 119400/00
LUDWIG KLOPOTT NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

9l 2010
o~ . / (-.

’?—‘\’Q»é) ==X Y,
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Hedly, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 . ' 2) 521-5400
</
\ ] /
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler F ‘ L E D

ocT -1 2010

US_ACTIVE-104279127 1

SEP23 2019 ~OUNTV CLERKS OFFILF




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :"X‘S;A,'; a0
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A9, 7
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 120658/00
WILLIAM CONRAD NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York New York

, 2010
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL. ,
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10
(212) 5658-5500 (212) 521-5400 | L E D
SO ORDERED, ocT - 1200
Hon. Sh “Heitler

NEW YORK
~OLINTY CLERK'S OFFK F

US_ACTIVE-104278825.1

SEP 232019




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%A"; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION Ao Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No; 120662/00
ROBERT N. CROCKETT NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

91 2010
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. . REED SMITH, LLP,
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26™ FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1002F | L E D
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400
-12010
SO ORDERED, oct -1 8%
Hon. Shafry K. Heitler NEW YORK ,
~OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
US_ACTIVE-104278842.1 SE P 2 3 2010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :“X%Al'; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A.9. Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 120727/00
LOUIS PLANKEY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
&l=> , 2010

D % ﬂ/%

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.

4

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

Hon. Sherry K. Heiler FILE D

SFP232010  oor -1 200

NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

US_ACTIVE-104273183.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%A'E,a a0
ASBESTOS LITIGATION e
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No:; 120779/00
EMMANUEL TABONE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

»ﬁlgj; W

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ‘ REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

SO ORDERED, ‘ F l L E D

Hon. Shefty K. Heitler

0CT -1 2010

US_ACTIVE-104273208.1 NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
€F
~P232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :“X%AI'; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 0.
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 121105/00
JOSEPH LEVESQUE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

Il 2010
<

~0.O = 7/
Frank Ortiz, Esq. = Christopher W. Healy| Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ REED SMITH, LLP. :
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26™ FL. |
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 i
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400
SO ORDERED, - F ‘

Hon. Sherry K. Heitt ocT - 12010

YORK

US_ACTIVE-104279170.1 . nuN-‘-':(‘Eg:ERKfS OFF“

SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY PX%AI'; 0
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A9 Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 121468/00
JOSEPH JONES JR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

’\dgj O =X ﬂﬂ/

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521.5400 LED
SO ORDERED, ocT -1 2010
Hon. Shefiy’K. Heitler
NEW YORK
| %Ww CLERK'S OFFICE

US_ACTIVE-104273126.1 Q‘:o ?‘%




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK |
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%A; a0
ASBESTOS LITIGATION o a
(Heitier, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 121516/00
HENRY HYDE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

g"\%o 2010
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ChrlstopherW Healy, Esq. ,
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP. ;
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Amerlcan Optlcal Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL. ?
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

SO ORDERED, ‘ Z/’/ ’

eitler FILED

0CT -1 2010

US_ACTIVE-104273095.1

SEP232019 goum#%ﬂyﬁqs'(omoe




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :"XCS:A}; 0
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A.9. Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 122299/00
RICHARD DOPYERA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

9l; 2010

L\b { > : ﬁ ﬂ/ W
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. , REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL. ‘
New York, New York 10003 New vork, New York 1003 | L D
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

-1 2010
SO ORDERED, £ 0CT
Hon. Sherry K HeNler YOR%
NEW s OFFieE
«mm GM

US_ACTIVE-104278913.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY PX%Alﬁa 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION S
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 122497/00
JOSEPH P. WEBER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

o L 2010
D K 2
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" F ,
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 L E
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 D '
ocr .
! 201

SO ORDERED, W

Hon. Sherry K."Heitler h“NT"C YORK

ccoggogy S OFmce

US_ACTIVE-104273219.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY F'X%Al'; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A-0. Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 122594/00
SIDNEY P. KLINE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

&{% , 2010
NAE a'd ﬂ// %

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Chrisfgpher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26™ FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

// ~ FILED
S0 ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry’K. FAeftler ocT -1 2010
NEW YORK
GOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

US_ACTIVE-104273140.1

'SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY F'X%Aé 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION S a
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 123072/00
FRANK RUOTOLd NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
%1 , 2010

~Bo=x (W

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 F ' L E D
SO ORDERED, . ocT -1 2010
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
NEW YORK .
AOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

US_ACTIVE-104273188.1

SEP232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%A,';a 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 123075/00
MICHAEL O’KREPKA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

gl | 2010
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W, Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff _ Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

FILEV

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler oct -3 iy
SEP 2312010 NEW YORK
US_ACTIVE-104273175.1 m GLERRS oﬂ




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :*',{gA,ga 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No; 123224/00
RONALD MC ENTYRE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER g

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, *

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

120 |, 2010 |
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy/Esq. :
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP. g
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation |
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL. |
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 ;
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 ‘ L E D S
S0 ORDERED, :

Hon. Sherd K. Heitler oCT - 1 200
{FP 2312010 N%"E‘,g?g OFFILF

US_ACTIVE-104273166.1 wUNTY




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY PX%A,';a a0
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 123475/00
THOMAS KEADY $R. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

wfo , 2010

~Sox (W

Frank Ortiz, Esq. - Christopher W. Healy,’Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 )
riLED
SO ORDERED,
H gct - 3 1%
_ NEW YORK
US_ACTIVE-104273135.1 \f‘ D 2 3 2010 Wﬁ
0CT -1 2010
NEW YORK

OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICHE- -




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%Al';a a0
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Hatier 0
This Document Relates to: Index No: 123479/00
RALPH MAXWELL NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

%130 , 2010
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy/Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 E D
SO ORDERED, % _ | | :
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler oct - + 20M
US_ACTIVE-104273154.1 W’m m




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :“K%A}'; 0
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A9 7
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No:; 123670/00
ANTHONY VELELLA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
&z , 2010

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff " Attorneys for American Optic ration
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Av? 1 2& ﬁ
New York, New York 10003 New York, New Ybrk
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400
oct -1 200
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK
Hon. Shefry K Weitler ~HUNTY CLERKSM

US_ACTIVE-104273214 .4

SFP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'XCS’A:;, ot 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 124088/00
JAMES R. JACKSON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

'\»&‘»83% ﬂ///%//

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 \ (212) 521-5400
SO ORDERED, 1 ‘
Hon. Shefry K. Heitler F | L E D
-1 2010
s ACTVE 104275106 3 SEP 232010 oct
NFW YORK c‘
~AOUNTY CLERKS O




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :*‘Zg“lg,a 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No:; 124236/00
NORMAN T. SMYTH NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

‘o"’l'ga , 2010 ﬂ
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. _ REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff ' Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26™ FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York Zf L E D §
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521 -5400
- 1200
SO ORDERED, W’ oct - 1208
Hon. Sherfy K. Heitler NEW YORK 3
~UNTY C -
US_ACTIVE-104273204.1
SFp
232010




ORIGINAL

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

X
IN RE:NEW YORK CITY :
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X Index No. 124585/00
This Document Relates To: :

GEORGE FILIPPONI, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY ;
: JUDGMENT MOTION
Plaintiff, : AND ORDER
-against-

A.C. and S, Inc., et al., Including MAREMONT
CORPORATION,

Defendants. :
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont Corporation hereby requests summary judgment in
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Maremont Corporatioh with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Maremont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
), )5, 2010
Do ki T

Michael J. Croce, Esq. Peggy L. Pan, Esq. N

JOHN C. DEARIE & ASSOCIATES KASOWITZ, BENSON, %‘foﬁgﬁ&&E D
Attorneys for Plaintiff FRIEDMAN LLP

515 Madison Avenue, Suite 1118 Attorneys for Defendant oCT -1 2010
New York, NY 10463 1633 Broadway

(718) 543-1100 New York, New York 10019 NEW YORK

(212)506-1700  GOUNTY CLERK'S OFFIL/
SO ORDERED,

SEP232010

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

Index No. 118509/98
TERRANCE J. FOLEY W

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: Q,pjg) £ 2 , 2010
Attorneys fo?r'PIaintiff*- Mo\ Toet!; Julie L. M e:/ T
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor Robert A. Keasbey Co.
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway

..a.uppaugeFN‘ ‘L?E D

|
SO ORDERED, )y oct -V
Hon. Shefry Klein Heitler
Y NEY g’ O OFFICE
GOUNTY &
- 012010




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

| INRE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 118509/98 _

TERRANCE J. FOLEY

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

DATED:  Ssept 2o 2010

Attorneys for Plaintiff —0\.dnu) Sane !t

_ Julie L Mer -
Weitz & |.uxenberg Attorn?%( for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor BMCE  Inc

New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP :
888 Veterans ori iway :
HauppaugeFJ’\\lrfrﬂ-Zé’:,E T

) '

oct - 2010
SO ORDERED,

Hon. SherryKieth Heitler NEV;'J;_{OF}; OFFI #

<2 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

TERRANCE J. FOLEY

Index No. 118509/98 I

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: , 2010

Seob 2

Attorneys for Plaintiff -~ M.cael Famelt
Weitz & Luxenberg

700 Broadway - 7th floor

New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

(1

Julie L

Attorney for Defendant
Lockheed Martin Corp.
Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veteran “:&gj
Hauppauge,

E,hQ

Hon. Shefry Ki&n Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%A:;art 20
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 125131/00
TERRANCE FOLEY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER i

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. x

Dated: New York, New York

eﬂsa 2010 |
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq. ,
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP. g
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation ‘
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 |
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 :

FILED
SFP232010 oct - 1200

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFHO_!

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K."He¥

US_ACTIVE-104254358.1




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY PX%A; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION Ao Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 125248/00
ERNEST BELLITTI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

\»$ , 2010
NANE K
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Craig Blau, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ‘ REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1002 D
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 F \ \_
0
SO ORDERED, | ot -V
Hon. Shelny-& HeiNgr - 1022 CE
\ER
r‘D\.\Nﬂ C

US_ACTIVE-104362185.1

SEP 232010

»




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
ERNEST BELLITTI and MARIE BELLITTI, . Index No. 125248/00
Plaintiffs, . NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
~against- MOTION AND ORDER
A.C. and S., INC, et a_l., i‘kélpsal;l'tegoy Klein Heitler,
Defendants. : |
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

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

Dated: New York, New York

9182/ 1>
l [4
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC
By: WW M By:aw ; 6
Michael Fanelli Diane M. Pompei
700 Broadway 264 West 40" Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400

Dated: New York, New York
FILED
0CT -1 2010

o ¢ NEW YORK
<3 20T ROUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry

ein\i‘feitler, J .S.§
Fp




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
RICHARD S. BERGER, . Index No. 125254/00
Plaintiff, . NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
_against- MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.and S., INC,, et al,, Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
: IAS Part 30
Defendants. ;
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against Georgia-Pacific L1.C with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.
Dated: New York, New York

AW S \\o
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC
By: \/\Q//() : \ ]@:"’4—@4@&

Frank Ortiz_ Q Diane M. Pompei
700 Broadway 264 West 40™ Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 D
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 \M: *‘ L E
Dated: New York, New York ot - A 7.0\3

0
—_ 1218 i

SO ORDERED: ~ofere

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

SEP23201p



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY 7 NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 125331/00

EDWARD J. HAUCK NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
$\rbL 2010

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water |
Products Company
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor
New York, Nevif™ o

SO ORDERED, X

32010 new YO

Hon. Sherry Klein Yeitler $
GOUNTY CLERK

s oFF\bP




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

MICHAEL ZOGBY

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

Index No: 125333/00

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

<lc 2010

gbo:%-

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

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

4

/
SO ORDERED,

&7/

Christopher W. Healy/ Esq.
REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for American Optical COéoration

599 Lexington Avenu (1" :
New York, New Yorkﬁgo ZFE'
(212) 521-5400
— oct -1 2010

NEW YORK

Hon. SWH'eNer

US_ACTIVE-104264329.1

GOUNTY CLERKS OFFIGE

erP 23 12000




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :"X%AI'; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION /0. 78
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 125799/00
MICHAEL K. BOLTON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

¥\+5 2010
Frank Ortiz, Esq. = Craig Blal, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. : REED SMITH, LLP. |
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation |
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26™ FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 ?
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 F | L E D 1
SO ORDERED, & cT -1 2010 :
Hon. Sherry K. AettierY 0
NEW YORK _ '
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFILF
US_ACTIVE-104365489.1
SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%AI'_;; 30

ASBESTOS LITIGATION AN
(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: Index No: 125828/00

PATRICK J. BRENNAN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
2\ 2010

UE

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Craig Blau, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. . REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporatlon

700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400
SO ORDERED, FFC ED
oct - 1201
NEW YORK
GOUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
US_ACTIVE-104388207.1
§FE 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%A'F; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A-9. Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 125917/00
RUTH E. MAIDEN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

@'130 , 2010

RO XK (}f/ /A

Frank Ortiz, Esq. o Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Piaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 F ‘ L E D
SO ORDERED, 4 _ 4 200

Hon. Shefry K. Féitler oct ,

NEWYORK
 ~OUNTY GLERKS OFFIGE
US_ACTIVE-104273147.1
3rn232010




JRIGINAL

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

X
IN RE:NEW YORK CITY :
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X Index No. 125990/00
This Document Relates To: :

MARY SAUER, Estate of EDWARD J. SAUER, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION
Plaintiff, : AND ORDER
-against-

A.C.and S., Inc., et al., Including MAREMONT
CORPORATION,

Defendants.

X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

Sied . (5.2010
Michael J. Croce, Esq. Peggy L. Pan, Esq.
JOHN C. DEARIE & ASSOCIATES KASOWITZ, BENSON, T(Fm,s L
Attorneys for Plaintiff FRIEDMAN LLP E D
515 Madison Avenue, Suite 1118 Attorneys for Defendant
(718) 543-1100 New York, New York 10019

(212)506-1700  COypyy
SO ORDERED, ) CLERK'S (s
%/ sep 23101 Ot

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

JOHN CALLEJA

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

Index No: 100031/01
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
8\+S | 2010

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.\\
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Craig q/lau, Esq. \
REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation
599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 10022

(212) 521-5400

FILED

Hon. SheTry K. Heéer

US_ACTIVE-104352232.1

OCT -1 2008
SEP 232010 NEW YORK

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICS




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

DAVID CURRIE

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

Index No.: 100208/01

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A, O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

against defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
s\¥b 2010

AN

WU

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

/) P
Chns” S
Crisf;/la Z. Singlhjf, Esq.
McHIroy, De , Mulvaney & Carpenter,
LLP
Attoreys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water

Products Company
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor

New York, New &*1|OOE l )

C ocT - 1 2010
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shéry Klein HMitler NEW YORK

GOUNTY CLERK'S OFFILE
SFP2312010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X v
TRACEY CURRIE-LAFOUNTAINE, as Executrix for Index No.: 100208/01
the Estate of DAVID A. CURRIE, :
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
Plaintiff, : Part 30
- against - : NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C.&S,INC,etal, : MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants. :
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
Plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York
EAYS) , 2010

‘-\waj

Frank M. Ortiz, E ring. Fento
Weitz &rLuxenberg,lIZ’CSq ' ' g g-. E D

700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

k, New York 10166 oct -

(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200 1 2010
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbeypga, YORK

SOUNTY CLERICS OFFICe
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klefn Heitler

SEP 232010




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

INRE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler

X

CHARLES HAZARD et al.,

Plaintiff(s),

-agalnst-

A.C. & 5. INC. et al,, including
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY,

Defendants.

Index No. 100794-200

119391-2000

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby requests summary judgment in

the ahove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintlffs'

complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
2 2010

Danny R. Kraft, Jr, Esq. {
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

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

Steven 8. Singer, Esq.

Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP

Attorneys for General Electric Company, E D
Three Gateway Center, 12*" Floor Fn ‘ \—

Newark, NJ 07102

(973) 242-0002 7 -1 700

0C
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

INRE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

X

CHARLES HAZARD et al.,,
Plaintiff(s),

-against-

A.C. & S. INC. et al,, including
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION,

Defendants.

Index No. ¢ _100794-2001

119391-2000

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND
QORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler Corporation”)

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant FOSTER WHEELER, LLC with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

FOSTER WHEELER, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
92 2010

A -

Danny R. Kraft, Jr. Esq. )
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Steven S, Siﬁ'ger, Esq. E ‘ L
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnol, L

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, LLC

Three Gateway Center, 12" Floor g7 - 1 2010

Newark, NJ 07102 YORK
(973) 242-0002 NEW OFFICE
~OUNTY CLERKS

Hon. Sherry KleiMitler, J.5.C.

