
SCANNED ON 1012912010 
~ I- 

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

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN MADDI (Deceased) 113280/97 & 11 1073/98 

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, 

QCT - 1 2010 Dated: Albertson, New York 
?\k$ ,2010 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway HMAN 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 
(5 16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

: EP 2 3 2010 



HOWARD MONTGOMERY (Deceased) 109676199<=) 
11 1036198 & 209676199 

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 I 

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

Interest to TISHMAN REA 
CONSTRUCTION CO . , INC. 

bertson, New York 11507 

1 IQIQ 
200 I.U. Willets Road oc7 .- 

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: 

JAY C. TAYLOR and CLAONA TAYLOR 

1 12622/99, 1 1 
1 13281/97, 1 12046/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: A25 ,2010 

W7%&, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SEP 2 3 2010 



SUPFEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

324-8766 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAY C. TAYLOR and CLAONA TAYLOR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
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 5 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 o New York ?$3 1 ,2010 



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

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

i Index No.: 112046/06 112622199 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAY C. TAYLOR and CLAONA TAYLOR, d0-9 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 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 Yor , New York 

e- M z L h t y e , E s q .  Z d  & 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Jay C, Taylor and Claona Taylor 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
1212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry Kle i ae i t l e r  

1235-22233 



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

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

i Index No.: 1120 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAY C. TAYLOR and CLAONA TAYLOR, 
&12622’99 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New New York 

1 -  

z!?t.&L 7772 Ld;;.1L,, 
Matthew T, Machtyre, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attornev for Defendant 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Jay C. Taylor and Claona T 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. pi L E  
Ocl - 1 2010 

(212) 558-5500 . ,  \ I  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



JOSEPH T. PANZA, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

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

Index No. 108181/1997 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ArvinMeritor, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant 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 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
August s\,20 10 

-- &T--(5p 
Carla Burke, Esq. (Bar No. 43 19463) 
BARON & BUDD 
Attorneys jor Plaintiff FRIEDMAN LLP 
3 102 Oak Lawn Avenue, 
Suite 11 00 1633 Broadway 
Dallas, TX 75219 

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

Attorneys for Defendun 

New York, New York 1 0 0 1 % ~ ~  a 1 2olo 

$ \ L E D  
(800) 222-2766 (212) 506-1700 

rm )N 

SFP232010 
.. . 



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

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD DANSON 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 109600197 

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 

321 2, 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 

s ( w ,  2010 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

12) 521-5400 

0Cf - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 
c o u ~ n  C L € R K S O ~  

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-104254218.1 SEP 2 3 2010 



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

JOHN MADDI (Deceased) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
ab-5  ,2010 

F I L E  
OCT - 1 zozo 
NEW YOkr. - 

2 WUNTy CERK’S OFFW 
JAMES EDWARDS 
A€:MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
At orneys for Defendant 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

700 Broadway ~ H M A N  CONSTRUCTION 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

? FP 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. 106645/97, 
1 I 1  065/98, CFY3 328 1/97 I 12046106 

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: A 1  

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

201 0 

- 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 

SEF 2 3 2010 

. . . .- 



SUPREME. COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL : I.A.S. Part 30 

i (Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK NUCHERENO and MARGUERITE 
NUCHERENO, 

Index No.: 121733/97 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

AC & S, INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, T i s h a n  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 
8\ 9 ,2010 

0 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Frank Nuchereno and ~ s e  L E D 4  ‘ 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

5 v 

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

OCT - 1 2010 

(212) 558-5500 NEW YcmK 

SEP 2 3 2010 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

-_ - W \ ) N r f  C E W S  Cl-’ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry’Klein%eitler 

2383-0001 
N0012565-1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NICHOLAS SANTORA and FLORENCE 
SANTOKA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AC & S, INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 12 1749/97 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 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\ (=i ,2010 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Nicholas Santora and Floren 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein. Heitler 

N0012565-1 SEP 2 3 2010 
2383-0001 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

BERNARD SIKKAS 

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

Index No: 121 939/97 

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 

321 2, 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 

%+%a ,2010 

~/~ 
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 100 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

I- 

OCT - 1 2010 
SO ORDERED, 

NEW YORK 
WUNIY CLERKS 0- 

US-ACTIVE-104254338.1 

cco 23 2010 



Index No.: 122078/97 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

e\\& 

albardier, Esq. 
TIERNAN & MOORE 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WO 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

12) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klein-Heitler 

SFP 2 3 2010 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS 

PHIL1 

DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

P MULE and CYNTHIA MULE 
Index N o G G J  
123724199 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: &LY 27 , 2010 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  ' 

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



-against- 

A.C. & S., INC,, gt &., 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
Defendants. IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New yo , N  York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

32010 
SO ORDERED: 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD J. TEMPLETON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AC & S, INC., el al., 

Defendants. 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice 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 
8\7 ,2010 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Richard J. Templeton 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

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

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hon. Sherry KleE Heitler 

N0012565-1 

2383-0001 



HOWARD MONTGOMERY (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

104260/97, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO _____r_______________________1__________-------------------------------- x 

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 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Interest to TISHMAN REA 