SEP 232019




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY INXgA; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION AV
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 100974/01
ROBERT JANKOWITZ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

£\¥5 2010
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Craig/Mlau, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporatlon
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, Ne\gpar' Eo
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-540 D
o A
ocT - i

SO ORDERED, I 20 \ M

Hon. NEW vopi™"

T

US_ACTIVE-104362241 .1

SEPE32010




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 118388/00
Robert Jankowitz and Mary A. Jankowitz, Index No.g¢ 100974/01
Plaintiffs,
- against - NQ OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & 8., Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Burnham LLC, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above—eﬁtitled case, pursuént to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against
defendant Burnham LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Brooklyn, New Yogglo ‘: ‘ l_ EE [)

14

‘%m
Frank M. Ortiz,

P a5 A | 20\“
7= Jot

stln M. Tafe, E=sg.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP NEWY ?K FRILE
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for DefWGL.ERKSO
Robert Jankowitz and Mary A. Burnham LLC
Jankowitz 177 Montague Street
700 Broadway, 6™ Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201
New York, New York 10003 (718) 855-9000

Our File No.: 11084-1888

So Ordered:

Hon. Sherry KY Heitler

SEPZ2IZ00




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.5. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 00
Robert Jankowitz and Mary A. Jankowitz, Index No.:(100974/01
Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & 8., Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ x

"WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps 1Inc., hereby requests
gummary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs'
Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudicé, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and
crogs claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., be dismissed with|
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Brooklyn, New York

q(y , 2010 '

Frank M. Ortiz, Esd. Jz;ffh M.\yafe, Eséi’///

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Céllen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defend
Robert Jankowitz and Mary A. Goulds Pumps Inc. t‘_ EE [)
Jankowitz 177 Montague Stree
700 Broadway, 6°° Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201
New York, New York 10003 (718) 855-9000 oct -1 2010
Qur File No.: 6754-5376 WYOR
NE g
r%\'leTY CLERKS OFF\(.E

So Ordered:

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler




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

. NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S8. Part 20
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heiltler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 1] 00
Robert Jankowitz and Mary A. Jankowitz, Index No. (100974/01
Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & §. Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 83212, dismissing
plaintiffe' Complaint against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering
Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and
crogs claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,
be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated:  Brooklyn, New York

g9ly , 2010 /
Frank M. Ortiz, Eég; J&;y{; M. T§fe, Esé:f/’/

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cw#len and Dykman LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

Robert Jankowitz and Mary A. Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

Jankowitz Inc.

700 Broadway, 6™ Floor 177 Montague Street

New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
(718) 855-9000 } Ilk E D
Qur File No.: 10924-141 _

K, 0CT - 1 2010
So Ordered: b ,
Hon. Sherry K. HeitlerSEP 23 2010 NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIL+




. SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X

KEVIN M. MONETTE, as Executor for the Estate : Index No. 101145/01
of EARL R. MONETTE, and as Administrator for :
the Estate of FRANCES F. MONETTE, :

NO OPPOSITION
- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, /
AC.&S., INC,etal, 1A Part30
Defendants. :
X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. ‘

Dated: New York, New York :
q/1 | wia |
T 7
|
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP !
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &
Rubber Copgpany and (Ear Canada Inc.
By: (Q—J/L()\( By, /7 A paI— j('
Danny R. Kraft JizEsq. Lawrence G. Leé:,/Esq. E D
700 Broadway 264 West 40" Street F ‘ L
New York, New Yofk 10003 New York, New York 10018 A 20\
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 ocl -~
o wF
e ¥ s OFF
Dated: New York, New York N Q\,E.RKS ©
couN™

SO ORDERED: ( E% é

Hon. Sherry X{ein Heitler, J.S.C.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_____ - [— _____...X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: :
 NYCAL
CHARLES KAZAKWIC, + 1LA.S. Part 30
. (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
Plaintiff(s),
-against- . Index No(s).: 119400-00
: 1913-01
AC. &S., INC,, etal., :
© NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Defendants. - JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
o Ak 4y $ R o X

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

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

Dated: A \ S’\'\’O

~L ot @ﬂ¥>%

Frank Ortiz, Esq. — Angela DiSglio. Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG: . K&L GATES LLP

Attorneys for Plaintift{(s) Attorneys for Defenddnt ~ E D
700 Broadway CRANE CO. f \—

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Aven

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022 ot - 4 200

(212) 536-3900 -
N&EW\.\::(QV“* oFFe
cou

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry KYein Heitler SEP 2 3 20‘“




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

Index No. 109383/00 _
CARL KROGER and CAROL ANN KROGER 402314/01D
100787/03 I

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: 4 |10 12010 )QJL

C\’;to;n?i‘fdrﬁ;mhff L Anna M. DlLon/ardo
eilz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway - 7th floor

New York. NY 10003 Robert A. Keasbey Co.
ew York, Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Hlﬁvay

HauppaugeF\l‘ ‘Z

_ LY
SO ORDERED, W oCT

V. K
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler NEW YOR OFFICE

SFP 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

102314/0

Index No. 109383/00 ’
CARL KROGER and CAROL ANN KROGER 100787/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

w74

}
Ahna M. Dil.lonardo
Attorneys for Defendant

and without costs.

Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor

BMCE Inc.
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

FILED
SO ORDERED, a%é_\ N

0cT -1 2010

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFILE

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

ccn 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

index No. 109383/00
CARL KROGER and CAROL ANN KROGER

100787/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: 3 17/‘? 12010

)

Aforneyior PTG
Weitz & Luxenberg

700 Broadway - 7th floor
New York, NY 10003

Anna M. DiLonardo
Attdrneys for Defendant
Lockheed Martin Corp.

Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

FILED

SO ORDERED,

0CT - 1 2010

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFILF

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler




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

NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

Eugene Degannes and Jacqueline Degannes,

Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & 8., Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
__________________________________________ 2&.
WHEREFORE, defendant Burnham LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case,

and Rules Section §3212,
defendant Burnham LLC,

opposition thereto,

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

cross claims against defendant Burnham LLC,

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
aly , 2010 oct _ 4 200
2t 7 o Zzﬁ, - YORK

-------- X NYCAL
I.A.S8. Part 30
(Judge Heitler)
———————— X

dismissing plaintiffs'

with prejudice,

Index No.: 103007/01

pursuant to Civil Practice Law
Complaint against
there

and being no

be dismissed with

fILED

HMther 7. Mee Totyr Bsq.

Weitz & Luxenbery, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
Eugene Degannes and
Jacqueline Degannes

700 Broadway, 6 Floor
New York, New York 10003

So Ordered:

W WE
Just n I\T/ Tafe, LEP'KS OFF

Cullen and Dyk
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC

177 Montague Street

Breooklyn, New York 11201
(718) 855-9000
Our File No.: 11084-2170

Hon.

Sherry R} Heitler

SEP232010




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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.8. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 103007/01

Bugene Degannes and Jacqueline Degannes,

Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & §., Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Pefendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering
Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.

be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F ‘ L E 0

Dated: Brooklyn, New York _

a(1 , 2010 M oct - A 7018
2H. 7 2. L / //7 - NEWYORK o
/Z"g%&“ /. ﬂccza( ?ﬁ./, Esq. J%n 1¥I Tafe,LﬁUNTYGLERK
Weitz & Luxenbérg, P.C,. Cyllen and Dykman LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Eugene Degannes and Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
Jacqueline Degannes Inc.

700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Montague Street

New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201

(718) 855-9000
Our File No.: 10924-661

So Ordered:

Hon. Shérry K. Heitler

SEP 232010




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

i e R ¢ NYCAL _
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S5. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relatesg to: Index No.: 103007/01
Eugene Degannes and Jacqueline Degannes,
Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & S., Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby requests
summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs!
Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and
cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., be dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Brooklyn, New York

9(p , 2010
}ZQZZ£2£J;?flﬁZZ§¢uZ£fi« 3_//’//¢>/j;7 e
[Zq%;H"Z*Zﬁch%§Z&f7ﬁsq. Justi;{g; Ta%e, Eizi;,,///

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullegy and Dykman

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Eugene Degannes and Goulds Pumps Inc. EE [)
Jacqueline Degannes 177 Montague Str \ \_
700 Broadway, 6 Floor Brooklyn, New Yor 11201
New York, New York 10003 (718) 855-9000 1 7010

Our File No.: 6754-80€b

N O OFFIcE

So Ordered: OOUNTVCAEB

Hon. Shérfy K. Yeitler

SEP232018




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK f

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION :

X

RICHARD A. MATTICE, SR., . Index No. 103446/01

Plaintiff, . NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
against- MOTION AND ORDER

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
IAS Part 30

X

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

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition '
thereto, it is hereby:
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New chk, Neow York
9122jp

'/
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC
By: %/W B&N M@«g‘.}e)\
Michael Fanelli Diane M. Pompei
700 Broadway 264 West 40" Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400

Dated: New York, New York ?f‘“ E D

...... o - 200
)
SO ORDERED: ak
NO
Hon. Sherry, Kie¥h Heitler, 1.8.C, &Eg\ﬁ“\qs OFFI

SEP232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%A; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION V9. 7
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 104288/01
VINCENT S. SHROBA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
\ JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

s/l-so 2010
&

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Amerlcan Optlcal Corporatlon
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100% l L E D
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400
SO ORDERED, <
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler NEWYORK -
OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

sep 232010

US_ACTIVE-104273192.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK !
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY {“Z%A'F; a0
ASBESTOS LITIGATION /A9 Fa /
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 104558/01
ALFRED MC CARTHY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

30 2010
N ﬁ///
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

woomen FILED

Hon. Sherry’K. Haifler

0CT -1 2010

US_ACTIVE-104273161.1 _Qt'n 9 3 2010 NEW YORK
POUNTY CLERK'S OFFILE




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :"X%A:;a 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION it
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 104564/01
EDWARD L. KRUS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY l
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York New York

, 2010
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy/Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26™ FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 1-5400
SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sherfy K. Heitler F ' L E D
] oCT - 1 2010
US_ACTIVE-104279146.1 NEW Y ORK

SEP 232010 ~OUNTY CLERK'S




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I“XgAl'; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A9, 7
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 104567/01
HENRY T. JANSSEN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
£l 2010

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 3 Christopher W. Healy, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500

(212) 521-5400 F | L E D

ocT -1 2010

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIL+

SO ORDERED,

T

Hon. ShrryK. eitler

US_ACTIVE-104273120.1

cron ?‘320‘0




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.8. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
Thig Document Relates to: Index No.:104902/01
PEARL MARGOLIS,
(deceased) NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION AND ORDER
A.C. & 5., Inc., et al.,
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby requests
summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs'
Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumpg Inc., with prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and
cross c¢laims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated:y” Brooklyn, New York
, 2010

- ) & 7

i , Esg. Raghu Bandlamudi, Esqg.
Weltz & Luxenberg P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
MARTIN CONDENZIOQO Goulds Pumps Inc.

700 Broadway, 6 Floor 177 Montague Street

New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201

(718) 855-9000

Our File No. 675 *i E D

So Ordered: OCT -1 z010
Hon. Sherr& K. Heitler
NEW YORK

=79 3 2019 CUNTY CLERKS OFFICE




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY INXCS’A; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION s\ Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 105230/01
JOHN PAUL KEITH NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Ame.rican Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

8/130 , 2010

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff ' Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 F ‘ L E D
SO ORDERED, _

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler oct - 12010

NEW YORK
K's OFFICE

US_ACTIVE-104278475.1 wUNw CLER

SFP2312010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 105230/01
JOHN PAUL KEITH and DOROTHY KEITH

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

DATED: '&/ 252010

o r Ig'mﬁﬁ’" Colleen M. Cronin
eitz uxenoerg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor BMCE Inc

New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memoria&ig ay

HauppaugePY‘ 1‘18

" oy -4 2010
SO ORDERED. % 0ct

Hon. Sherry Klein Réitler NEWYORK
~HR Ity C.ERKS OFFICE

SEP232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 105230/01

JOHN PAUL KEITH and DOROTHY KEITH

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

lllu -t

prejudice and without costs.

¢
DATED: 5[6 , 2010

E ‘\ ié
- - T

Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor fgg;ﬂzgz f&;g;f%‘:r‘;‘)“t
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesnia )

LLP :

888 Veteraf rgerlg;#i@ay :
Hauppauge, N

ocT -1 2010 "

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK
Hon. Sherry Kleii-Héitler ~OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICg

=77 23200
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 105230/01
JOHN PAUL KEITH and DOROTHY KEITH

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: 81t 200

ttomeys for-Plaintiff Colleen M. Cronln

Weitz & Luxenberg

700 Broadway - 7th floor Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 Robert A. Keasbey Co.
swrere Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial glﬁy
Hauppauge,% \Y’B

SO ORDERED, 7 ot ” @é
Hon. Sherry KiginHeitler \‘?‘M 7*-’@ oF Y

qFpP 232018




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

Index No.: 105230/01
JOHN PAUL KEITH and DOROTHY KEITH, '

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION

, { SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S.INC., et al |
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yprk, New York

12 , 2010
Matthew T. Falrley, Esq. Pe‘fe/r/zca'n’lbini, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company John Paul Keith and Dorothy Keith
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York&0083 L E D
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500
/14 ocT - 1 2010
SO ORDERED, / NEW YORK
Hon. Sherry KleinVeitler ~@UNTY CLERK'S OFFW

SFP23 2019

324-5841




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION , ' LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

! Index No.: 105230/01
JOHN PAUL KEITH and DOROTHY KEITH,

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION

_ SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER
A.C. & S.INC,, et al.
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

111 ,2010

W A Mﬂ/&ﬁ |
Jehnifer A. Fudchetto, qu. Pe 1nj :

torney for Defendant Attorne¥ 1or Plaintiffs

ourter & Company, Inc. John Paul Keith and Dorothy Keith
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, B.(.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway ' L E D
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 ocT

-1 2010
i //;/ __
SO ORDERED, ( N ¥ NEW YORK
Hon. Skerry Mein Heitler COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SFD 2 3 zﬂm 1122-18957




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

Index No.: 105230/01
JOHN PAUL KEITH and DOROTHY KEITH,

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION

) SUMMARY JUDGMENT |

-against- ' MOTION AND ORDER |

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New Yqrk, New York

{71 2010
—
( // .......
Kerr ook, Esq. /ﬁeﬁr?fﬁmbim,/Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Tishman Liquidating Corp. John Paul Keith and Dorothqy Keith
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C] , L E
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway D
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 0cT -~ 2000

/ NEW YOR
SO ORDERED, % CounTy CLERK'S Ok s

Hon. Sherrykllein Heitler

SEP 232010

2383.22813




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

Index No.: 105230/01
JOHN PAUL KEITH and DOROTHY KEITH,

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION

_ SUMMARY JUDGMENT _
-against- ' MOTION AND ORDER :
A.C.&S.INC, et al.
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

‘4!| 71,2010
ifer A. Fugchetto, E/q q.
ttorney for Pefendant Attorney for Plalntlffs
Treadwell Corporation John Paul Keith and DorotFKlltlI-
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C E D
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 OCT - 1 2010
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500
_____ COUNTeEW YORK
CLER FFICE
SO ORDERED, KSO \

Hon. Sherrykfein Heitler

SEP232010

1235-18419




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'XCS’A:; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A0, P
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 105352/01
ALBERT THOMAS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

5/\—@ , 2010

~o% (WY

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL. D
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10? ‘ L E
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400
oct -+ 100
SO ORDERED, L YORK
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler NE;:-E aKS OFRILY

US_ACTIVE-104254380.1 S F D 2 3 2010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 105352/01

ALBERT THOMAS and LINDA K. THOMAS

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: ?ﬂ Al 12010

ol Wit

Attorneys for Plaintiff Qmuél Mtfﬁv’.v{ﬁ Julie L. y/,er

Weitz & Luxenberg

700 Broadway - 7th floor fgg{ﬂ:ez f&;gﬁ%ﬁ?}m
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kiein Heftler F ' L ED

SEP 232010 ocT -1 2010

NEW YORK
Ok Y CLERK'S OFFILFP

!