200 I.U. Willets Road 
ibertson, New York 11507 
16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



GIOVANNI PETRONE and MARY PETRONE, : Index No. 104095/98 
q r m E 3 J  

Plaintiff( s), 

"against- 

A.C. & S., INC.,gt&, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
Defendants. IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo , N w York 
~~~~~~~ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

I ,  .K 

Ma&.& 
By: /< / 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 1001 * (212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

Hon. Sherry Kldn Heifier, J.S.C. 



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

JOSEPH J. TOMAKA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

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

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
8 \ L b  ,2010 

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

c r i s t i n a j  Isincla#, 
McElro , Deutsc ulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

Alice Jane Wagner, as Executrix for the Estate of William 
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, 

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

prejudice and without costs. 

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

DATED: & e 7  ,2010 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 V e t e r a n s t r s  v w a y  
HauppauF, Y 3 

SEP 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: 

Alice Jane Wagner, as Executrix for the Estate of William 
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 5 3212, 

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: I l U L r 2 7  ,2010 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 2 3 2010 



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 I L E D  
Dated: Albertson, New York OCT - 1 zolo a \  I-? ,2010 

NEW YoRK 
CERKS OFFIU 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC . 

S & McMANUS 
neys for Defendant 

I.U. Willets Road 
tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



WALTER L. CLEGHORN (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

117710199,Gii@$? 
& 117710199 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

_-. 

ES EDWARDS 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, NY 10003 

, DEMERS & McMANUS 
orneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUC$Z? 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., I w r  

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: 

JAY C. TAYLOR and CLAONA TAYLOR 

Index No. 106645197 
I 1 2 6 2 2 / 9 9 Q e i $  
113281/97, 112046/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

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

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

201 0 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, ocl - 1 ZQ'Q 

SEF 2 3 2010 



c 
L 

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

JOHN MADDI (Deceased) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York xb-s ,2010 QCT - 1 2010 

NEW Y W Y \  
UNW a,ERKS OFFW 

JAMES EDWARDS 
A€:MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
At orneys for Defendant 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

700 Broadway . ~ H M A N  CONSTRUCTION 

(5 16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

: F P 2 :I 2 Q i o  



JULIUS PAUL NOSEWICZ (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

& 122602199 

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 I L E D  
Dated: Albertson, New York OCT - 1 2010 

% \  b-7 -, 2010 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York N w York 

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

---&&-- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By: By: 

700 Broadway 264 West 40' Street F I L E D  
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 OCT - 1 2010 



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

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

I Index No.: 103413/00, 113177/98 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM A. WAGNER AND ALICE WAGNER, I 

Plaintiff( s )  NO OPPOSITION 

I 
I 0 
I 
I 

I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant(s). I 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation William A. Wagner and Alice agner 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff \$ 1 L E D 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 OCT - 1 2010 

(212) 509-3456 N€W YoRK 
COUNTY C E R m  OFFIG 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

t23S-2 19 16 

NO0 I O  129-1 



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

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

Alice Jane Wagner, as Executrix for the Estate of William 11 31771 
A. Wagner, and Alice Jane Wagner, Individually I00  1/03 

VI 1046198; 
103413100; 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

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

f 1,!, x 17 
n 

DATED: ,2010 

h. LC- I-- 
J \\ 

( & ,  
I 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

.* " 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 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: 

Alice Jane Wagner, as Executrix for the Estate of William 0-g 10341 3/00; 
A. Wagner, and Alice Jane Wagner, Individually 

Index No. I 1  1046198; 

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 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

,2010 II. DATED: 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 V e t e r a n s ( l r g  w w a y  
Hauppauq, Y 3 

SEP 2 3 2010 



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

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

I Index No.: 1034 13/00, 1 13 177198 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

WILLIAM A. WAGNER AND ALICE WAGNER, I 

Plaintiff(s) I I NO OPPOSITION 

0 
I 
I 

I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER -against- I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
1 

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

Defendant( s). I 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
a p -  ,2010 

4-y Peter ambinl, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Courter-g company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

William A. Wagner and Alice 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

OCT - ? 2010 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFlbr 

1122-22399 

232010 
NO01 0127-1 

I 



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 I 25 I 3 I /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: z ,2010 

m u  
Attorneys for Plaintiff - m & d  Ffi~.\t. 
Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veteranq#e\%8 
Hauppauge, 

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: 

TERRANCE J. FOLEY 
Index N o 6 X  

1251 3 1 /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 Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: s P q + 2 -  i 201 0 

Attorneys foy Plaintiff - h - c ~ L  C-l': 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



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.0 18509/98) 
1251 31 /00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

,2010 P DATED: sem ‘z 

/z%?&-v i” 

Attorneys for Plaintiff - ~ , J n , . d k \ ~ ~  
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP 

e t e r a + T E i g i w y  ’b. 

H au p pa ug i a  

OCJ ” 1 2010 
SO ORDERED, 

NEW GEc’s .(ORK 
mum 

SEP 2 3 2010 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X - - - - - - - - - - - * _ _ _ - _ _ - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
Christopher Kane and Barbara Kane, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

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

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

Index No.: 
Index No.: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 33212, dismissins 

plaintiffs’ Complaint against defendant Mario & DiBono Plasterin: 

Co. Inc., with pre judice ,  and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

llen and Dykman LLP 

Dated: 

Matthew T. MacIntyre,’Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
Christopher Kane  and  B a r b a r a  M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 
K a n e  Inc. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 

(718) 855-9000 
Our File No.: 109 

3 i 
i 

I 

i 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X _ _ _ _ _ - _ l _ _ l _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 
Christopher Kane and Barbara Kane, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A.C. & S .  I n c . ,  et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant Burnham LLC, 

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

Index No. 
Index No, 101422 07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDCMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summarl 

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

and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against 

defendant Burnham LLC, with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant Burnham LLC, be dismissed wit? 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
qI y , 2010  h 

Matthew T. MacIntyre,dsq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. nd Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs s for Defend 
Christopher K a n e  and B a r b a r a  B u r n h a m  LLC 

K a n e  7 0 0  Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, 'foRloe 
177 Montague Street 

New York, New York 10003 (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  
A O'ur File No.: 11084-1157 

S o  Ordered: 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-x _-_- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -___I______________ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

This Document Relates to: 
Christopher Kane and Barbara Kane, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant Burnham LLC, 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summarl 

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

and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against 

defendant Burnham LLC, with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant Burnham LLC, be dismissed witk 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
q( , 2010 

Matthew T. 

1 201Q 

yoR* 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. L u l l e n  and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Christopher Kane and B a r b a r a  B u r n h a m  LLC 

700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New Yor 

Attorneys f o r  Defendaatl - 
K a n e  177 Montague Street NyRKRsoq 

WG New York, New York 10003 (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  
Our File No.: 11084-1157 

So Ordered: 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THOMAS J. Mc CANN, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

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

Defendants . 

Index No.: 100489/99 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

I 
1 NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant KOHLER CO. hereby requests Summary Judgment 

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

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant KOHLER CO. with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 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: a\ &-y \\e ,2010 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 

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

Adorneys for Defendant 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. H e U  

~ ~ ~ 2 3 2 0 '  



THOMAS J .  Mc CANN 

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

Index No 

100489/99 

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 

- 
FRANK ORTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION7 as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

so ORDERED, 
Hon. 

CONSTRUCTION CO. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 1BO7 - 
-. 

( y T  - 1 20lQ ' ' (516) 294-5433 

SEP 2 3 2010 



4 

Index No.: 100489/99 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORIE, 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 opposiU6n 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. 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Robert: A. Keasbey Co. 

sa ORDERED, 

SEP232010 



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

Index No.: 100490199 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

EUGENE McCARTHY, MOTION 
Plaintiffls), 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

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

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 
(2 12) 65 1-7500 
/ 

SO ORDERED, - ” 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

SFP 232010 OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFlL 

~ ____ . . . . . .. . . 



EUGENE G. Mc CARTHY 

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

Index No 

100490/99 

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

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 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, 

CONSTRUCT1 

tson, New York ll5Q'JC~ 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 2 3 2010 



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

Index No 
101005/99 

CHARLES JAMES NICOMETO (Deceased) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismiss 

\ 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson. New York 
,2010 

B* - 

FRANK ORTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

DEMERS & McMANUS 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Roadqr? 23 201p 
Albertson, New York 'I 1507 

, , -  - . .  - - * -  
(5  16) 294-5433 

. . --- a 



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

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

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

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 101035/99 
Gladys E. Monahan, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of Robert 
J. Monahan, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X - - _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. I n c . ,  

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: Br oklyn New York *. /A , 2 0 1  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Gladys E. Monahan, Individually Mario & DiBono P l a s t e r  
and as Admin i s t ra t r i x  f o r  the Inc. 
E s t a t e  of Robert J. Monahan NW CLERKS 177 Montaque StrWp 

I 

700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 I 
New Y o r k ,  New York 7 ' ~  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

File No.: 10924-1 

J - v  
SEP 2 3 2010 So Ordered: 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



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

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24*h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 - 

MICHAEL PALUMBO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

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

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

against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
8 b - 6  ,2010 

F l L E b  
i 

OCT - 1 2010 i 

- 
SO ORDERED, 



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

Plaintiff, 

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

Defendants. 

Index No. : 1 0 1 196/99 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

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 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 
2010 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 80 1-9200 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

SO ORDERED, 

SFP 2 3 2010 



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

HERMAN H. HARDY JR. (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

101 607/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO -I_-----------------________l____l_r____------------------------"------- 

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 
,2010 

L5iz--- ES EDWARDS 

UTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 

ys for Defendant 

SO ORDERED, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., I 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 1150 

F-1 L E  
OCI - 1 2010 (5 16) 294-5433 

SFP 2 3  2010 



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

DOUGLAS F. QUINN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

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

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
8 b b  ,2010 

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

M C E ~ ~ Y ,  Deu-ulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, *- Hon. Sherry Klein He' er SFP 2 3 2010 



This Document Relates to 

DOUGLAS F. QUINN 

Index No.: 101610/99 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OFtDER 

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, 

OICDERED, 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 wi t l f p y * e € d D  
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
s"b5  -9 2010 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

p, LLP 
00 Park A ue, 15* Floor 

New York, ew York 101 66 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co, 
(212) 801-9200 

SO ORDERED, 

... ........... .. _- -. .- - .. .......... . . .  . .  



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

JOSEPH SBUTTONI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

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

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
8 \ & b  ,2010 

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

F I L E D  

McEl$y, Deutsch&aney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

~ 

I 

! 

i 

SFP 2 3 2010 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



Plaintiff, 

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

Index No,: 101612/99 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. hereby requests 

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

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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10166 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 80 1-9200 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 2 3 2010 



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

John Bovenzi 

Index No: 10 1622/99 

I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
8\&'1;\\* 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7* Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

WILSON~E~SER~ 
EDELMA &DIC LLP 
Attorneyfo Defend t - _..__ 

New York, New Yo 

4105376.1 

. .  

Our File No. 05335.00003 
nct - 1 irtJl0 



SUPRZME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORR CITY 

IN R E :  NEW YORK COUNTY 
____---------_I_----------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

YORK 

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

This Document Relates to: 
Ann Riggins, as Administratrix f o r  the 
Estate of James Riggins Sr., 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

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

W1!EHEFOKE, defendant Goulds Pumps 

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

Index No.: 101624/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Inc., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civi: 

Practice Law and Rules Section s3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

Complaint: against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc. , with prejudice, anc 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., be dismissed wit1 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Erooklyn, New York 
9-19- 2010 -++ - 

Matthew T .  Maclnty e, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  Cul n and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
A m  R i g g i n s ,  as  G o u l d s  Pumps Inc .  
A d m i n i s t r a t r i x  f o r  the  177 Montague Stre 
E s t a t e  of J a m e s  Riggins SK. Brooklyn, New Yor 

New York, New York 1 0 0 0 3  
700 Broadway, G t h  Floor (718) 855-9000 

Our File No.: 6754-1XH - 12018 
Ll'd 1 

So Ordered: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
Ann Riggins, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of James Riggins Sr., 

P l a i n t i f f ,  
- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant Burnham LLC, 

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