1




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 105352/01
ALBERT THOMAS and LINDA K. THOMAS

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice L.aw and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

DATED: 2010 ﬂ ,
[ (

Attorne for Plalntlff

S"« ve Julie L. Mer
Weitz & Luxenberg ™ /V'e fow }'Z, Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway - 7th floor
BMCE Inc.
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788 D

SO ORDERED, %’—’ R

Hon. SheryKfeid feitler oc!l

SEP 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY f‘xg’\; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A9 T
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 105480/01
STANLEY KREVETSKI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York New York

L;ng:% i

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

S0 ORDERED, D
Hon. Sherry F ‘ L E
oCT -4 20\
US_ACTIVE-104279135.1 ) NEW YORKM'*;
QOUWGLEHKS

SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%AIL; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION . a
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 105873/01
DOLPH E. HOLM NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York New York

ox (U

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy! Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff ' Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 212) 521-5400 L E D
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler oct - \

NEW

US_ACTIVE-104279083. 1 OQ\NW :

SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
RICHARD CLOUGH and KATIE CLOUGH, : Index No. 105915/01
Plaintiffs, . NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.and S, INC., et al., Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
* TAS Part 30
Defendants. : |
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
. oo

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC
By: ?// By: .
Daniel Blouin Diane M. Pompei
700 Broadway 264 West 40" Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 e D
Dated: New York, New York F ‘ L
A 200
~O oﬁﬁ
SO ORDERED: __ “‘Eg s O ==
Hon. She itler, J.S.C.
Ty eitler (;0\)““

SFP232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :“X%Al';a. a0
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 105983/01
MICHAEL J. KELLY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

Tl 2010 ﬂ
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, )Z%q
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 e o
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 ? \

SO ORDERED, E é

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

US_ACTIVE-104279125.1

56232010




SQPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK . . O\’bcb
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL [63
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LAS. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

i Index No.: 105983/01

ANNE KELLY, Individually and as Administratix !

for the Estate of MICHAEL J. KELLY, :

. { NO OPPOSITION

Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND ORDER

-against-

A.C.&S,INC, et al

'
+
v

Defendants.

WI—IEREFGR.E, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant 1o Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F l L E D

Dated: New York, New York '
» 2010 ocT - 1 2010

NEW YORK

NQ_/\ @ ﬁﬁupuznws OFH;E
b .

.7

Jgnnifer A. Euschetto, Esq. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.

ttorney forDefendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Treadwell Corporation Anne Kelly and Estate of Michael J. Kelly
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 : 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 / / / (212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, /
Hon. Sherry Klein Meitler

SFP 232010 1235920




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COQUNTY I.A.5. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 106641/01
Robert Spaminato and Helen Spaminato,
Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & 8. Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,
dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defeﬁdant Mario &
DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc
opposgition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F' L E b

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
, 2010

A A
Michael Fanelli, Esqg. Jygtin M. Tafe, Tc%rlyoﬁk )
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ullen and Dykman Lﬂg LERK'S Or
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Robert Spaminato and Helen Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
Spaminato Inc.
700 Broadway, 6% Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201

(718) 855-9000
Qur File No.: 10924-2984

So Ordered:

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

SEP 232010

o [




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :"X%Al'; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A\-9. Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 106641/01
ROBERT SPAMPINATO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

?\>5 2010
Frank Ortiz, Esq. = Craig Blau, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. . REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

SO ORDERED, 2 \L E D

Hon. Sherry KNdeitler

GOUNTY C
SEPZ232010

US_ACTIVE-104362420.1




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY {“ZCS;AFL, 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION AN
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 106927/01
PHILIP PEARSALL NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies,
LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Dana Companies, LL.C, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F ‘ L E D

3\+5, 20
> 10 ot -1 2010
NEW YORK
AO K Sisce o
Frank Ortiz, Esq. K;\ Craig Bfau, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC,
700 Broadway formerly known as Dana CorPoratlon
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26"
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022
(212) 521-5400
SO ORDERED, )
Hon. Sherry Hettier

7232010

US_ACTIVE-104364231.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

PHILIP PEARSALL

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

Index No: 106927/01
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
g\+5 2010

=RAD X%

L

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. X '
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

(212) 558-5500

/

Craig Blau, Esq.

REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporatlon
599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 10(F l L E D

(212) 521-5400

SO ORDERED,

ocT -1 20

Hon. SherryK Heifer

US_ACTIVE-104362327 1

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFeF

SEP23 2010
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
PAUL G. WOJCICKI and PAULINE WOJCICKI, : Index No.107191/01
Plaintiffs, . NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.and S., INC., et al,, Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
IAS Part 30
Defendants. :
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’

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

thereto, it is hereby:

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

Dated: New York, New York

1010
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC

B@@M‘LN@\@J;

Diane M. Pompei

700 Broadway 264 West 40™ Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 F | L E D
Dated: New Yorki Ne ZS:(‘grk oCT -1 2010
(o
M L { g NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. stp 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
index No. 107595-01
EDWARD R. SKELLY and BARBARA SKELLY

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

DATED: QZ%M—(-L 2010
QW /loe

[ o

Attorigs for Plaintiff
Weitz & Luxenberg

700 Broadway - 7th floor
New York, NY 10003

Andrew M. Warshauer
Attorneys for Defendant

Robert A. Keasbey Co.

Weiner Lesniak [.LP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway

HauppaL_nge,‘ e\;‘11‘7fBE D
SO ORDERED, W act -3 2010

Hon. Sherry Kiein Heitler
K
NEW YOR QFF\C'é

SEP232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 107595-01
EDWARD R. SKELLY and BARBARA SKELLY

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Andrew M. Warshauer
Attorneys for Defendant
Lockheed Martin Corp.

Weiner LLesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highva

Hauppauge, NY 11‘&23
\CE

Attofneys for Plaintiff
Weitz & LLuxenberg

700 Broadway - 7th floor
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

V4
Hon. Sherry Kleirn/Heitlér




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 107595-01
EDWARD R. SKELLY and BARBARA SKELLY

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

DATED: Af/\%&("é 12010
ay v v//?w e

Afftorneys for Plaintiff Andrew M. Warshauer

Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor Autoreys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

FILED

0CT - 1 2010
NEW YORK

sEP%OéJ?H&LERK’S OFFIL»

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :“)(gAFL, 30

ASBESTOS LITIGATION A9, 7
(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: Index No: 108005/01

DANIEL ROBINSON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies,
LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F ‘ L E D

F\+5, 2010
oCT -1 2010
™. -
0 SRR NEW YORK
/&/\ «_—9)\ @@@Uﬂw CLERK'S OFFL*#
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ﬁ*‘ Craig\BJau, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC,
700 Broadway formerly known as Dana Corporation
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 hFL.
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022
(212) 521-5400
SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sherry

- 232010

US_ACTIVE-104364243.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY F‘K%AI'; 30

ASBESTOS LITIGATION /\-9. Fa
(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: Index No: 108005/01

DANIEL ROBINSON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
8\x5 2010

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Craig Bfau, Esq.
REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400
SO ORDERED, @é; '7 F | L E D
Hon. Shb:qd(.‘l‘léfqér
ocT -1 2010
NEW YORK
Srp232018 GOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

US_ACTIVE-104362351.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I”X%‘\FL, 30

ASBESTOS LITIGATION A-9. Fa
(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: Index No: 108008/01

MILTON POSILLICO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintif’s complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

g\s5, 2010
D
Frank Ortiz, Esq. = Craig Bfau, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 FIL ED

SO ORDERED, ( % :7 " -1 2010
Hon. Sherry K. HeRler oCt

NEW YORK

SEP232010

US_ACTIVE-104362335.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :“X%AI'; a0

ASBESTOS LITIGATION A-9. Fa
(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: index No: 108011/01

EDWARD TROTTA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

£\25 | 2010
1™ - .
AOX Ol
A
Frank Ortiz, Esq. «\\g Craig Rldu, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff : Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL. ,
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1ﬁ2‘ L E D ;
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 ’;
' | -1 70W
SO ORDERED, % ocT
Hon. Strerfy K/Hesitler NEW YORK

~OtINTY CLERK'S OFFILF

SEP232010

US_ACTIVE-104362433.1




SUPREME COQURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

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

X (Heitler, 1.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No

108036/01
HAROLD N. SMITH

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: MAY 2010 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest
to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York
S N\ \e ,2010

k,\Q—/Q%

FRANK ORTIZ AMES EDWARDS

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Sucfo
Interest to TISHMAN R 'l;l
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. E O
200 I.U. Willets Road

ertson, New York 1150
(516) 294-5433 coy,

E
SEP 232010 "’CLs”O

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK _

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :"AYCS’AI'; 30

ASBESTOS LITIGATION A9,
(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: Index No: 108036/01

HAROLD N. SMITH NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

&\vS 2010
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Craig Blau, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P. C REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporatlon
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

SO ORDERED, FlL ED

Hon. Sherry K. r

SEP 23 2010 oci - 1 200
..OUNT?(‘%“SSKS OFFlOB

US_ACTIVE-104362416.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

HAROLD N. SMITH

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

Index No: 108036/01
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation,

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

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies,

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

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

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
8\>S | 2010

fri&a&._/\

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

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

SO ORDERED,

0,0

Craig Blau, Esq.

REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC,
formerly known as Dana Cor oratlon

599 Lexington Aven Z&FE D ‘-,,

New York, New Y

on~Sherry K Héitler

US_ACTIVE-104364260.1

(212) 521-5400 13
..... oct - 1 00 '
NEW YORK :é

m\)N‘fY KS

SFP2312010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- x
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... x
This Document Relates To: Index No: 109115/01
John Rey NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT ‘
MOTION AND
ORDER
----------------------------------------- X

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

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

Dated:; New York, New York
2\yS\\o

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney for Plaintiff

700 Broadway, 7" Floor

New York, NY 10003

Our File No. 05335.00001
GCT - ¥ 2010

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler AR CLEAK'S OFFICE

4105401.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK .

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY INX%AI‘; 30

ASBESTOS LITIGATION A.9. 1a
(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: Index No: 109598/01

PHILIP L. WRIGHT NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies,
LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

g\»5 2010
Frank Ortiz, Esq Craig Bldy, Fsq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC,
700 Broadway formerly known as Dana CorPoratmn
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL. ﬁ
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022 { . E
(212) 521-5400
oct - %
SO ORDERED, ORK ,
Hon. Shw new ¥ \QSQFF@L’
1y OER
GouN

US_ACTIVE-104364274.1 SEP 2 3 2010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

PHILIP L. WRIGHT

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

Index No: 109598/01
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
8 \+S 2010

Frank Ortlz Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

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

SO ORDERED,

Craig Blad, Esq.

REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporatlon
599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 10022 D

(212) 521-5400
e\\L©

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

US_ACTIVE-104362503.1

o - \ 200
0
ak Ff\cg
nel YoxsO

CFP 922 201w ©




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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%A"; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A0 Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 110164/01
JUAN LEBRON MEDINA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, L.L.C, formerly known as Dana Corporation,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies,
LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, without prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are

hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. F ‘ L E D

Dated: New York, New York

#\2-5 , 2000 oct - 1 200
YORK
O j\ @nﬂ% NTY B LERKS OFFILF
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Craig B, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC,
700 Broadway formerly known as Dana Cor oratlon
New York, New York 100038 599 Lexington Avenue, 26™ FL.
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022
(212) 521-5400
__--""/’.
SO ORDERED,

D
Hon. Shemy K. Heifler

SEP232010

US_ACTIVE-104366238.1




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY INK%A}:; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A-O. Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 110164/01
JUAN LEBRON MEDINA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

3\1-5, 2010
i P
N %\ ! "‘“% -
“\

Frank Ortiz, Esq. \}, Craig Blali, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ‘ REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation

700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26! FL.

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

SO ORDERED, , L E D

Hon. NHeitler oc )
T~ 10m
ry INT\,,V E:/V YORK

' ' Nege

US_ACTIVE-104362306.1 S E P 2 3 2 0 10




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 110439/01

Frank J. Sardo NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
2\ys\\o

o~ @

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway, 7™ Floor Attorney for Defendast

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

New York, New York 10017
QOur File No. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

seP23MbL £

LE
4105402.1 S QFFH




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

JAMES L. MC GEE

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

Index No: 110498/01
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LL.C, formerly known as Dana Corporation,

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

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies,

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

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

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
3\ 5, 2010

O X

Frank Ortiz, Esq. =
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

FILED

ocY -1 2010
NEW YORK

Craig BIdd, Esq, W
REED SMITH, LLP.{* \ L
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, g
formerly known as Dana Corgﬁaﬂm 2010

599 Lexington Avenue, 280 ¥

New York, New York 1002g YORK o\
212) 521-5400 AKS OF
(212) ~pwnTY CLERTS

Hon. Shery K. Heitler

US_ACTIVE-104364222.1

SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X .
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
X (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
Index No
110498/01
JAMES McGEE (Deceased)
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: MAY 2010 FIFO
WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment :
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s |
complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest
to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York 1
¥\ , 2010 :

~ O
FRANK ORTIZ JA
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. MUTY, DEMERS & McM
Attorneys for Plaintiffs torneys for Defendant i "_ E D
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCT
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY@] - 1 2010
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.

200 1.U. Willets Road NEW YORK
~New York 11505 NTY CLERK'S
(516) 294-5433

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

SFP232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 110498/01

James McGee NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
£\>S \vo

O X

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney for Plaintiff

700 Broadway, 7" Floor

New York, NY 10003

150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
QOuwr File No. 05335.00001

FILED

ogT -1 2010

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

SEP23 2019

4105382.1




X.://cases/FBW42920/legal/NOSIM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X Index No.: 110498/01
JAMES MCGEE,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
-against- ORDER
A.C. & S., INC. NYCAL
[.A.S. Part 30
Defendani(s).
--- X

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs.

-y

Frank Ortlz o \ ) ! Malikzay, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, pP.C2 ' Y, MCTIERNAN & MOORE

Attorneys for Plaintiff torneys for Defendant
700 Broadway FULTON BOILER WORKS
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14™ Floor F ‘ E D
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10006
212) 313-3600
e oct -1 2010
SO ORDERED, W YORK :
Hon. Sherry Klein CGANTY GLERKS OFFILF

4}”__"{'.”9 ‘P 3 20‘0




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to;

JAMES L. MC GEE

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section

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

index No: 110498/01
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
®\ 5, 2010

f:&f@&

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

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

\

SO ORDERED,

Craig Btau, Esq.

REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporatlon
599 Lexington Avenue, 26™ FL.

RNCHAL L Y

ocT -1 2010

Hon. Shermr rkoRkitler

US_ACTIVE-104385530.1

NEW YORK
GOUNTY CLERK'S

SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

------------------------------------ [ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 110740/01

Stephen J. Sizensky NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
g\ >S\\o

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

Frank Ortiz, Esq. _‘
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ™

Attorney for Plaintiff o EDELMAN & DICKER LLLP
700 Broadway, 7™ Floor Attorney for Iefendént
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHES ON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street

k,
ourrieno.osssodor ¥ Lo E D

SO ORDERED, q % " 0CT -1 2010

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler NEW YORK
SOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SE1 2232010

4105406.1




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COQUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.:110810/01
PHYLLIS E. MARANO,
(deceased) NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION AND ORDER
A.C. & 8., Inc., et al.,
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps 1Inc., hereby requests
summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and
cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
, /xl , 2010
T P / '

, Esq. Raghu Bandlamudi, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Phyllis E. Marano Goulds Pumps Inc.
700 Broadway, 6*" Floor 177 Montague Street

New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York EQ‘ML E D

(718) 855-9000

Our File No.: 6754-6098
oCcT -1 2010

So Ordered: = NEVVYO?K
Hon. §herr§' K. Heitler ﬂnUNWCLERKSOFF“g

Frh2312010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ILA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 111222/01

Albert Kenneth Nichols 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
¥\»S\vo

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKERALP
700 Broadway, 7% Floor Attorney for Defendan:
New York, NY 10003 A W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ §

New York, New Y. I'OIL E D

Our File No. 05335.00001

ocT -1 2010
SO ORDERED, Z : NEW YORK
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler COUNTY oFECE
SEP 232010

41053911




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No.
WILLIAM P. TANNER 115831/01

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: ﬂa{fuﬂvﬁ/d , 2010
H. T P tt 44%QZ;¢4%%éZZJZu

Attorneys for Plaintiff Helen Griff Chalier
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway - 7th floor ;
Lockheed Martin Corp __
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP -
888 Veter? I&e ay ‘*\
Hauppaug N 3
oct -\ 2“‘“
SO ORDERED, NEW YO“KO\:\:\()‘
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler SOUNTY CLERKS

SEP23 2019




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: -
Index No

WILLIAM P. TANNER 115831/01

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

DATED: ,4%9#/& , 2010

Attorneys for Plalntuff Helen Grlff Chalier
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor BMCE Inc

New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway

Hauppaug? N‘Y ‘1—17§ D

SO ORDERED, ocT - 1 2000
Hon. Sherry K itler

SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION { LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: |
| Index Nol 18070/01,
TERRENCE CORRIGAN and KATHERINE g 706705
CORRIGAN, g -
Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER
A.C. &S, INC, etal. |
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
2/2. 2010

N At

Attorney for Defendant
Tishman Liquidating Corp.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Danny R. Kraft, Jr., Esq.