Index No.: 1 0 1 6 2 4 / 9 9  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests surnrnarq 

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

and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against  

defendant Burnharn LLC, with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant Burnharn LLC, be dismissed wit1 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn New York 
. r i p  , 2010 

7% JA/ 
Matthew T. MacIntyd Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
Ann Riggins, as Burnham LLC 
Administratrix f o r  the  177 Montague Street 
Estate of James Riggins Sr. Brooklyn, New York 11201 

New York, New York 10003 Our File No.: 11084-1 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

--., 

So Ordered: 



' TMc:CCGpkf 
8/10/10 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
..._......__. WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHARLES W, CLOBRIDGE 

INDEX NO. 
1023 17/99 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4903-99 



c " 

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

Plaintiffs, 

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

Defendants. 

Index No.: 102947/99 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOm, 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, 

ORDEMCD, 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\25 ,2010 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 80 1-9200 

Attorne s for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

SO ORDEED, ~ Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

SEP 2 3 2010 



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

ALDO PUGLIESE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

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

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
E b b  .2010 

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

McElljby, Deuts-ulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 5 



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

FLOYD WEST NO OPPOSITION SUMn R1 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

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

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby - 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
? \ > b  ,2010 

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

SO ORDERED, 

McElrby, Deutk-6, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

2010 



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

In Re: NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

DUANE WEST, as Executor for the Estate of FLOYD 
WEST, and DUANE WEST, as Executor for the Estate 
of RUBY WEST, 

X ..................................................................... 
: 

: 
: 

X ------_--------c_I-I-----------------------*-----------------"~-"---" 

Plaintiff, 

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

Defendants. 

Index No.: 103285/99 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

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 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. 

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

SO ORDERED, 

(2 12) 80 1-9200 
Attorneys for Robert A. K e a s 6  (tdg 

v .  

OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 



. I' J -  - +  

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

4.. 

In Re: NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

JACQUALLA GRAHAM, as Administratrix for the : 
Estate of JAMES H. RAY, and JACQUALLA 
GRAHAM, as Executrix for the Estate of JOYCE RAY, : 

X 11""11111_1__11"11111-111--1-------------------------------------"-----"-- 

Plaintiff, 

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

Defendants . 
.r 

Index No.: 103362/99 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHERF,FOlZE, 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. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200 

Attorneys for Robert A. K 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K k n  Heitler 

SEP 2 3 2010 



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

JAMES RAY NO OPPOSITION SUMn 4RY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0, Smith Water 

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

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
B \ ' a - c p  ,2010 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

v W 23 2010 
Hon. SZGy Klein Heitler 



LESTER T. KNOPP (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

103373/99 

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 
B\rS ,2010 

S & McMANUS 
torneys for Defendant 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

New York, NY 10003 

Albertson, 200 I.U. Willets New York Road 115 F \ \ - E D  
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, OCT - 1 201B 

SEP 2 3 2010 



SI 

c 1 

PREME COURT OF THE STATE OF JEW 3RK 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

This Document Relates to: 
Carol Ann Knopp, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of 
Lester T. Knopp, 

- against - 
Plaintiff, 

ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. P a r t  3 0  
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 1 0 3 3 7 3 / 9 9  

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl 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 S 

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

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice to a11 co-defendants, all claim 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  
- 1 2010 

NEW YORK 

Dated: 

Danny R. Kr 
Weitz & Lux 
Attorneys Attorneys for Defendant 
Carol Ann M a r i o  & D i B o n o  Plastering Co. 
and  as Administratrix f o r  the  Inc. 
E s t a t e  of Lester T. Knopp 1 7 7  Montague Street 
700  Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York, New York 10 (718) 855-9000 

Our File No.: 1 0 9 2 4 - 1  

". . 
So Ordered: 

Hon. Sherry K.  Heitler era  2 3 2018 



ROBERT E. REID, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

Index No.: 103692/99 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

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 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 
B \ & $  -, 2010 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 80 1-9200 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbe 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 2 3 2010 



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

ROBERT E. REID NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

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

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
B \ k b  ,2010 

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

A 

& Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 

I I  

SO ORDERED, 
OCT - 1 2010 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



JOHN FLASHOFSKY SR. (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

103855/99 

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. 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC . 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

I.U. Willets Road 
, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT - 1 2010 

~ 

i 

I 

i 

I 

. . .. . ._ 



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

LOUIS ZEID NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

J 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
8 \ b b  ,2010 

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry eitler -SFP 2 3 2818 



t ' *  

Plaintiffs, 

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

Index No.: 104569/99 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

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 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. 

E D  
OCT - 1 2019 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200 NEW YORK 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Robert A. K e a s b m l y  C L E R ~ ~  OFFK~, 



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

RICHARD ROBBINS and MARIE ROBBINS, 

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

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

Defendants. 

v 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne Y rk, New York 

qr7pILI 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

Scott Harford 
By: By: 

Peter Tambini 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 
1 2QfQ 

j 
~ 

I 

~ I 
I 
i 

j 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

j 



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

Index No.: 105620/99 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

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 Section 3212, 

Plaintiffs Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudicgm! 

4 1 w no opposition thereto, ucl . 
*.. 

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

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

without costs. 

New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

. -  
SO ORDERED, 

SEP 2 3 2.010 



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

WITOLD SOSNOWSKI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

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

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3 \ k b  ,2010 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  
OCT - 1 2010 

& Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

AUGUST ARRINDELL 

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

Index No: 106246/99 

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 

321 2, 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 I 
prejudice and without costs. r 

Dated: New York, New York 

q \ \ q  ,2010 

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

599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 (2 I 2) 52 I -5400 

... . .- . . . . . .- . . . - 

US-ACTIVE-1 04362260.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

AUGUST ARRINDELL 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106246/99 

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 321 2, 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 

b\k-s; ,2010 

I I  

Craig wau, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Dana Compa 

New York, New York 10022 OCT - 1 2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway formerly known as Dana Co or io 
New.York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
(21 2) 558-5500 

E D' 
(2 1 2 j 52 I -5400 

, j  
; j  

NEW YORk 
4XKlUW CERK'90FPI( F 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-104364217.1 



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

FRANK COSTELLO 

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

Index No 

106261/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO _________r_-------__-------------------------------------~--"----------- 

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 YORJS be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
d t S  ,2010 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ES EDWARDS 
MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS @ ttorneys for Defendant 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION p., \ N L  E D 
200 I.U. Willets Ro 
Albertson, New York 11507 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ANTHONY CATALINA 

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

Index No: 106275/99 

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 321 2, 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 

'Bib5 ,2010 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

formerly known as Dana 
York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 

New York, New York 1 
(2 1 2) 52 1-5400 

N' ' 
SEP 2 3 201p 

US-ACTIVE-I 04388328.1 



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

Index No: 1063 16/99 

Harold Ames 

- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND I 

ORDER I 
- x  

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
B \ & - T \ b  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7'h Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

A.W. C H E S Q ~ ~ ~ ~  
150 East 42"d 
New York, Newyork 100 17 I 

Our File No. 0533+j#)01 , 20,0 

L SEP 2 3 2010 
4105368.1 



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

SUSAN G. ROSSBACH NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

i 

ORDER 
.................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

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

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
8 \ k b  ,2010 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Flo 
New York, New York 5 

U C I  - 1 20'10 

NEW YORK 
~ U N n  CLERKS OFF&# 

SO ORDERED, 



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

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK DENARO 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 106872/99 

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 

321 2, 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 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporatio 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h F 
New York, New York 10 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

1 z m  oc*r 
SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-104278907.1 

SEP232010 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LOUIS FACCIOLO 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

Index No: 106930199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

321 2, 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 - 

WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. \\ REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 1002 'F ILED (21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

OCT - '1 2010 

NEW YORK 
WUNlY CLERK'S OFFtU 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-104278964.1 



PAUL KAULFERS (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

107742199 

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 
8\ L 5  ,2010 

* 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516)294-5433 F I L E D SO ORDERED, 

OCT - 1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. P a r t  3 0  
-X NYCAL _ - _ - _ _ _ _ - _ _ - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

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

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 107913/99 
Frederick A .  Ioli and Dolores 1011, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
A . C .  & S. Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

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: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Frederick A. I o l i  and Dolores M a r i o  & D i B o n o  P l a s t e r i n g  Co.  
Io1 i Inc. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Stre 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 

(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  
NO.: 10924mT - 12010 

So Ordered: 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No. : 1079 13/99 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler FREDERICK A. IOLI and DELORES IOLI, 

Plaintiffs, 
NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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: a\a-r \\o ,2010 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE - 

Frank A* M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

qup. 
"@E-. #S Attorneys for Defendant 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 
Kohler Co. G* 

,. -* " 
New York, NY 10022 

Hori?SIkrry K. Reitler 

SFP 2 3 2010 



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

X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
___---___-----_-----_______f_________ 

NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X (Judge Heitler) _____I______-I-___--_________l______l 

This Document Relates to: 
Index No.: 107913/99 

FREDERICK IOLI, 
Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 
X ______----__-----_------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New Y o r k  
J u l y  2 7 ,  2010 

Frederick Ioli Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, 

718-855-9000 212-558-5500 



FREDERICK A. IOLI 

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

Index No 

10791 3/99 

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\r$ ,2010 

S & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

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

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., 
200 I.U. Willets Road F.1 L E D 

New York 11507 

OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



CECIL H. JACKSON (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

107918/99 

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 
8\&7 ,2010 

ES EDWARDS 

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

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
RUCTION CO.,  INC. 

SO ORDERED, 

T P  23 



JOHN HUGHES (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

107936/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO ______ffl_--------______________________--------------~~---------------- 

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 & McMANUS 

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 t E D  :: 

.- (516) 294-5433 

(#$T - SO ORDERED, 

SE? 2 3 2010 



FRED H. KAUFMANN 

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

Index No 

108200/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO ---_________________f_f_________________---------~~~-------------------- 

! WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK, I 

~ 

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 

ES EDWARDS 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

tson, New York 11507 
F I L E D  ' 

OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, 

JNfV CLERK'S OFRW 



I .  

Plaintiff, 

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

Defendants. 

Index No.: 108914/99 

Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDG 
MOTION AND 0 

@ ' .  

WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3 2 1 - e  

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 prejudiceand 

without costs. 
f , 

Dated: New York, New York 
s\tS -, 2010 

New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

SO ORDERED, 



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

This Document Relates to: 

SUSAN G. ROSSBACH 

Index No.: 106763/99; 1089 14/99 0 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
____._....._ ....................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

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

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

against defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
F \ b C c  ,2010 

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

Cristinfi. S i n c l a p .  
McElmy, Deutscb, ulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor,.: 1 i I 

New York, New York 16005; 99r $ 

h I 



SAVER10 CRISELLA (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

109505/99 

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

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 

-. 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC . 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11 
(516) 294-5433 

off - 1 z w  
SO ORDERED, 

SFP 2 3 2010 

I 

I 

i 
I 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 
Patricia H. Debro, Individually and as 
Administratrix f o r  the Estate of 
Michael Debro, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

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

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

Index No.: 109513/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X _________l___l l_____________________I  

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, a l l  claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. len and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
P a t r i c i a  H .  Debro, I n d i v i d u a l l y  M a r i o  & DiBono P las t e r ing  C o .  
and  a s  Admin i s t ra t r i x  for the I n c .  
E s t a t e  of Michael Debro 177 Montague Stree 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor ew York 11201 

F I L E 1  
New York, New York 1000 000 OCT - 1 2010 

. :  10924-1 
NEW YORK 

So Ordered: COUNTY CLERK'S Of 

SEP 2 3 2010 



HOWARD MONTGOMERY (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

cGz-2 104260/97, 