Hon. Shent§ K18ig Heitler

Attorney for Plaintiffs

Terrence Corrigan and Kathefine Corrigan

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

700 Broadway ~=% i L E D

New York, New York 10003

(212) 558-5500 .

0CT -1 2010
NEWYORK
OOUNTY CLERK'S OFfEILE

SEP 232010

2383-235351




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY INX%A:; 30

ASBESTOS LITIGATION /\-S. Fa
(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: Index No: 111231/01

JAMES SCHIAVO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

g\>S 2010
i
TNAE *&\ (. b
Frank Ortiz, Esq Craig Bfau, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. . REED SMITH LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporatlon
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

SO ORDERED, %L FILED

Hon. Sherry KZ/Heitigr
ocT - 1200

‘ Newvonxomw
; ~OWNTY CLERK'S =
US_ACTIVE-104362408.1 S E P 2 3 2010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RENEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

This Document Relates To:

Angelo Palermo

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

being no opposition thereto,

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
¥ Vs \ b

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney for Plaintiff

700 Broadway, 7™ Floor

New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

4105397.1

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

Index No: 111865/01

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

EDELMAN & DICKER ELP
Attorney for Dafendant
AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Stre

New York, New York 1‘)0’7‘ E D

Our File No. 05335.00001
0CT -1 2010

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIGE

SEP232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S, Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 112406/01

Bobby Sleger NO OPPOSITION |
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
2\>S\\o

=D

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

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

Attomey for Plaintiff ‘ EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway, 7™ Floor Attorney for Refendgdt

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

New York, New York 1
Our File No. OSBBS.OO& i L E D

SO ORDERED, % ocT -1 2010

Hon. Sherry RVHeitler NEW YORK
SOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SEP 232010

4105412.1




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%Al';a a0
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 113260/01
JOSEPH MC CARTHY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to ali co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

g(-g:, , 2010
LD X ﬂ////
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healfy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL. E D
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1002F ‘ L
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400
oct - 1 700
SO ORDERED, K
i gw YOR ;
Hon. Sherry K. Neitler UN"":‘( CLERKS oFfFiL

SEP2312010

US_ACTIVE-104254660.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\';gA; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A9, Fa
(Hettler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 113998/01
FRANKIE VERBLE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
\ JUDGMENT MOTION AND |
ORDER |
|
|

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

g\rS . 2010
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Craig BlAu, Esq. o
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporatlon
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26™ FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 F \ L E D

SO ORDERED, | o -1
Hon. Sherry i Heffler 0

erp93ony oo™ C

US_ACTIVE-104362496.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

FRANKIE VERBLE

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

Index No: 113998/01
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation,

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies,

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

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

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
2\+S 2010

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

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

SO ORDERED,

Craig Biau, Esq.

REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC,
formerly known as Dana CorPoration
599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL, D
New York, New York 1OOF | L E

(212) 521-5400

Hon. Sherry K. Néitler

US_ACTIVE-104364273.1




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

NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
L.A.S. Part 30 o/
ASBESTOS LITIGATION oo ) X c( ARO[ D/
This Document Relates to: Index No: 114381/01
FREDERICK TRINKLE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

g\»S | 2010
‘N\"\_ - .
N ) E } j
Frank Ortiz, Esq. > Craig Blau, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ‘“ REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 D
SO ORDERED, |
Hon. Shery K Meitler oct -1 200
EW YORK
cganTy CLERKS OFFICE

US_ACTIVE-104362427 1

crn 932010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK'

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

FREDERICK TRINKLE

NYCAL /
LA.S. Part 30 |
Heitier. Jy L 43¢0/0
Index No 114384071

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation,

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

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies,

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all ¢laims and cross claims against
defendant Dana Companies, LL.C, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
£\35 2010

NI

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

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

SO ORDERED,

Craig BI&l, Esq.

REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC,
formerly known as Dana CorPoratlon
509 Lexington Avenue, 26"

New York, New York 10022

@12)521500 2| L ED

Hon. Sherry RVHeiler

US_ACTIVE-104384265.1

ocT - 1 200




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY PZ%A:; 30

ASBESTOS LITIGATION A0 Fa
(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: Index No: 114855/01

FRANK MICCICHE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintif’s complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

E\+5 2010
-
O
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ‘ ~N\ Craig Blau, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ™ REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26! FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 F \ L E D
SO ORDERED, oct -1 00

Hon. Shérry K eitler

_CO
SEP 232010

US_ACTIVE-104362317.1




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY PX%A; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A0, Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 114855/01
FRANK MICCICHE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice L.aw
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies,
LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Dana Companies, L.LC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F \ L E D

s\+S, 2010
™ S
N N NEW YORK FFm
SQUNTY CLERKS ©

Frank Ortiz, Esq. —-‘? Craig Bfau, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.\\, REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC,
700 Broadway formerly known as Dana CorPoration
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10022

(212) 521-5400

SO ORDERED, —

SEP 232010

US_ACTIVE-104364229.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%Al'; 30

ASBESTOS LITIGATION A9 Fa
(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: Index No: 115466/01

DAVID VALENTE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies,
LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

3\+S 2010
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Craig Blau, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC,
700 Broadway formerly known as Dana Corporation D
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, hj% T
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 1
212) 521-5400
(212) 5 2700
,. K
$O ORDERED, ,, NeW “g&soﬂ’m
Hon. Sherty K. H C\F

US_ACTIVE-104364268.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%A:; 30

ASBESTOS LITIGATION /\.9.
(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: Index No: 115466/01

DAVID VALENTE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

#\+5 | 2010
Sy’
Frank Ortiz, Esq. \\4' Craig Bldu, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for CertamTeed Corporatlon
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1002 B D
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 L
S Wt ‘fzm. "

SO ORDERED, ot

Hon. Sherpy K7 Reitler "

US_ACTIVE-104362484.1

ern232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

Index No. 111222/0%./
WILLIAM P. TANNER W

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

DATED: ’)4«#9///& 12010

DM T 7p ML %%7 m

o\t,t".,:”egif‘” P'g‘““ff s Helen Griff Chalier

eilz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor
New York, NY 10003 BMCE Inc.

ew York, Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway

Hauppaugé N‘Y “l_‘l?ﬁ D

$0O ORDERED, Y Cqcr - 12000
Hon. Sherry Kigit aK
NEW YO
~oUNTY CLERKS OFFICE

SEF 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 111222/01_

~1156831/0

WILLIAM P. TANNER

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: ﬂ%;%vf/& 12010
2l T P S 44%£2u¢¢%466242%

Attorneys for Plaintiff Helen anf Chalier
Weitz & Luxenberg | Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor Lockheed Martin Corp
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak L g’
888 Veter l$e EI ay g
Hauppaug?N :
oct AW
SO ORDERED, 4 NEW “°“€o‘=ﬂ0€
Hon. Sherry Kiein Heitler SOUNTY cLERK

SEP23201p




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... x
This Document Relates To: Index No: 116148/01
George McLaughlin NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY !
JUDGMENT ‘
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ x

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
P35\ vo

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney for Plaintiff

700 Broadway, 7 Floor
New York, NY 10003

W. S
Il\Ise(sz\?itrliz Nes\:/ri’e:)rkﬁll L E D
01

Our File No. 05335.00

ocT -1 2010
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry ¥ Heitler NEW YORK

~ CLERK'S OFFILE
23"&5@ ‘

4039801.1




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.5. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.:117155/01
MARTIN CONDENZIO,
(deceased) ' NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION AND ORDER
A.C. & 8., Inc., et al.,
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps 1Inc., hereby requests
summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs'
Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and
cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
, 2010
= A .
%w

, Esqg. Ragﬁﬁ Bandlamudi, Esqg.
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
MARTIN CONDENZIO Goulds Pumps Inc.
700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York IFO', L E D

(718) 855-9000
Our File No.: 6754-6367

0CT -1 2010

So Ordered: NEW YORK
Hon. Sherdy K. Heitler QFP 23 209§/NTY CLERK'S OFFICE




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, I)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: |
: Index No.: 111225/01,(118070/01,
TERRENCE CORRIGAN and KATHERINE | 115706/03
CORRIGAN, | -
Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
. | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- | MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S.,INC, et al.
Defendants.

WHEREFQORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York
7/2. 2010

(At S

Danny R. Kraft, Ir., Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Terrence Corrigan and Katheyine Corrigan
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. Tt D g e
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway — R &ﬁ .‘
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 o
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 o

. o cel - 1 2070

HEW YOIRK

SO ORDERED, SOUTY CLERKS OFMiLE

Hon. Shemr§ Kleix/Heitler

S E P 2 3 2010 2383-235351




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\')(gA; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A.0. Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: index No: 119199/01
LUCAS TOTO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies,
LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

8\>5 2010

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ‘Y‘; Craig Blau, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC,
700 Broadway formerly known as Dana Cor oratlon
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" E
(212) 558-5500 New York, New Yo#1‘0

(212) 521 -5400

Hon. Sherry KHeitler

SO ORDERED, _ “N\(O“KW

SEP 232010

US_ACTIVE-104364262 1




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%AI'; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A-0. Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: index No: 119199/01
LUCAS TOTO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

5\>5 | 2010
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Craig Blau, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C REED MITH LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for CertalnTeed Corporatlon
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

SO ORDERED, %/I/ F ‘ L E D ’

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler |
gct - 1 2000

NEW YORK
regmeetv CLERK'S OFFICE

cEn 232010

US_ACTIVE-104362423.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J1.)
----------------------------------------- x
This Document Relates To: Index No: 119620/01
Raymond Pfliegler NO OPPOSITION i
SUMMARY ‘
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
----------------------------------------- X

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
g\xS\\o

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney for Plaintiff

700 Broadway, 7" Floor

New York, NY 10003

150 East 42 Street
New York, New York 10017

o Our File No. 0533F)0'1L E D

SO ORDERED, -1 2010
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler ocy

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Spi2anp

4039817.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'XCS:A,'; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A9, a
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 120388/01
CARMELO FICALORA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ‘W_ Christopher W. Healy, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 ﬁ \ L E D

SO ORDERED,

US_ACTIVE-104254385.1 S F p 2 3 20 1 ﬂ f‘w‘




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :“X%AE 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A\.9. Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 120391/01
JERRY DIAMOND NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY i
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER ;

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

D g

Frank Ortiz, Esg. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 F ‘ L D
SO ORDERED, oct -1 2010
Hon. Shen‘g K°T‘ie|tler Ak
NEW YO
GOUNTY CLERKS OFFICE

US_ACTIVE-104254841.1

SFP 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No
EDWARD T. GOOD 10 0
190263/10

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: /ﬁz\/ 4 2.2010
Af M 7) 26(2010 AA.
g T . U/ L
C\tltq:n?sl’_ for P'é'"t'ﬁ Seme| Meirowid, Noriel 6ta. Maria
ez & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor Robert A. Keasbey Co
New York, NY' 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

SEAVED™

W gor— 1 20
SO ORDERED,

A 8. (ORK ‘
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler meﬂ <S OFF\G‘.

Ty OU
SEP 03 TR




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :"X%A; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A\.9. Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 120432/01
JAMES FLEMING NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

e 200
Ro%x (1

Frank Ortiz, Esq. “ﬁ‘ Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 F ' L E D
SO ORDERED, W’_’,
Hon. Sherry K. Neitler oCT -1 2010
NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

US_ACTIVE-104256034.1

SEP232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'K%AI'; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A0, T
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 120582/01
JAMES SCHIAVO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

g\¥S | 2010
=UE ﬁ( Coi i~
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Craig Brdu, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, REED SMITH LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporatlon
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 /212) 521-5400
SO ORDERED, // 7 —— \,
Hon. Sherry K. Heffl F ‘ L E D
"2 W YORK
2010 NEb N s OFFILR
US_ACTIVE-104365542.1 OOUNTY




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :*'X(S:A}:; 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A9, 7
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 121735/01
MARTIN FANWICK NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

‘i‘l |, 2010 ﬂ %
Frank Ortiz, Esq Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400
» o~
FILED
SO ORDERED, _
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler ocT -1 2010
NEW YORK
~OUNTY CLERK'S OFFIO!

US_ACTIVE-104278984.1

SEP 23 201p




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 101110/02

JAMES R. FLEMING and LINDA A. FLEMING
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFQRE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and
there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

and without costs.

DATED: Qi//q 2010
A 2 et Wibbain v

s ;negri for Plsm”ﬁ Victoria W. Donath
eltz & L.uxenberg Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway - 7th floor
BMCE Inc.

New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 1178 \\

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry’Klein Heitler




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 101110/02

JAMES R. FLEMING and LINDA A. FLEMING

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

oaren: NG aon0 |
% Loyt

Attorpéys for Plaintiff Victoria W. Donath
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor Lockheed Martin Corp
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

FILED

SO ORDERED,

Hon. ShermyKieiHeitler get -1 200




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 101110/02
JAMES R. FLEMING and LINDA A. FLEMING

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keashey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: @// Q2010
Attorhey

ey for P'gﬁ“ﬁf Victoria W. Donath
el uxenoerg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor Robert A. Keasbey Co.
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788 E D :
SO ORDERED, DK A 200
Hon. Sherry Kiein Heitler oCl
oR¥
UNTY ©

<rP 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: .
Index No. 120396/Q

EDWARD T. GOOD -
190263710

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: /7% 5 "), 2010
S
i f- Mr? 1 ¢ ’
/f'j,t/ j}f‘i.e"’ Zumw’{,_./ 7/ ‘Léc’ IRy / M -
Atto_rneys for Plaintiff Somup| me‘\f’ow"%& Nga/lfilel%ta. Maria
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor Robert A. Keasbey Co
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP
888 Veterans Megaorigiglighway
HauppFlg\, Ry Eﬁ
_‘ oot - 1 2010
SO ORDERED, A A
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler dew YO‘:“S oFFICE:
NTY G\.E-HK
o 7820




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

This Document Relates to:

Jerry Diamond and Joann Diamond, Index No. 02-104308

Plaintiffs
-Against- NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORD% D
Standard Motor Products, Inc., et al.,
Defendants. 0
X o
oct -7

WHEREFORE, defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc., hereby requests summéw VORK W
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules SM‘BYZ 2,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice
and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
a\s 2010

/\,:Q

\ s @“‘:@
Frank Ortiz, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg

Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003-9536
212.558.5500

0/

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Stérry Klein Heitler

MEI 10402505v.1

Richard P. O’Leary, Esq.
McCarter & English, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Standard Motor Products, Inc.
245 Park Avenue, 27" Floor
New York, New York 10167
212.609.6800

T —

SEP 2312010




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK CQUNTY I.A.8. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: . Index No.: (109854/0
Philip Mule and Cynthia Mule, Index No.: 122078/99
Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & 8. Inc., et al., . MOTION AND ORDER
Defendancs.
______________________________________ X_

WHEREFORE, defendant Burnham LLC, hereby requests summary
judgment. in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice
Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plainﬁiffs' Complaint
against defendant Burnham LLC, with prejudice, and there being
no opposition theréto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, ali claims
and cross claims against defendant Burnham LLC, be dismigsed
with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Brooklyn, New York

1P , 2010 ’/;;;22;,,#,#, _
Ferep THbBini, Kaq. : Jugfin M) Taf;gﬁEéﬁ:
Weitz & Luxenbeirqg, P.C. llen and . Dykfian LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiffe Attorneys for Defendant
Philip Mule and Cynthia Mule Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6% Floor 177 Montague Street

New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New
(718) 855-9%000 ' [)

Our-File No.: 11084-

So Ordered: z ' 0CT -1 2010

Hon. Shérry\K. Heitler
SLp o NEW YORK
NTY CLERK'S OFFICE

fvﬁj




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 109854/02

PHILIP MULE and CYNTHIA MULE

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Ruies § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: Jowy 27 , 2010 .
/,w"‘ _____ S N ‘ \..._,,..-'-'_J‘
“Aliorfieys fopBlaintift -

S L Julie L. Mer
uxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor Robert A. Keasbey C
New York, NY 10003 o Lo LU
, Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

FILED

SO ORDERED, act -1 2010

Hon. Sherry eitler

NEW YORK .
GOUNTY CLERKS OFFICE

cr09232010




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

-------------------------------------- X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.8. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No. £ 109854/02
Philip Mule and Cynthia Mule, Index No.: 122078/99
Plaintiffs,
- againgt - NO OPPOSITION '
. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & 8. Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.' Inc.,
hereby regquests éummary judgment - in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice- Law and Rules’ Section §3212,
dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario &
DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

and cross claimg against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

‘Dated: Brooklyn, New York

———==f[2.0 , 2010 %

% ; _ / L

Pet Ambini, Esqg. g;?Z&n M| Tafe/ Es

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. len and Dykman LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

Philip Mule and Cynthia Mule Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
700 Broadway, 6% Floor Inc.