1 1  1036198 & 109676/99 

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 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

wttorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

Interest to TISHMAN REA 

1 201Q CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
I. U. WiIIets Road 

ertson, New York 11507 
QcI * 

) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



HOWARD MONTGOMERY (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

109676/99, 104 
11 1036/98 k-9 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND O D E R  
Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO 11-___________11-------------------------------------------------------- X 

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 

I 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
Yew York, NY 10003 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

Interest to TISHMAN REA 

1 2010 CONSTRUCTION CO . , INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

ibertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

ocl - 

I 

'RED, 
Hon. Sherry Klei% Heitler 



ROGER L. KASTENHUBER SR. (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

109754199 

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 

/ 

MES EDWARDS 

torneys for Defendant 
AIIMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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

I 
! 

I 
! 
I 
! 

i 

I 



FREDERICK C. HAGEDORN (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

110087/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO ___-______-1_-----_-~--------------------------------------------------- 

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 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

so ORDERED, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

Ei ”’ I 

i 
i 

SFF 2 3 2010 



1 c  5 '  

This Document Relates to: 

CEDRIC P. VOTRA 

Index No.: 1 10 122/99 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEFUZFORE, 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, 

ORDEKED, 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. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200 

Attorneys for Robert A. 

SO ORDERED, 



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

Index No.: 1 10 122/99 

CEDFUC P. VOTRA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water 

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

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

against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
B b b  ,2010 

F I L E D  

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

n 

+.. 

SO ORDERED, 



' I -  s 

This Document Relates to: 

XAVIER PRANCKEVICUS 

Index No.: 110954/99 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

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 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 ej d i c e 0  

F f L  without costs. 

W e i k d L k e n b e r g ,  P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

W New York, New York 10166 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
(2 12) 80 1-9200 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 2 3 2010 

~ . . . .. .. ~ . . ... ~. I 



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

(Heitler, S .) 

Index No.: 11 1043/98; 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
.................................................................... 
This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH J. TOMAKA 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

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

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
8 \ a -  c. ,2010 

700 Broadway ' 

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff, 

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

Index No.: 1 10973/99 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
1 

_----__1"_____"_____r___ll______________--------~-"---"-"------------ d 

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 withEead&g a D 
without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 80 1-9200 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

--. 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Hein Heitler 

SE P 2 3 2010 



ROBERT E. GARY (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

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 

F I L E D  
I 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York b\kS ,2010 : 
OCT - 1 2010 

S & McMANUS 
torneys 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, 

c m  2 3  2018' 



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

RICHARD STACHELEK NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

O D E R  

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

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

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&\kb ,2010 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

& Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

SitrP 2 3 2010 

SB- 

! 
I 

i 

i 
I I 



This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD STACHELEK 

Index No.: 112500/99 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEFKEFORE, 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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 



RUTH GOLD (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

112604/99 

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 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

Attorneys for Defendant 

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Su E 0 
ocl - 1 2Q'Q 

Interest to TISHMAN R 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

1 Index No.: 1 1 2 0 4 6 / 0 6 , 6 >  
104645/97 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAY C. TAYLOR and CLAONA TAYLOR, 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j 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 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York (8 /-?) ( ,2010 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation 

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

Jay C. Taylor and Claona Taylor 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

1212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 , ,  . ,  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleimeitler 

1235-22233 



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, 
<-- 1 I 1065/98, 

113281/97, 112046/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

DATED: d95 ,2010 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SEF 2 3 2010 



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

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

i Index No.: 11 2046/06@ 
106645/97 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAY C. TAYLOR and CLAONA TAYLOR, 

i 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Lndustrial 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 o ew York 
,2010 

2z&L7H&& 
Matthew T. Machtyre, Esq. d 

Attorney for Defendant- 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Jay C. Taylor and Claona Taylor 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  
OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK’S OFFlC,E 

~p Z 3 2010 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

I;’ 
324-8766 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: f--! 
JAY C. TAYLOR and CLAONA TAYLOR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

Index No.: 112046/06,- 
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 Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in t h s  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. 

7& 77L k 
Matthew T. Machtyre, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Jay C. Taylor and Claona T 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

L E  Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 O C ~  - 1 2010 
(212) 509-3456 

NEW .IQRK 
CLERKS wwm 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e w  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: 

WILLIAM BELAK 

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

Index No: 1 13028/99 

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 

321 2, 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 

qb L 2010 

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

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

NEW YORK 
~OWNTY CLERKS 

SEB 2 3 201Il US-ACTIVE-1 04273269 1 



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

. . . . . .  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM MICHAEL BELAK 

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

Index No: 113028/99 

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 321 2, 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 

3 - b y  ,2010 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Esq. 
RELD S ~ ~ T H ,  LLP. 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as 
599 Lexington Avenu 
New York, New 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

h I /  

SO ORDERED, 

SFP 2 3 2010 
US-ACTIVE-1 043641 87.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD BARTOLOMEO 

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

Index No: 1 13040199 

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 

321 2, 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 

q30 I 2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

F I L E D  (21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler OCT - 1 2010 

US-ACTIVE-I 04273237.1 

NEW YORK 
XUNW CLERK'S- 

Sf? 2 3 2010 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

GEORGE W. ALLEN 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 
LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

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

Index No: 11 3378/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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 

r b 5  ,2010 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana 
599 Lexington Ave 

Attorneys for Plaint iff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 New York, New Yt# 

(2 1 2) 52 1-5400 
1 ZDlO 

QCI @ 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-I 0436421 0.1 SEP 2 3 2010 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

George W. Allen 

t '  

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

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

Index No: 113378/99 I 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

I 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
8\ a-5 \\o 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7' Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Hehler 

4039714.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GEORGE N. ALLEN 

. .. I 

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

Index No: I 1  3378199 

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 

321 2, 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\J-5,2010 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26fh F 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

OCT - \ 2QjQ 
SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-I 04362249.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ____r____l-___--l-l___________l__l____l_- 

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

Index No: 113379/99 

Donald C .  Allen 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
B \ L S \ \ O  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7* Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
NEW YORK 

c;rRUWY CLERK'S- -_- 

4105339.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _________-----------_fl__ll_____________-----------~~~~"~~~------------- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X (Heitler, J.) _________-----------___I________________-----------~~~~~~"*~~----------- 

This Document Relates to: 
Index No 
114000/99 

JAMES NOLAN COTHRON 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO ___1_____-------------------------~------------------------------------- 

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 n, F I L E D  

m - 1 2010 

-- NEW YUHK 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. RKS OFF- 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

a 200 I.U. Willets Road 
ertson, New York 11507 

SFb 2 3 2018 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X -----_r_-------_l"________ll_________l__- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 114815/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

x ___- - -_ - - "____- - -_ l__________r_________ l -  

I 

I This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I 

- x  

WHEREFOREy 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 
7 ? \ ~ S ~ W  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7" Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Our File No, 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 

1 

SEP 2 3 2010 
WUNW CLERKS OFFb 

4105372.1 



R "  

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

- - - - -. - - . . - . 

DAWN QUPNN, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
DONALD C. VINEY, and DAWN QUPNN as 
Administratrix for the Estate of ANN MARY VINEY, : 

Plaintiff, 

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

Defendants. 
1, 

Index No.: 115487199 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

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 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. 

(212) 558-5500 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

SFP 2 3 2010 



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

DONALD VINEY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

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

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereb 

\ L E 6  dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
F \ b b  ,2010 

New York, NY 10003 

Cristindz. ainciwr, psq. I 
McElfy, Deut@ivaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys far Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

Index No 
1 15493/99 

ALEX LASKOWSKY (Deceased) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

rneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

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

(516) 294-5433 

tT1 ;:,32010 SO ORDERED, 



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

Index No 
1 16768199 

THOMAS FUGATE (Deceased) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

HMUTY, DEMERS & Mc 
ttorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successormr I 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 20,0 



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

Index No 
116769199 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WILLIAM G. FULLER (Deceased) 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCT 
CORPORATION, as Succ F L L E D  sor 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. OCT A 1 2oa 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 COUNTY CLERK'S OF- 

0 I.U. Willets Road 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 2 3 2010 



WALTER L. CLEGHORN (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

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 
r\,,?Ps- ,2010 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ES EDWARDS 

orneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN C O N S T R U C ~  

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

94-5433 

- ' 201O 

&Q? 
SO ORDERED, 

S U  2 3 21110 



WALTER L. CLEGHORN (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

1 1  1061/98 
& 117710/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: JUNE 2010 FIFO ___-1______________-____________I_______-------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

FRANK ORTIZ ES EDWARDS 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 

RS & McMANUS 

New York, NY 10003 
irl,Eo . Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

SO ORDERED, 



c e 

Plainti ff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC 

Index No.: 1 17282/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFOW, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

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

with prejudice. and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

W b l 1  L A? LAJXENBERG, P. 
,- Attorneys for Plaintiff L-- Attorneys for Defendant 

180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 

FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 

(212) 558-5500 New York, New 

.- 

York 'I 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Peter H. Aranson 

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

Index No: 1 17930/99 I 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 1 - - - - - - - 1 - - - - - - - - - - -  

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
8 \ b-3 \\O 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7* Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

4105371. I 



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

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

Index No 
1 18267/99 

MANUEL MARCOTE 

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 

FRANK ORTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n, 
U' 

ES EDWARDS 

w o r n e y s  for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

~ Albertson, New York 11507 
(5 16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

SFp232010 



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 
q i h 5  , 2010 

FRANK ORTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

AH UTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

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

u rneys for Defendant 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 2 3 2010 



1 
4 0 

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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Alfred M. Rokitka and Geraldine Rokitka; i Index No.: 119721/99 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., ET AL. j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 
,2010 

Michael Fanelli, Esq. 
Attomby 8 r  Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Tnc., 
LEWIS R~issors BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Alfred M. Rokitka a d  Gera 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

199 Water Street, Suite 2500 
New York, New York 10038-3516 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 nC,J - 1 20'0 

V- 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

lN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X -__- . . - -__- - - - - -_ -____ l_____ l_______r__ l_ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Joseph R. Mitchell 

.. 

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

Index No: 120254199 

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 
8 \ L 5 \ \ 0  

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

OCT - I 2010 
SO ORDERED, 

NEW YORK 
~ U N n G L u u C s ~  

SEP 23 2010 

4 105387.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

BERNARD REOME, SR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120272/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I 

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 \ q  2010 

Craig W u ,  Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 

New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
(212) 558-5500 

ph 

(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-104384240.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

BERNARD REOME, SR. 

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

Index No: 120272/99 

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 

321 2, 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 

hs,2010 

4 Craig REED SMITH, I u, Esq. LLP. 

Attorneys for Plaint iff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 
CLERK'S OFFW 

USJCTIVE-I 04362344.1 



M 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in ! 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

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

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., JNC. 

? .  200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5 16) 294-5433 

o n  nnn-nvh JU LJKLJCKCU, v 
\. Y V  

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler !w 2 3 2010 



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

Index No 
12 1982/99 

RUDY H. LAUFER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway SHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