New York, New York 10003 177 Montague Stref '

Brooklyn, New York® 1 2L E D'

(718) 855-9000

) Our File No.: 10924--6C
Q ] T~1 2010
S50 Ordered: }%

NEW YORk

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
SFP 2 Y IIPLERKS Orry,




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 112375/02
PHYLLIS GACH, as Executrix for the Estate of MICHAEL
GACH and PHYLLIS GACH, Individually
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: 7//. / ,2010

Attorneys for Plaintiff Andrew M. Warshauer
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor Lockheed Martin Corp
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

, FILED
SO ORDERED, /“ |

Hon. Sherry lein Hitler GCT -1 2010

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\',{g’*;a 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (ioitier 1)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 112375/02
MICHAEL GACH NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

u\sfg:% Y

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy/Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400

FILED

ocT -1 2010

NEW YORK .
US_ACTIVE-104254353.1 S E p 2 3 20 10 GOUNW CLERKIS OFFl(:g

SO ORDERED,

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:

Index No. 121985/99
PHYLLIS GACH, as Executrix for the Estate of MICHAEL Ci12375/02 )

GACH and PHYLLIS GACH, Individually

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

DATED: 27/(5 12010

e (e

Attorneys for Plaintiff Andrew M. Warshauer
Weitz & Luxenber Attorneys for Defendant
th floor BMCE Inc.
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP
888 Veterans Memorial Highway

Hauppaug&N\Y C?E D

SO ORDERED, %\ ocT -1 200

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

erP 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

Index No. 121985/99
PHYLLIS GACH, as Executrix for the Estate of MICHAEL
GACH and PHYLLIS GACH, Individually

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: 5/»5 2010

O ce— Cawm.%,\

Attorneys for Plaintiff Andrew M. Warshauer
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th fl Robert A. Keasbey Co.
New York, NY 10603 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

ATy LED

SO ORDERED, / ocr .
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 1 201p
NEW Y,
20 R




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

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

ALLEN RABINOWITZ , as Personal Representative for the
Estate of STANLEY RABINOWITZ and PEARL
RABINOWITZ, as Spouse,

Plaintiffs,

-y, -

NYCAL

Index No. 116543/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.F. SUPPLY CORPORATION, et al., including
J.A. SEXAUER, INC.,

Defendants.

X

WHEREFORE, defendant, J.A. Sexauer, Inc, (hereinafter “J,A. Sexauer”™), hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant J.A. Sexauver with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

J.A. Sexauer be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
August 5& 2010

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

S

Mark G. S'trav/ss, Esﬁ Grace DeMario,‘B’sq.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

Attorneys for Defendant

Stanley Rabinowirz, et al. J.A. Sexauer, Inc.

360 Lexington Avenue, 20™ Floor
New York, New York 10017

150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038

(212) 986 - 2233 (212) 791-0285

% _\Z;g i
SO ORDERED, Dated:

SEP 232010

Hon. Sherry?l’eiﬁ Heitler




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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
ALLEN RABINOWITZ , as Personal Representative for Index No.:  116543/02
the Estate of STANLEY RABINOWITZ and PEARL
RABINOWITZ, as Spouse, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs, MOTION AND ORDER
aV,-

AF. SUPPLY CORPORATION, et al., including
J.H, FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, JJH. FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, sued herein as “J.H.

France,” hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and
Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant J.H, FRANCE REFRACTORIES

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
J.H. FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
August. D\, 2010

N~

v@Q

Mark G. %‘r&uss{ Eﬁq. Grace DeMan&;}Esq.
EARLY & STRAUSS MALABY& BRADLEY, L a0
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 'l“

Stanley Rabinowitz, et al.

360 Lexington Avenue, 20" Floor
New York, NY 10170

(212) 986-2233

J.H. France Refractories Company Qc:‘
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

&333"&

i
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heltler

o

DATED:

—SEPZBI00




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL

ALLEN RABINOWITZ , as Personal Representative for the
Estate of STANLEY RABINOWITZ and PEARL

RABINOWITZ, as Spouse,

Plaintiffs,

V.~

A.F. SUPPLY CORPORATION, et al., including

NEW YORK ATR BRAKE CORPORATION,

Defendants.

Index No. 116543/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

2.4

WHEREFORE, defendant New York Air Brake Corporation hereby requests summary judgment

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

complaint against defendant New York Air Brake Corporation with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

New York Air Brake Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
Augustd|, 2010 \ L E D
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC MALABY & BRADLEY, LLf
N
Mark s! Esq. Grace DeMar%, Esq. NEW 1 JKS OFFM
Attorneys f Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant wUNTV CLER

Stanley Rabinowitz, et al. -
360 Lexington Avenue, 20" Floor
New York, New York 10017

(212) 986 - 2233
A1

New York Air Brake Corporation
150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shérry Klein Heitler

Dated: SEP 2 3 201”




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No
RICHARD W. MITCHELL and HELGA MITCHELL 109249/00

122185/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

DATED: _Sepr 2. 2010

o SN * T

b

inti - . \’\IAQ- : H
Attorneys for Plaintiff - ™ cud  Fanell Julie |_«_7 Mer

Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor Attorneys for Defendant

LLockheed Martin Corp.
New York, NY' 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

SO ORDERED, F ‘ L E D

Hon. Sherry Kiéw Heitler

oct - 1 2010

agt‘ggw YORKO Fﬂcé




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO

| Index No
RICHARD W. MITCHELL and HELGA MITCHELL 109249700

122185/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with

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

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

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED:  _Sept 2, 2010

Aftorneys for Plaintiff - miwael TaneM:
Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor

New York, NY 10003

() r——

Julie L;Mer

Attorneys for Defendant

Robert A. Keasbey Co.

Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sher Kk’em




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
RICHARD W. MITCHELL and HELGA MITCHELL 109229700
122185/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

DATED: Sept 2 12010

Dl U Chd

Attorneys for Plaintiff = (cweel Eamer\ Juli
Weitz & Luxenberg ute g. per

Attorneys for Defendant
BMCE Inc.

700 Broadway - 7th floor

New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP
888 Veterans Memqgial gighw
Hauppauge, NY 11 8“ {E D

. OC'\' -1 20\0
SO ORDERED, ' %

- Hon. Sherry KleinHeitler

CLERK
sep2320W
~= 0320

gW YORK ;
N CLERKS OFFIGE




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LA.S. Part 30

: (Heitler, I.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
» Index No.: 108845/00,
CASIMIR R. STASZAK and SLYVIA STASZAK, |

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
) | | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- | MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S.INC, etal
Defendants. A _ g

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there

being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs.

Dated: New York New York
¢ , 2010

L

Am e J. Byandis, Esq.

Attomey for Plaintiffs
Treadwell Corporation Casimir R. Staszak and Slyvia Staszak
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ‘ L D
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway F
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 oct - A 200

F\OE
SO ORDERED, ~OUNTY C \,ERKS OF

Hon. Sherry Kletn Heitler

Ser 2 32010 12352254




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

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

: Index No.: 108845/00,@
CASIMIR R. STASZAK and SLYVIA STASZAK, !

Plaintiffs, ' NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

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

opposition thereto,

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

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

costs.

Dated: New York, New York
(iugwe}’b ,2010
/
DA, [
| ) ¢ “‘U\ L

Robért Darish, Esq. re J. Bkandis, Esq. -
Attorney for Defendant Aftorney for Plaintiffs )g,,; ét h»« gu_ b
Oakfabco, Inc. Casimir R. Staszak and Slyvia Staszak

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

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway got - b

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

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 Tt:l(%'_"’_“’mg OFFi

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry KleinHeitler  oF.F o & 2010

2571-0001




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION :

X
ROBERT VAN BUREN and ALICE VAN : Index No. 100771/03
BUREN, :

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION
-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PROD ., et al., . .
UCTS CO., etal Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,

IAS Part 30
X

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

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

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

without costs.
Dated: New York, Ngw York
Y2/ 2<=(O
7

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC
By: Cﬁ’ﬂ M B@Cﬁd}/\

Danny R. Kraft, Jy. Diane M. Pompei
700 Broadway 264 West 40™ Street
New York, New York 100 ' New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400

FILED

0CT -1 2010

NEW YORK

SO ORDERED: oR
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. COUNTY CLE

Dated: New York, New York

SEP 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 111046/98;

Alice Jane Wagner, as Executrix for the Estate of William 113 98; 103413/00;
A. Wagner, and Alice Jane Wagner, Individually

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFQRE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: Jur 27 , 2010

WWMW i i

C\’;‘m;ﬂéﬁ& LfOF P'gi.lff Andrew M. Warshauer
eitz uxenberg Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway - 7th floor Lockheed Martin Corp

New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

SO ORDERED, %
Hon. Sherry K@n{?&itler

SEP 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 111046/98;

Alice Jane Wagner, as Executrix for the Estate of William 11 98; 103413/00;
A. Wagner, and Alice Jane Wagner, Individually C100771/03 )

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: Jooy 27,2010
("’”‘:—;’ ),
S fo oo
WW | Andrew M. Warshauer
enz xenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor Robert A. Keasbey Co.
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP
888 Veterans l—ﬁnway
Hauppau %J
’ -1 2010
SO ORDERED, N\
Hon. Sher in Fifitler ﬁ;rgom

SEP232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

: Index No. 109383/00
CARL KROGER and CAROL ANN KROGER 1 01

100787/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

DATED: L /7/‘4' 12010

e S
Attorney&for-Paintir\
Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor
New York, NY 10003

Anng M. DiLohardo
Attdrneys for Defendant
Lockheed Martin Corp.

Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

FILED

SO ORDERED,

ocT - 1 2010

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFILF

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 109383/00
102314/01 ’

CARL KROGER and CAROL ANN KROGER 00787/03 )

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

DATED: g!?/(l ) 2010 M

P sy
~Attorneys for Plaintiff Ahna M Dil_/onarbdo

Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor gktnoé%e?ﬁ’cfor Defendant

New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

i 4,' .
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

SO ORDERED,

0cT -1 2010

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

ccP 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
index No. 109383/00

CARL KROGER and CAROL ANN KROGER 102314/01

Cl 90787/0§'?

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: 4 (10 12010
w“"{' - T “{%‘ ‘ ; é f

_"WAtto'rnﬁ;Tc')F'PIaintiff L Anna M. DiLorardo
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor Robert A. Keasbey Co
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial iﬂ/ay
Hauppauge\?\l‘ ‘1'_7

{ _4 100
SO ORDERED, W‘ oCT .
Hon. Sherry Kiein Heitler YOR! _
i NEW o es OFFICE

SFP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION { LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: E -
' Index No.: 102222/04,@
JOAN E. BYRNES, Individually and Executrix for |
the Estate of EDWARD BYRNES, SR., ;
: NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

-against-
A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Cotp., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
1 S 252010

Amibre J. Bléndis, Esq.

Attomney for Defendant ~ Attorney for Plaintiffs

Tishman Liquidating Corp. Joan E. Byrnes and Edward Byrnes, Sr.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C L E

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway _ F ‘

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

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 ' oct - 1 200

CRY.
NE e f}‘-vﬁ‘“ £

SO ORDERED, GOUNTY c\.ER

Hon. Sherry KleinHeitler

238326728

5LP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30

! (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: : '
i Index No.: 102222/04,{106686/03
JOAN E. BYRNES, Individually and Executrix for !

the Estate of EDWARD BYRNES, SR., ;
. : NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT

i MOTION AND ORDER

-against-
A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
gy st 2% 2010

[N

. . bre J.[Brandis, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant / Attomey{for Plaintiffs
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Joan E. es and Edward Byrnes, Sr.
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. : WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. E D
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway f {L
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 1000
(212) 509-3456 - (212) 558-5500 ocT -1 2010
_________ w YORK
SO ORDERED, “":\%/’—v wumtj%\jﬂ&s OFFICE
Hon.\STTérE/ Klefn Heitler

324.7928

SEPr 20




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 107744/03

Fred P. Sileo ' NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
VxS \\?

D

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney for Plaintiff

700 Broadway, 7" Floor

New York, NY 10003

150 East 42™
New York, New York 10017

Our File No. 053F0<‘)0L E D

SO ORDERED, §Z 0CcT -1 2010

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

NEW YORK
SOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SEP 23 2010

4105404.1




SUPREME COURT

OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
————————————— e NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S8. Part 30
ASEESTOS LITIGATION {Judge Heitler)
T X
This Documentl Relates to: Index No.: 113437/03
ANTHONY ASARQ
! NO-OPPOSITION
% SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER
- against -
A.C. & 5., INC., et al.,
Defendants.
_______________________________________ X
WHEREFCRE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

Judgment in t}

he above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law

Sed

!

and Rules

defendant

BURNHAM LLC,

kion $3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against

with prejudice, and there being no

opposltion tH@reto,

ORDERED,

Crossg

prejudice and

Dated:

)

claims

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

without costs.

Brookiyn, New York

2 0 , 2010

Matthew T. M
Weitz & Luxe
Attorneys fo

Anthony Asarp

700 Broadway

.. L

" fo——
FoEeph M Aﬁﬁfg ille, Esq.
Cullen and Dykman LLP

Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC
177 Montague Street

écIntyr&{ Esq.
hberg, P.C.
r Plaintiff

, 6" Floor

Mew York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 .
212-558-55%00] (718) 855-9000 E :
Our File No.: 60‘4‘30 D
. - -1 2010
80 ORDERED: : oct
53201y CLERCS

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :“Z%A'F; a0
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A9 Fa
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 114875/03
LOUIS CAMPISI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

§fzo . 2010 ﬂ
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 D
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 iL E
SO ORDERED, ocT -1 200

Hon. Shefry K. Heitler

W“féﬁ;é’.?; OFFIL”
SFP2312010

US_ACTIVE-104273454.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
: i Index No.l 8070/01,
TERRENCE CORRIGAN and KATHERINE | ‘!@W
CORRIGAN, |
Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
_ : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- i MOTTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S.,INC, etal. |
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
72/2. 2010

N At

Attorney for Defendant
Tishman Liquidating Corp.
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

v/

Dann;r R. Kraft, Jr., Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Terrence Corrigan and Kathefine Corrigan
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. IR §
700 Broadway Y e ﬁ
New York, New York 10003

oot -1 2010
HEW YORK

it

W

Hon. SM Kleig Heitler

(212) 558-5500
COUNTY CLEFKS OFTILF

SEP 232010

2383-235351




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ;
X ?
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
REGINA KENNY, as Executrix for the Estate of : Index No.: 120579/03
ALOYSIUS KENNY, and REGINA KENNY, :
Individually, : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler |
: Part 30
Plaintiff,
: NO OPPOSITION
- against - : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. MOTION AND E D
A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et al,, :
Defendants. : ct - A e
X New YORE

AKS
WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. hereby requests summarmﬁ!

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
Plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

Lot erbr Js 2010

e

/_  Mattlew Park, Esq. ‘-/
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.

. Fenton, Esq.
raurig, LLP

700 Broadway venue, 15" Floor

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10166
(212) 558-5500 01-9200
Attorneys for Plaintiff , Attorneys for Robert A, Keasbey Co.

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler SEP D '3 zgm




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  LA.S. Part 30

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

{ Index No.:( 102222/04) 106686/03
JOAN E. BYRNES, Individually and Executrix for |
the Estate of EDWARD BYRNES, SR., i

: NO OPPOSITION

Plaintiffs, | SUMMARY JUDGMENT

i MOTION AND ORDER

-against-
A. Q. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
25,2010

' . bre J.[Brandis, Esq.
Attorey for Defendant Attorney{for Plaintiffs
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Joan E. es and Edward Byrnes, Sr.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. E D
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway f {L
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 1000
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 et - A 2010
w YORK
SO ORDERED, “"é % ;é wuNTsECLE“K's OFFICE
Hon. SHérTy KleYn Heitler

324-7928

SEP?Szom




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30

: (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: |
' Index No.: 106686/03

JOAN E. BYRNES, Individually and Executrix for
the Estate of EDWARD BYRNES, SR., ;
{ NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, { SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' | MOTION AND ORDER
-against- :

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs,

Dated: New York, New York
7% 2010

Kerr ook, Esq. bre J. Bxéndis, Esq.
Attomney for Defendant _~Attorney for Plaintiffs
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Joan E. Bymes and Edward Byrnes, Sr.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.Cgs ‘ L E
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York'10003
(212) 509-3456 _‘ (212) 558-5500 oct - 1200
EW YORK ]
SO ORDERED, ( ooum:l‘ CLERK'S OFFIt/

Hon. Sherry KleinHeitler

2383-26728

SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
JOAN E. BYRNES, as Executrix for the Estate of : Index No.: 102222/04
EDWARD BYRNES SR., and JOAN E. BYRNES,
Individually, : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
: Part 30
Plaintiff,
: NO OPPOSITION
- against - : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER
A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et al., E D
Defendants. F ‘ L
: 0
WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. hereby requests summary judgm K ’
y e s oPP
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,M§§{ng

Plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York
Stotamber 15,201

//7 // - M :\/ L v@L
% Matthe® Park,\‘Es/q Lori .vFenton, Esq.
eitz & Luxenberg, P.C. eenberg Araurig, LLP
700 Broadway 200 Park“Avenue, 15™ Floor
New York, New York 10166
2) 801-9200

New York, NY 10003
Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co.

(212) 558-5500

Attorneys for Plaintiff

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry KleinHeitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%AIF; a0
ASBESTOS LITIGATION A.S. Pa
(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: Index No: 108929/04

FRANK LOPOPOLO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
'3=-D , 2010

Y

Frank Ortiz, Esq

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

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

SO ORDERED,

Christopher W. Healf, Esq.

REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for American Optlcal Corporation
599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

?Ze‘lg)Y502r‘_||(-5|:%\8’ York 10022 F ' L E D

ocT -1 2010

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

US_ACTIVE-104254223 1

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIGE

ern 022010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY - NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' ILA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 115492/04

Edward Parker
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
2\ 23S \\o

D

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

Julie R. Evans,

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ' WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attomney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER KLP

700 Broadway, 7™ Floor Attorney for Defoqadan

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

New York, New

rkg1 0017
__ Our File No. 05385.0§0 E D

SO ORDERED, OCT -1 2010
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

NEwW YOR
RK's OFF’CE

SEP 232010

4105399.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

JOSEPH OWENS

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

Index No: 115563/05

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

%f30, 2010

A

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

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

SO ORDERED,

Al

Christopher W. Hedly, Esq.

REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.

New York, New York 10022

(212) 521-5400
FILED

Hon. Sherry K. Neitler

US_ACTIVE-104254676.1

ocT -1 2010
NEW YORK

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SFP2312010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

Index No. 1155663/05
JOSEPH OWENS and AGNES OWENS

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

(e o Coen

Andrew M. Warshauer
Attorneys for Defendant

Robert A. Keasbey Co.

Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway

Hauppauge,Ff |1 1E8E D

0CT -1 2010

NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFILF

/
sder Plaintiff
eitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

ern23201




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 115563/05
JOSEPH OWENS and AGNES OWENS

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

prejudice and without costs.

Attbrneys for Plaintiff Andrew M. Warshauer
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor Lockheed Martin Corp
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

FILED

SO ORDERED, ocT -1 2010

Hon. S Heitler

EWYORK
GOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICF

Crp 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 115563/05
JOSEPH OWENS and AGNES OWENS

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

DATED: géq%lgj’_@_ 2010
s Coe th Ce

Attorneygfor Plaintiff Andrew M. Warshauer

Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor fomeys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Mem 'aﬂg&aD ;“\

Hauppauge, NYFI 8

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kigig Heitler

SEP 232010




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 102335/06

HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, as Personal

Representative for the Estate of RICHARD DANSON,

and HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, Individually NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Co.rp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissiﬁg plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: 74'\/?\3 a , 2010

&%, leon

C\t/to':ness‘lsl_ for P'éi"tiﬁ 7/Z¢/ Zo)g Andrew M. Warshauer
eitz uxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor Lockheed Martin Corp.
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP E O
S amvel /V)e.row Nz 888 Veterans Me ia\HLhway
Hauppauge, NY 11788 \
A 8
i O
yYORE qertE
SO ORDERED, _%64 Neg\f'-“‘cso

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler GOUW

cFp 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, as Personal

Index No. 102335/06

Representative for the Estate of RICHARD DANSON,

and HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, Individually

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc.,

hereby requests summary judgment in

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

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

there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

and without costs.

DATED: /7Ll/ 5 A 2010

A

Attorneys for Plaintiff "0
Weitz & Luxenberg Sqlwa M&( w"hﬁ

700 Broadway - 7th floor 7/ Z’G/ 2ota
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

FILED

Andrew M. Warshauer e YORK
Attorneys for Def CLERK'S OFFi/
BMCE Inc. %

Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

(& /d
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

SEP 232010

il




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%A:;, art 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 102335/06
RICHARD DANSON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

%l B 2010
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL.
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 FiL ED

SO ORDERED, oeT - 4 2000
Hon. S “HeXler
NEW YORK

GOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
qro ¢ 27010

US_ACTIVE-104254307 1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

JAY C. TAYLOR and CLAONA TAYLOR

Index No. 106645/97,
112622/99, 111065/98

113281/97 (172046106 )

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs,

DATED: J/ﬁ?é 2010
20l 7 2 L.

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Weitz & Luxenberg

700 Broadway - 7th floor
New York, NY 10003

50O ORDERED,

!' -
Nor(al’L%ta. Maria

Attorneys for Defendant

Robert A. Keashey Co.

Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway

Hjauppauge, g i1€8E D

/
Hon. Sherry Kiein Aditler

NE w \’0““0‘;‘:‘(' £

~» INTY

SEF 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%Al'; a1t 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 1112046/06
JAY C. TAYLOR NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

&l . 2010 ﬂ

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation

700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26™ FL.

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 L E D

SO ORDERED, ’gg&/

Hon. Sherry K. Héitler oct -1 2010
NEW YOR
CLERKS

US_ACTIVE-104281312.1 gfo 2 3 2010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

JAY C. TAYLOR

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

Index No: 112046/06

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Operation with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

&3 1 2010

D X

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ‘W
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

(212) 558-5500

Con

Christopher W. Healy, Esq.

REED SMITH, LLP.

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
599 Lexington Avenue, 26™ FL.

New York, New York 10022

(212) 521-5400
FILED

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

US_ACTIVE-104254670.1

0CT -1 2010

. NEW YORK
erP 232010 county CLERK'S OFFIL,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK '

COUNTY OF NEW YORK »
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ! -
| Index No.l 12622/99
JAY C. TAYLOR and CLAONA TAYLOR, | 106643797
Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- . MOTION AND ORDER

A.C.&S.INC, etal

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New %:11& ]\&ew York
a! 6 , 2010

ﬁ%ﬁ/}%& Yt 7 How b

KlattheW*T. Faitley, Esq. Matthew T. MaclIntyre, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Jay C. Taylor and Claona Taylor

MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F I L E D

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

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

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 ocT -1 2010
NEW YORK

&g COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler SEP 232010

SO ORDERED,

324-8766




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
! Index No.{ 112046/06/ 112622/99
JAY C. TAYLOR and CLAONA TAYLOR, ' 106635797

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION

_ | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
~against- . MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S.INC., et al. |
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New ?7 New York
< 1,2010

W?%AM

Matthew T. MacIntyre, Esq.

Attomey for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Jay C. Taylor and Claona Tgl ‘ L E D
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 oct -1 2010
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500
NEW YOKRS
CLER
SO ORDERED, MBUNTY

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

SEP 2 3 20‘“ 2383-27490




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LA.S. Part 30

! (Heitler, 1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: !

{ Index No.L112046/06)112622/99
JAY C. TAYLOR and CLAONA TAYLOR, : 106645/97

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
_ . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- . MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York
R 2010

Y. 7 Hee LT

Matthew T. MacIntyre, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs

Treadwell Corporation Jay C. Taylor and Claona Taylor
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. E D
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway F ‘ ‘—
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 / (212) 558-5500 act -4 700

. YORK
SO ORDERED, % T‘:',qu\ga\cs OFFICE

Hon. Sherry KleitHeitler COUN

SEP 23 2010 1235-22233




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY :\'X%A:;a 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION S
, (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 100681/07
ROBERT E. DE FORGE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests ?
summary judgment in the above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section |
3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

" p
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, ESq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff " Attorneys for American Optical Corporation
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL. _
New York, New.York 10003 New York, New York 10022 E D
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 F ‘ \_
; '\

SO ORDERED, 0.4 act - 10

Hon. Sherry KVHeitler K

weW YORL rcl
CAER
Nmﬂ""’

US_ACTIVE-104279386.1

SEP 232010




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.5. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ x
This Document Relatesg to: Index No.,: 119840/98
Christopher Kane and Barbara Kane, Index No. :
Plaintiffs,
-~ against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & 8. Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Burnham LLC, hereby regquests summary)
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law,
and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against
defendant BRurnham 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

, 2010
DU T 7/;__“ m?\‘\—_& D
Matthew T. MacIntyre,” Esq. J tiﬁ\M[ Tafe, Eog.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ullen and Dykman LLP ﬂﬂ“
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defenda@&j -A
Christopher Kane and Barbara Burnham LLC
Kane 177 Montague Street N\—‘N \(3 Eﬁ
700 Broadway, 6% Floor Brooklyn, New Yorﬁmm%%%@EL
New York, New York 10003 (718) 855-9000

Our File No.: 11084-1157

So Ordered:

Hon. Sher?y K. Heitler

e

3

reJ
=




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S8, Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 119840/98
Christopher Kane and Barbara Kane, Index No.: @
Plaintiffs,
-~ against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & 5. Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering
Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and
cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,

be dismissed with prejudice and without costs,

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
gly , 2010 m
Matthew T, MacIntyre, Esqg. Jugtin M\4Tafe, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. llen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Christopher Kane and Barbara Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
Kane Inc.
700 Broadway, 6™ Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11 OlEE [)
(718) 855-9000 i: !
Our File No.: 109824-5440
R
oct -1
So Ordered: .
YOR A
/v K. Heitler NEW QFFR
Y GLERKS

SEP 257079 GOWNT




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.8. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 119840/98
Christopher Kane and Barbara Kane, Index No.: W
Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & S. Inc., et al., MOTION AND QRDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Burnham LLC, hereby reguests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against
defendant Burnham LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
al g , 2010

HH. T e L LED
Matthew T. MacIntyre,’Esq. J tln M. Tafe,
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. llen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for DefendQEﬁ ~ A 200
Christopher Kane and Barbara Burnham LLC
Kane 177 Montague Street VQYO EFIGE
700 Broadway, 6% Floor Brooklyn, New York W@LERKSO
New York, New York 10003 (718) 855-92000

)?ur File No.: 11084-1157

~ Vi

S0 Ordered:

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

SFP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
‘INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY 77 NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 190090/08

BEVERLY E. LANE and SHARON A. LANE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

__WHEREF ORE,__defendant ﬁ;\;serve US, Inc., so_lne_lgf as succesgortoG_estra, Inc. and
Vogt Valve Co. (improperly sued as Flowserve US, Inc., individually and as successor to
Flowserve Gestra and Vogt Valves), (“Flowserve US”) hereby requests summary judgment in
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Flowserve US with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto.

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

defendant Flowserve US be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice andéli‘ovo S.

W
Dated: New York, New York A 1

s /1th 2010 & b g
«40 @50

NY 2 55
Mark Bibrd-Esq. Jo=
Attorneys for Plaintiffs _ aancy & Carpenter, LLP
Early, Ludwick, Sweeney, Strauss Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely a
360 Lexington Avenue, 20" Floor successor to Gestra, Inc. and Vogt Valve Co.
New York, NY 10017 88 Pine Street, 24™ Floor

W 1000s
SO ORDERED, [
N
SEP23 2018

Lane-Revised NOSIM.DOC




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: =

' Index No.: 190125/09
LOUIS G. D'ADDIO, :

Plaintiff, | NO OPPOSITION

_ | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Fay Spofford & Thorndike of New York, f/k/a Wolff &
Munier, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Fay Spofford
& Thorndike of New York, f/k/a Wolff & Munier, 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, Fay Spofford & Thorndike of New York, f/k/a Wolff & Munier, Inc., be and the same
are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

/T 2010
V& MQ \)\)\@ (o C:
Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. % be ViSO SR -
Attorney for Defendant Atto gf\ésr Pga\'fnti f J(ﬂV&SO ’ bSQ
Fay Spofford & Thorndike of New York, f/k/a Louis G. D'Addio
Wolff & Munier, Inc. LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBRR&S, ‘.LL E D
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 800 Third Avenue, 13" Fl
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 New York, New York 10022
New York, New York 10004 (212) 605-6200 ocT -4 2010
(212) 509-3456
""" NEW YORK
GOUNTY CLERK'S OFFILF

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Rieih Heitler SEP? 3 2 ‘"ﬂ

530-62




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LLA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

| Index No.: 190125/09
LOUIS G. D'ADDIO, ’

Plaintiff, | NO OPPOSITION
. | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- . MOTION AND ORDER

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants,

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

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

~ Dated: New York, New York
7/ /0 , 2010

Moyt &

+ d ' /' o gl
Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. 716 % WLC}GOH ES? .
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff 4
Tremco Incorporated Louis G. D'Addio
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. LEvVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 800 Third Avenue, 13" Fl
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10022F \ L E D
(212) 509-3456
oct - 1 20W
SO ORDERED
) R
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler NEgV\;‘;?‘QS QFF I

SEP23 2010 27988




KLATTI3432 Feral/ NOSIM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
LOUIS G. D’ADDIO, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintifi(s), ORDER
- against - Index No.: 190125/09
A.Q. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al.; NYCAL
LA.S, Part 30
Defendants.
i X

WHEREFORE, defendants ATLAS TURNER, INC. hereby request summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendants ATLAS TURNER, INC. with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants ATLAS TURNER, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Alefi0

e -
Holl erson,FAq. Suzanne HalbarCie
Attorney for Plaintiffs : Attorneys for, >
Levy, Phillips & Konigsberp Barry McTiernd
800 Third Avenue 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor
New York, New York 10022 . New York, New York 10006

(212) 313-3600

O Cus— FILED

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler oCcT -1 2010

NEWYORK
SEP 23 zmuﬂt.m rv CLERK'S OFFICE




X:/AWAS3476.Aegal/NOSTM

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

---- X
LOUIS G. D’ADDIO, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff(s), : ORDER
- against - Index No.: 190125/09
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC,, et al.; NYCAL
LLA.S. Part 30
Defendants. !
X i

WHEREFORE, defendants SPX COOLING TECHNOLOGIES, INC. hereby request
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants SPX COOLING TECHNOLOGIES,
INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendants SPX COOLING TECHNOLOGIES, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

ﬂ/é//o

iﬁ" Esd. Suzanne P‘%ﬁ'gdier, Esq.

Attorney fef Plaintiffs Attorneys ¥or MARLEY COOLING

Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg TECHNOLOGIES )

800 Third Avenue Barry McTiernan & T

New York, New York 10022 2 Rector Street, 144 ];/}gre' L E D
New York, New.York 10006
(212) 313-3600 * ocT -1 2010

%/’  WEWYORK
SO ORDERED, SEp 28 20W4NTY ELERKS OFFICE

Hon. Sherry Kleti-Heitler




XAATTS 3433 Negal/ NOSIM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-- X
LOUIS G. D’ADDIO, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff(s), ORDER
-against- Index No.: 190125/09
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al.; NYCAL
1A.S. Part 30
Defendants,
...... : X

WHEREFORE, defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL f/k/a UTICA BOILER hereby
request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL f/k/a
UTICA BOILER with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all ¢claims and cross claims against
defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL f/k/a UTICA BOILER be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

610

' 9q. Suzanne HalBardier, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorneys{fof ECR INTERNATIONAL f/k/a
Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg UTICA BOILER

800 Third Avenue Barry McTiernan & Moore

New York, New York 10022 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

New York, New York 10006

(212) 313-3600

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein-Meitler 0CT -9 2010

SEP232010 UMM Clbmyorrce




i

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK '
X
LOUIS G. D’ADDIO, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff(s), ORDER
- against - Index No.: 190125/09
A.O, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC,, et al,; NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendants JOHN CRANE, INC. hereby request summary judgment in

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendants JOHN CRANE, INC. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

defendants JOHN CRANE, INC,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

with7ut costs.

o

Hollﬁcterson,ééq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs

Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg
800 Third Avenue

New York, New York 10022

SO ORDERED,

Suzanne Halbardi¢s, Esq.
Attorneys for JOHN CRANE, INC.
Barry McTiernan & Moore

2 Rector Street, 14* Floor

New York, New York 10006

(212) 313-3600

FILED

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler

0CT -1 2010

SEP 232010  NEW YORK .
CAUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

- COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION t LA.S. Part 30
\ (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ‘

| Index No.: 190125/09
LOUIS G. D’ADDIO, z

Plaintiff,
-against- !
{ NO OPPOSITION
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY,ET | SUMMARY JUDGMENT .
AL. | MOTION AND ORDER \
Defendants.

—_—— - - i

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 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
/0 ,2010

e, T (L7Q,

Megan g Kriegstein, E‘é‘q’f-‘ olly C. Pg¢rson, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff

Peerless Industries, Inc., Louis G. D’Addio

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG LLP
199 Water Street, Suite 2500 800 Third Avenue, 13™ Floor

New York, New York 10038-3516 New York, New York 10022

(212) 232-1300 (212) 605-6200
N,
. . - “'

SO ORDERED, __ ——
" Hon; Shetry-Klein Heitler
F e . "y

4832-4660-2246.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY QF NEW YORK
......................................... x
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, 1.)
----------------------------------------- x
This Document Relates To: Index No: 190125/09
Louis G. D’Addio
NO OPPOSITION !
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND .
ORDER E
......................................... X !

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon.notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

MQEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP WILSON, E SER MQOSKOWITZ,
ttorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
800 Third Avenue, 13™ Floor Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10022 CARRIER CO I
150 East 42™ Street 'NL D

New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000 oT -

File No.: 10557.00237 1 2010
NEW YORk

qulﬂMBOﬁm;

SO ORDERED,

SEP 232010

3901156.1




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

Index No.: 190125/09
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

LOUIS D’ADDIO,

Plaintiff{(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION
AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al.,
Defendants.

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

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

to either party. a 0
Dated: vos~ , 2010 < \\'
New Yegrk, New Yo \ 1%\“

c.

Esq. Jennifor L. Budner, Esq. v\?r\N\'e?\‘(‘\
Levy Phillips SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE \&(’{ C
800 Third Ave. 13th Floor SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. d)“
New York, NY 10022 Attorneys for Defendant

Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, NY 10022

-7500

e’
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherty Klein Meitler

SFP 232010




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

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
: X

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190152/09
LARRY V. COON and EUNICE COON, NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY
Plaintiff, JUDGMENT MOTION AND
) ORDER
-against-
_ALFA LAVAL, INC. .etal o _ _ o
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE U.Sx. INC f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD INC,, sued
herein as “TRANE U.S. INC. (Individually and as successor to AMERICAN STANDARD INC.)”,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and
Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, TRANE U.S. INC f/k/a
AMERICAN STANDARD INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

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

defendant TRANE U.S. INC f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD INC., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F l L E D
Dated: SEEHErNber 13,2010

New York, New York ocT -1 2010
@%{7{/\7 NEW YORK

MaskStzauss, Esq. f r ('~ Eats Lisa M. Pascarclla(IDYNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant

360 Lexington Avenue, 20" Floor TRANE U.S. INC.

New York, New York 10017 2430 Route 34, Suite A-18

(212) 986-2233 "Manasquan, New Jersey 08736

(732) 528-8888

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler

SFP 222010



-

. r !'~ . -~
08/14/2010 10:28 FAX 212 8988 2255 EARLY STRAUSS @002/002

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY L.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J,)
X
This Document Relates to:
Larry V. Coon and Funice Coon Index No. 09-190152
Plaintiffs
-Apainst- NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
Velan Valve Corp.,
Defendant.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Velan Valve Corp hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Velan Valve Corp. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

defendant Velan Valve Corp be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

CcOsts.,
Dated: New York, New York
Yy L2010
- t

% Lokl P
Brian Early, Bsq. ~ Richard P. O'Leary, Esq.
Early & Strauss, LLC McCarter & English, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
360 Lexington Ave 20 fir Velan Valve Corp
New York, New York 10017 245 Park Avenue, 27™ floor
212.986.2233 New York, New York |

©212.609.6800

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

MENS218040.)

SFP232010

ME] 8777601v.)




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
NICHOLAS LOVAGLIO and DOROTHY : Index No. 190210/09
LOVAGLIO, :
e : NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
againste : MOTION AND ORDER
: Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler,
A.W. CHESTERTON CO., et al. | A Pat
Defendants. :
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against Georgia-Pacific LL.C with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.
Dated: New, 701'7,51 ew York
/1]
o
- SEEGER WEISS LLP. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC

S A S

Diane Pompei

. J
1 Williams Street, 10™ Floor 264 West 40™ Strect
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10018
(212) 584-0700 (212) 302-2400

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:

Hon, Sherr¥y Klein Heitler, J.8.C.

SEP232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE QOF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES IWITHIN NEW YORK CITY
0 A X

IN RE: NFW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

e — — o r__w“._....._....,..m..._._...,...« S 4

This Document Relates to:
TERRY TOULANTIS,

Plaintiff,
- againsgt -~

ANCHOR PACKING, et al.,

WHEREFORE, defendant GOULDS PUMPS,

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

;%uPranlCL Law3 and Rules Section §3212,

' cross cLammsg

-

‘=:tkore boing qo opposition thereto,

|

NYCAL
I.A.8. Part 30
(Judge Heitler)

Index No.:190260/09

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

INC., hereby reguests

dismissing plaintiffs’

'(ompldlnt dgdmnst defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., with prejudice, and‘

ORDE‘,RE.Dw that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and|

with prejudi@e and without costs.

Dated: BrJoklyn, New York

, 2010
?¥29iy EDLUbeG¥q0p/

{L\M& W L imr»k\m L

Weitz & Luxenberg
Attorneys fopr Plaintiff
Terry Toulantis

700 Broadway;, 6" Floor

Esqg. Kristen L. Lo ren, Esq.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant

GOULDS PUMPS, INC. 1‘: ‘ \_,‘Ei [J’

177 Montague Street

)

against defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., be dismissed

New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558-55%00| (718) 855-5000 cr -4 2010 }
g our File No.:6754-107300 |
¢ K
So Ordered: 5 - T':c\_gmcsOFF\C’
Hon. Sher y K! Heitler COUN

|

SEP232010




' SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION t LA.S. Part 30

- i (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: §
: Index No.: 190281/09

ROBERT HORN, g

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION

' | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against-

- A. W.CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al.,

Defendants.

| MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Madsen & Howell, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil

Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, Madsen & Howell, 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, Madsen & Howell, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New%o?,%lew York
L) 2010

%ﬁ{m

/-

/
_/

Matthew T. Fairley, Esq. Jorgdn]C. Bpx, By @i'.‘ | | E D
Attomey for Defendant “Aftorney fdr Plaintiff
Madsen & Howell, Inc, Robert Ho
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. BELLUCK & Fox, LLP - oCT - 12010
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 546 Fifth Avenue, 4* Floor YORK
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10036 EVIV.ERK'S OFFILE
(212) 509-3456 (212) 681-1575 COUNTY C

. e p
SO ORDERED, % SEP 232010 |

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

T7-4325




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S, Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ;
: Index No.: 190281/09
ROBERT HORN, g .
. Plaintiff, { NO OPPOSITION
. : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- - i MOTION AND ORDER

L
.
1
.
]

A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al.,

Defendants. g

WHEREFORE, defendant, Zum Industries, LLC, f/k/a Zum Industries, Inc., hereby
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Mw Law and Rules
§ 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, Zum Industries, LLC, fk/a Zum
Indust;-ies, 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, Zum Industries, LLC, f/k/a Zurn Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yqrk, New York Fay
' // ‘7 _,2010 7

Attorney for Defendant
Zum Industries, LLC, f/k/a

Zum Industries, Inc.

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 New York, New York 10036¢T - 1 2010
New York, New York 10004 (212) 681-1575

(212) 509-3456 NEW YORK

: GOUNTY CLERKS OFFE
SO ORDERED, 8% % SFP23201 |

Hon. Sherry KleiX Heitler

535942




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
' ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30
: i (Heitler, 1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
' t Index No.: 190281/09
ROBERT HORN,
Plaintiff, i NO OPPOSITION
. i SUMMARY JUDGMENT

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER
A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al., '

Defendants.

M{EREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, _di_smissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being
no oppqsition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross cﬁhns against
defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoui

Dated: New York, New York
7 ~,2010

T 7 T

g%;mmlom 7Esq. F+t—E_D
Attorney for Defendant
Kentile Floors, Inc. ocT - 1 200
MCcGIvNEY & KLUGER, P.C. BELLUCK & Fox, LLP
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor  gW YORK
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10034iirv GLERK'S OFFILF
(212) 509-3456 : (212) 681-1575 SEP 2% 2010
SO ORDERED, W

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

2082-7709




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
'INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 190293/09

WILLIAM KLINE and DOROTHY L. KLINE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Tuthill Corporation (improperly sued as Tuthill Corporation
(Murray Turbomachinery Division) (Individually and as Successor to Kewanee Boiler, Carling
Turbines and Murray Turbomachinery)) (hereinafter “Tuthill”) hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Tuthill with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto.

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

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

Dated: New. YO/'k New York
S L2010

Bl

Brian . Early, Esq.

<

Joseph P. LaSala, Esq. e
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & arpe &E\Cﬁ
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor Attorneys for Defendant Tuthill Cw‘é @15

New York, NY 10017 88 Pine Street, 24" Floor “v( ¥
New York, New York 100(@

SO ORDERED, W

SEP232010

1408836_1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X
Inre: NEW YORK CITY :

ASBESTOS LITIGATION :

X
This document relates to: :
George Graham

X

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

Index No. 09/190300
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Trident Valve Actuator Co. hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

complaint against defendant Trident Valve Actuator Co. with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

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

Trident Valve Actuator Co. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
gust 2, 2010

) €JFsq.
LEVY, PHILLIPS &KONIGSBERG, LLP
800 Third Avenue, 13" Floor
New York, New York 10022

SO ORDERED,

Judith Yavitz, Esq.

REED SMITH, LLP

599 Lexington Avenue ...
New York, NY 10022

S&Y

Hon. Sherﬁ/‘f(lein\-ﬁ{eitler

00198929 WPD




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
Inre: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I. A. S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)
X
This document relates to: : Index No. 09/190300
George Graham : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION
: AND ORDER
X

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

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

Dana Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

SM
Carmen Victoria St. G@rge, Esq. W avitz, Esq.
LEVY, FHILLIPS & KONIGSEBERG, LLP SMITH, LLP F '
800 Third Avenue, 13® Floor 599 Lexington Avenue L E D
New York, New York 10022 New York, NY 10022
OCT -1 2010
Hon. She ein-Heitler COUNTY CLERK%KOFF,(’F

°=2232010

00198930.WPD




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
'INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 190311/09

FRANK DESANTIS and PATRICIA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
DESANTIS JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

- WHEREFORE defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor Rockwell Manufacturing
Company (improperly sued as Flowserve Corporation, f/k/a Rockwell Manufacturers) (“Flowserve
US”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice
Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Flowserve US
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Flowserve US be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and “th&cg

Dated: New York, New York ?
X /7& ,2010
T

Brewd: ullyL Esg. Cristing Z. Sinclair, Eg6

LEVYyPHILLIPS ONIGSBERG, LLP McElrpy, Deutsch, ) aney & Carpenter, LLP
800 Third Avenug, 13% Floor Attorgjeys for Defofiddnt Flowserve US, Inc., sole
New York, New York 10022 as successor Rockwell Manufacturing Company

88 Pine Street, 24™ Floor
New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED, %L/ __SFP232010

Hon. Shizley Klein-Heitler, J.S.C.

=

1464702_1




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

INRE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

JOHN MLINCSEK and JOAN MUINCSEK, IndexNo. 19002510
Plaintiff(s),
-against- NO OPPOSITION f
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including
RESEARCH-COTTRELL, INC.,

Defendants.

X

WHEREFORE, defendant RESEARCH-COTTRELL, INC. N/K/A AWT AIR COMPANY, INC. (sued herein
as Research-Cottrell, Inc.) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant RESEARCH-
COTTRELL, INC. N/K/A AWT AIR 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

RESEARCH-COTTRELL, INC. N/K/A AWT AIR COMPANY, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

New York, New York
Auggs_‘t J7 2010

st e@w’”/ Stephen Novakidis, Esq. . _
eit/ & Luxenber P"C Sa- Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, L /E D
A & F.L Attorneys for RESEARCH-CO LYN

(973) 242-0002

(@% ouNTY CLERKS OFFLE
SO ORDERED, :

neys for Plaintiffs AWT AIR COMPANY, INC, ;

180 Maiden Lane, 17 Floor th
Three Gateway Center, 12™ Floor o l
New York, NY 10038 Newark, NJ 07102 oct -1 |
{212) 558-5500 !

Hon. Sh@rry Klein Heitler, J.5.C.




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

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190036/10

Nathaniel Murray

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

TR A
AT S HEE

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed wi_th

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: q 20|

Joseph Belluck, Esq. i
BELLYCK & FOX, LLP
Attothey for Plaintiff

546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor ™" ‘;slg‘:?‘.
New York, N.Y., 10036

New York, New York 10017

212-490-3000
fte No.: 10557.00823
SO ORDERED,

Hon, Sh.erry K. Nitler
SEP232010

V084471




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

X
WILLIAM F. O’CONNELL and DIANE O’CONNELL,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

Index No.: 190051/10

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,, et al,
No Opposition Summary

Defendants. Judgment Motion and Order
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant SLANT/FIN CORPORATION hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing the plaintiffs’ Complaint against Defendant SLANT/FIN CORPORATION with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant SLANT/FIN CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with ;{e@e D

and without costs. .- \ ‘N\“
Dated: New York, New York 0
? |\ Fw | ]
SEPTEN b~ F 24,0 ew“o\ﬁso

o Q?/ML@“‘*&G&“

Michael Roberts, Esg. Norman/J, Golub

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. Marshall Conway Wright & Bradley, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attomeys for Defendant Slant/Fin Corporation
700 Broadway 116 John Street, 4" Floor

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038

(212) 558-5500 (212) 619-4444

SEv
SEP232010.




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

______________________________________ X
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to:
John Stepikura,
Plaintiff,
- against -
A.C. & 8. Inc., et al.,
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Burnham LLC,

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

against defendant Burnham LLC, with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all

NYCAL
I.A.5. Part 30
(Judge Heitler)

Index No.: 198639700 |
10034 [ (T

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

d

hereby requests summary

co-defendants, all claims

A r, Esq. Jydtin M. Yafe, .
Wei Luxenberg, P.C. ullen and Dykma LP
A rneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
John Stepikura Burnham LLC

700 Broadway, 6™ Floor 177 Montague Street

New York, New York 10003
(718)
Qur Fi

S0 Ordered:

Brooklyn, New York 11201

855-2000
le No.: 11084-2123

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

SEp 232010

T




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

Index No.: 190058/10
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
KENNETH ALTUCHOFF, MOTION
Plaintiff(s),
- against -
AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG §
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY)et al., !
Defendants.

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

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant,| Weilt¥IcLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.
Dated , 2010
Neuﬂrk N@York Q} / Xﬂ /
JN

Joseph W. Bell Jennifer L. Budner, Esq.
BELLUCK & SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorneys for Plamtlff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ floor Attorneys for Defendant E D
New York, NY 10036 Weil-McLain F ‘-

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022 et <Y 00

“ (212) 651-7500 0C N
| NEW ok OFF1

SO ORDERED, I QOUW

Hon. Sherry KleifHeitler

SEP23201p




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190062/10

Carlos E. Simmons
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPO‘RATION with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: O‘\ ( \ {/ (0

yd

Brvén Belasky, Esq. ulie’Evang, Esq.
BELLUCK & FOX LLP WILSON,/ELSER] MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for I"laintit?;~ EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor Attorney for Def¢ndant
New York, New York 10036 CARRIER CO oxFTbbL ED
150 East 42" Sfreet
New York, Néw York 1088 -4 2010

s File No.: 10557.00828
YORK
SO ORDERED, “"7@7/' goumrj!%:ﬁﬂws OFfice

Hon. Sherry K. ¥eitler S E -
B
(P J 20,0

4118249.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 190070/2010
X
ROLAND BARBIER, NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
Plaintiffs, (Heitler, J.)
-against-
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., JUDGMENTYT MOTION
ORDER
Defendants,
X

3

WHEREFORE, Defendant KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY INC., hereby request summary
Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KAISER GYPSUM 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 KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY INC., be and the same hereby dismissed with prejudice
and without costs.

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

Dated:  New York, New York _
St 7 2000
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH, LLP

By: _ »«/ZO//@

ﬁph DiGrggario, Esq.
Attornays for Defendant

700 Broadway KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY, INC. wg .
New York, New York 10003 199 Water Street, 25" Floo \ L E D
(212) 558-5500 - New York, New York IODBIF
(212) 232-1406 200
oct - !
SO ORDERED: yORK
Sherry Klein Heitler ‘:’E\N OFFLF
Justice of the Supreme Court ~rpt Y
of the State of New York

SEP232010

4832-5362-6245,]




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190096-2010

Mark Lonergan NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant TRMI-H LLC f/k/a TEXACO, Inc., (hereinafter
“TRMI-H LLC”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant
TRMI-H LLC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New Yjorl, New York

gl

/—\ £
;o
f1/
o )

Chris Romanelli, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attomey for Plaintiff
700 Broadway, 7™ Floor
New York, N.Y., 10003

OCT ~ 1 2019

SEP 23 2010@0unry W YORK
CF

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

4051017.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X Index No. 10-190134

DAVID KONSTANTIN and RUBY KONSTANTIN,

Plaintiff,

- against - NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

630 THIRD AVENUE ASSOCIATES, et al., ORDER

Defendants.

X

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a The B.F. Goodrich Company,
and improperly named as “Successor in Interest to The Cleveland Pneumatic Company, a Division of
the Pneumo Abex Corporation, a wholly owned subsidiary of Abex, Inc.”, hereby requests Summary
Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules, Section 3212,
dismissing Plaintiffs’ Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a B.F.
GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against
Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New Yguk, New York

‘ 7] 2010
Belluck & Fox, LLP Patrick J. Dwyer
546 5™ Avenue, 4™ Floor SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER &
New York, NY 10036 BRENNAN, LLP
(212)681-1575 2 Research Way,
Attorneys for Plaintiff Princeton, NJ 08540
(609)924-6000 E {LED
Bryan Belasky Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION
: -1 2010
D 432010 oct -1
NEW YORK
SO ORDERED AOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Hon. Sherry Heitler
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
ILA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 10-190138
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
DONALD and BARBARA CONROY SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed ﬁh ‘re‘ndigmp

' Y
without costs, ot - WA )
Dated: New York, NY : YORY Cow &

Y4 2010 @ J@T‘ﬂm@y
By: ! 4 %/ By:__\ | -
Mav K B dpor0) Samuel Goldblatt, E
[Derell-Witson, Esq. Benjamin R. DwygfEsq.
EARLY & STRAUSS, L.L.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
360 Lexington Avenue, 20™ Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10017 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 986-2233 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

Buffalo, NY 14202

S (716) 853-8100
SO ORDERED, %

Hon. Sherry Kleif Heitler
<rp 232010

13098823.1




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

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 10-190138

DONALD CONROY AND RARBARA CONROY,

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY (Individually and
as Successor to ALDRICH PUMP COMPANY and
TERRY STEAM TURBINE COMPANY),
et al.,

Defendants,

X
WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE U.S. INC f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD INC,, sued herein as

“TRANE U.S. INC. (Individually and as successor to AMERICAN STANDARD INC.)”, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, TRANE U.S. INC f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD
INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
TRANE U.S. INC f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD INC,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: S€PeMber 13,2010

4New York, New York

Marc Bibro, Esq.

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC
Attorneys for plaintiff(s)

360 Lexington Avenue, 20" Floor
New York, New York 10017
(212) 986-2233

SO ORDERED,

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.

BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LL.C
Attorney for Defendant

TRANE U.S. INC.

2430 Route 34, Suite A-18
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736
(732) 528-8888

SEP23 2019

Honoral herry K, Réitler




OR1Gi v St

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

X
IN RE:NEW YORK CITY :
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X IndexNo. 19015010

This Document Relates To:
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

LEO REGINALD AKERS, : JUDGMENT MOTION
: AND ORDER
Plaintiff,

-against- :

AFTON PUMPS, INC., et al.,
Including, ARVINMERITOR, INC.,

Defendants, :
X

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

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

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

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

St anubes Q2010
f@ OCT -1 2010
NEW YORK

costs.

Jdngt Walsh, Esq. Peggy L. pan’ Esq. ZOUNTY CLERK'S OFFIL: :
LOCKS LAW FIRM, PLLC KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & i
Attorneys for Plaintiff FRIEDMAN LLP
747 Third Avenue Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10017 1633 Broadway ;
(212) 838-3333 New York, New York 10019

(212) 506-1700 |

SO ORDERED, -
WS-EP 232010 AUG 2 3 2010

Hon. Sherry Klein‘l@fl/er




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ' NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190170/10

George Robinson :
NO OPPOSITION :
SUMMARY ;
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

ew York

y
. f
t

Dated:

Joseph Belluck, Esq. Julie Evans, Egq. :
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER ILP
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor Attorney for
New York, New York 10036 CARRIER QORPORATION
150 East 42"
New York, 0017
Our File Num 57.00853
octT -1 2010
SO ORDERED,
Hon, Heitler NEW YORK ‘
~OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

4046705.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
JOE MARTIN and G. JAN MARTIN, Index No. 190171-10
Plaintiff(s), :
-v- : : NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.
Justice Sherry K. Heitler
Detendants. :
X

WHEREFORE, defendant United Gilsonite Laboratories (“UGL”) hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant UGL with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
United Gilsonite Laboratories be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
COsts.

Dated: New York, New York
September )4, 2010

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGER & ERRANTE LLP

By:
David Chandler, Esq”” Jennifer Warg Q
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorney Def
700 Broadway 116 E. 27" Street, 12“‘ Flo D
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016
(212) 558-5500 — (212)452-5300  QCT - 2019
. NEw
SO ORDERED: { COUNTy W YORK
Justice Sherry\K /Heitler ClERieg OFrice

SFP232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
JOE MARTIN AND G. JAN MARTIN, . Index No. 190171/10
Plaintiffs, . NO OPPOSITION
-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH ER PROD Letal,
WAT ODUCTS €O, etal, Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
Defendants. IAS Part 30
X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York; New York

7/ /10
AN
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAIL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc.
By: ¢ By: lrélg\—/{’_\—’
David Chandler _ Lois Kim
700 Broadway 264 West 40" Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001F \ L E D
(212} 558-5500 (212) 302-2400

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:




X./eases/KCC54292/legal/NOSIM ,
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X Index No.: 190183/10
ROBERT SEITZ and DOLORES SEITZ,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
-against- ORDER
AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC. et al.; NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s).
X

WHEREFORE, defendants KIMBERLY-CLARK CORPORATION hereby
request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and
Rules §3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendaﬁt KIMBERLY-CLARK
CORPORATION. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendants KIMBERLY-CLARK CORPORATION , be and the same are hereby

dis%isrd with pred'l)ldice and without costs,

Levy, Philtips & Konigsberg BARRY, M ERNAN & MOORE
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorney Pefendant

800 Third Avenue KIMBEREY CLAI}K CORPQORATION
New York, New York 10022 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor
New York, New York 10006 F ' L E D

‘ (212) 313-3600
£ 4 ocT -
SO ORDERED, 1 2010

Hon. Sheiry Kleift-Heitler NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
SEP232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

This Document Relates to:

Raymond Finerty and Mary Finerty Index No.l0-190187 y

Plaintiffs
-Against- NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
- Standard Motor Products, Inc.,
Defendant.

X

WHEREFORE, defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. hereby requests suw E 0 ;

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sdction 3212, 1“\“
-\

dismissing ‘plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. with@fc}udice, « ¢ .

§
and there being no opposition thereto, . ‘ W ,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross cleimis against
defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

Dated:  New York, New York

” Y0 ,2010 | ‘
] @ | fdd P.08

Brendan Tully, Esq, ' - Richard P, O’Leary, Esq.

Levy, Philips, Konigsberg McCarter & English, LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff , Attorneys for Defendant

800 Third Avenue, Standard Motor Products, Inc,

New York, New York 10022 245 Park Avenue, 27" Floor

212.605.6200 New York, New York 10167
' 212.609.6800 -

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

ME 102084771 ‘ SEP232010 MEIS218040.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
' X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
X
This Document Relates to:
Vincent Dragone and Jeanne Dragone Index No. 10-190192
Plaintiffs
-Against- NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
Air & Liquid Systems Corp., et al.,
Defendants.
X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims a a‘s‘- E D

defendant Velan Valve Corp be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

\0
costs. oct - ! w
NEW YORK
Dated:  New York, New York Q\_EW"S
7/1/% ,2010 SOUNTY
David Chandler, Esq. ] Richard P. O’Leary, Esq. {/
Weitz & Luxenberg ' McCarter & English, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway Velan Valve Corp.
New York, New York 10003-9536 245 Park Avenue, 27" Floor
212.558.5500 New York, New York 10167
212.609.6800
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherrgl Klein Heitler

SEP 2 3 2010 MEI\5218040.1

MEL 10208441v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK :
X
VINCENT DRAGONE, : Index No. 190192-10
Plaintiff(s), :
-y- : NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION as
Successor by Merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, INC,, ¢t al.
: Justice Sherry K. Heitler
Defendants. :
X

WHEREFORE, defendant United Gilsonite Laboratories (“UGL”) hereby requests summary
Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant UGL with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

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

United Gilsonite Laboratories be and the same are hereby dismissed with preFic’ aLd wgput

costs.
ocr -
Dated: New York,_LI\LIew York T -1 2010
September!Y , 2010 NEW
"OUNTY ¢y Rk
DARGER & ERRANTM§°FHCE

Jennifer Darger Es
Attorne for De Fali '}' ?ﬂ*
2" Floo

David Chandler, Esq. /

Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway 116 E. 27™ Street
New York, NY 100 New York, NY 10016
(212) 558-5500 ' e (212) 452-5300 0CT - 1 p4Wp
SO ORDERED: ' NEW YORE
Justice Sherry K. Heitler COUNTY CLERKS O ko

SEP 282010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X Index No. 10-190196

RONALD DUMMITT and DORIS KAY DUMMITT,

Plaintiffs,

- against - NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

A.W. CHESTERTON, et al., ORDER

Defendants.

X

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a The B.F. Goodrich Company,
and as Successor in Interest to Goodrich — Gulf Chemical, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules, Section 3212, dismissing
Plaintiffs’ Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a B.F. GOODRICH
COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against
Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New [k New York

,2010
oy ﬂ/\/\ / gm( Wl«)/
Belluck & Fox, LLP Patrick J. Dwygr
546 5™ Avenue, 4™ Floor SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER &
New York, NY 10036 BRENNAN, LLP
(212)681-1575 2 Research Way,
Attorneys for Plaintiff Princeton, NJ 08540
Bryan Belask (609)924-6000 E cD
Y Attorneys for GOODRICFZ(‘RIQR I
SO ORDERED W YORK
N ERKS OFFILE

SLi e 101D oo




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 120396/01

EDWARD T. GOOD 1 2
190263/10

NO OPPOSITICON
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: /—Q\J ) " 2010
7. e
/./44/ f’ﬁ‘;}( Z.,../ﬁ"/ 7/ LE" pAv IRy, -
Attorneys for Plaintiff C, Mg | {'V}@.';bu/,‘«ell 7 N(‘Jneréta: Maria
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor
New York NY 10003 Robert A. Keasbey Co.
ew York, Weiner Lesniak LLP
888 Veterans Megaorigiglighway
Haupp?ug‘, u Eﬂ
// Aet- A 10V0
SO ORDERED, < it (ORK
e, - Bk v‘.w \(
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler (‘f‘é AK'S oﬂ’-\%

CLE




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 190269/10

GLENN RITZEL

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Aran

Attorneys Iag:f Jubie M T

with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: Eg / 20 2010

Weitz & Luxenbgrg Attorneys/for Defendant

700 Broadway - floor .
Borg-Warner Corporation
New York, NY' 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway

Hauppauge, NYF 1i8L E D

SO ORDERED, M/ oct - 12010

Hon. Sherry Kiein-Heitler YORK
NEW S OFFILE




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190270-10

Joseph Mullen
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ x

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to
Anaconda Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
ERICSSON INC.,, Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable Co., without
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: ew York

. q.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKERALP

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

New York, New York 10017

22503000 5o \ LED

SO ORDERED,

HoA. Shexgy/K. Heitler NEW YORK

4109010.1 SEP232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, 1.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No:190270/10
NO OPPOSITION

Joseph Mullen SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, incorrectly named defendants “SIEMENS ENERGY INC.” and “SIEMENS
ENERGY INC., as Successor in Interest to MURRAY”' hereby request summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against said entities with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
incorrectly named defendants “SIEMENS ENERGY INC.” and “SIEMENS ENERGY INC., as
Successor in Interest to MURRAY” be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New Y‘orT, Newy York

4 1dlid
L
AN
Jose Williag:fsq. Erik Diviarco, Esq.
Weifz & Luxendérg, PC WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
. 700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 SIEMENS INDUSTRY, INC., Successor
in Interest to SIEMENS ENERGY &
AUTOMATION, INC.,
SIEMENS ENERGY INC,,
SIEMENS ENERGY INC., as Successor,
in Interest to MURRA L E D
150 East 42™ Street F ‘
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 00965.00342 4 100
SO ORDERED, 4 oCl
Hon. Sherry K. Héitler Y

! Plaintiff incorrectly named these entities within the complaint. The proper entity named in this action should haveﬁ 1 “SIEMENS
INDUSTRY, INC., Successor in Interest to SIEMENS ENERGY & AUTOMATION, INC.” Accordingly, the instant No Opposition
Summary Judgment Motion and Order shall also pertain to any claims which may be brought against “SIEMENS INDUSTRY, INC.,
Successor in Interest to STEMENS ENERGY & AUTOMATION, INC.”

4120606.2 SEP 232010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
“INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY 7 NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to: ‘
Index No.: 190320/10

MIKE CHARLES BENSON and VICTORIA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
BENSON JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Rockwell
Manufacturing Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve
Company (“Flowserve US”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against
defendant Flowserve US with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

defendant Flowserve US be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Ne}r rk,. New York \
0

[ ,2010 | “_ED ‘z:_.

) : Y / NORK
Bryan Belasky, Esq. ristina Z. Sinclair, NEW YT L oFFICE
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP McElroy, Deutsc > eWeﬁi&-ﬂ&i’o
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Deferdafit Flowserve US, Inc., sole
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor as successor Rockwell Manufacturing Company

New York, New York 10036 88 Pine Street, 24" Floor
New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED, 5?/4

Hon. ShizlexKlein-Heitler, J.S.C.

gu"7 cT 282010

1478830_1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to: :
Index No.: 190320/10

MIKE CHARLES BENSON and VICTORIA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
BENSON JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE defendant Stewart Warner Corporation (“Stewart Warner”) hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Stewart Warner with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto.

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

costs,

Dated: New Yeork, New York
2 ‘ ‘26 , 2010
-4 170W

oC1 -
YORK :

/I_/‘\/_\/ w& Q Q&ﬂf‘ﬁdﬁn\c‘s ofFfiCE
Bryan Belasky, Esq. Joseph|P. Ld'Sala, Esq.
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc.,
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor solely as successor Rockwell Manufacturing
New York, New York 10036 Company

88 Pine Street, 24" Floor
New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED, W

Hon. SkirteyKlein-Hatler, J.S.C.

&w7 STe232010

1478852_1

Y,