torneys for Defendant 

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

on, New York 11507 
94-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

?r? 2 3 2010 



SUPREME ICOURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY dF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NE$/ YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CH, as Executrix for the Estate of MICHAEL 1 12375/02 
HYLLIS GACH, Individually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEqEFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plbintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

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

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

prejudice and( without costs. 

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

DATED: J/b ,2010 
I 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Attorneys for FDlaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 

I 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDEREQ, 
I Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler uLr - 1 2010 



II 
I '  

SUPREMEICOURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCVMENT RELATES TO: 
Index N- 

CH, as Executrix for the Estate of MICHAEL 
GACH, Individually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

plaintiffs' coTplaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without aosts. 

DATED: Z h  ,2010 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

I Hauppauge, NY 1 17 

F I L E D  
io ORDERE~, o(-T - 1 2010 

I %EP 2 3 2010 



SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE I defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN $EALTY & 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 defeqklant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REAL$Y & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, i 

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

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

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

without costs. i 
Dated: Albertson, Ne York 

8 \ k 5 q  ,2010 

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

700 Broadway I 

New York, NY 10003 1 

so ORDERED, 

F I L E  

ES EDWARDS 
A MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
At orneys for Defendant u HMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New 
(516) 294-5433 

SEP23 

York 1 

2010 

1507 



... 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF N E W  YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
--------------------------------------x 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. P a r t  30 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler 

NYCAL 

-X ___-____-_____tl l -___ff_____l________ 

This Document R e l a t e s  to: 
Philip Mule and Cynthia Mule, Index No. 22078/99 

Index No. e 
Plaintiffs, 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A . C .  & S .  I n c . ,  et a l . ,  MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X _ _ _ - r - _ _ - l l r _ - - - - f - - - - - " - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant Burnham LLC, hereby requests summar 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant: to Civil Practic 

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complain 

against defendant Burnham LLC, with pre judice ,  and there beinl 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, tha t  upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all claim: 

and cross  claims against defendant Burnham LLC, be dismissec 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

2010 1' llen and Dv an LLP 
Attorneys for  c Defendant Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 

P h i l i p  Mule and Cynthia Mule 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New 

Burnham LLC 
1 7 7  Montague Street 

So Ordered: 

York 10003 Brooklyn, New 
(718) 855-900OFkl 

,/, / O w  F i l e  No.: 11084-1 

Hon. S r y v .  Heitler 
OCT - 

E D  
1 2010 

NEW YORK &!k lY CLERK'S OFFIG 
" . k ,  . , 



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

NYCAL "X ___l________- -_"_______t_______l_____ 

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

-X I____-_--_---__-_-__----------------- 

This Document Relates to: 
Philip Mule and Cynthia Mule, Index No. 122078/99 

Index N0.<109854/02_ 

P l a i n t i f f s ,  
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

A.C. & S. Inc., et al., 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X ___--__--l-_---_l---_l______l___l_l___ 

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

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and R u l e s  Section 83212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint: against defendant Mario 6 

DiBono Plastering C o ,  Inc . ,  with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto,  

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

and cross  claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc., be dismissed with ,prejudice and without costs. 

New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
Philip Mule and Cynthia Mule 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor  Inc.  
New York, New 

Attorneys for Defendant 
M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 

So Ordered: 

York 10003 177 Montague Stree 
Brooklyn, New E 
(718) 855-9000 

r&j/ _ . * O u r  F i l e  No. : 1 0 9 2 4 - ~ ~  - 1z070 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: Gp+ .L ,2010 

Attorneys for Plaintiff - p-~hai  FE,+\\; 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

ffr'glwa 0 888 Veterans Mem 
Hauppauge, NY 11 8 

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: 

RICHARD W. MITCHELL and HELGA MITCHELL 
index No. 117873103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co. , hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

Drejudice 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 

irejudice and without costs. 

iftorneys for Plaintiff - m s , h ~ k ~ ~  F~&\\: 
.Veitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
\lew York, NY 10003 Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

.~ 50 ORDERED, 



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 
Index No. 117873/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

wejudice and without costs. 

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

IATED: SP p r  2. , 2010 

ittorneys for Plaintiff - :=bd TAU\\' \ Julie L. Mer 
Neitz & Luxenberg 
'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
dew York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



DANIEL M. MAUPIN (Deceased) 

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

& 107599/00 

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 

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

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

SOORDERED, 7- ' ' 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler w 2 3 :  



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

ROBERT JAMES PURDY 111 NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

OFWER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0, Smith Water 

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

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Rated: New York, New York 
Z \ & b  ,2010 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

& Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 - 1 



ROBERT JAMES PURDY, I11 

Index No.: 122334/99 

Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

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 Section 3212, dismissing 

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERF,D, 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 .I E D 
Dated: New Tpk,  New York 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 2 3 2010 



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

Index No 
122338199 

IRVING F. MARTIN 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-ll____----_r__--------------------------------------------------------- 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 

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

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION C O . ,  INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5 16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

Index No 
122340199 

WALTER S. KOCZUR 

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 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway AN CONSTRUCT1 
New York, NY 10003 - 12m CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY @3 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

I.U. Willets Road 
tson, New York 115Q7jU 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

s p  :: 2 2010 



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

Index No 
122342199 

ROBERT W. FANNING SR. (Deceased) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
x \ z T  ,2010 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

abe r t son ,  New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 7 

cro a, 3 2010 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

s & MCMA us_ 2010 
orneys for Defendant OC! 

TISHMAN 

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



5 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 

JULIUS PAUL NOSEWICZ (Deceased) 

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 I F I L E D  
Dated: Albertson, New York 

a\ b-5 ,2010 
3 ' L  

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. 

I.U. Willets Road 
ertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



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

JOSEPH BOVE 

Index No.: 123465/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

aney & Carpenter, LLP 

_". " 

SO ORDERED, I 

SFP 2 3 ?Of0 F I L E D  : 

1445546- I 



> .  . "  . 
I -  * , t  ?- 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

Index No.: 123615/99 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co, hereby requests summary j udgrnes l  1 2Q10 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dis rn iss inqERK6 VOW L ~ r  
OWNTY 

Plaintiffs Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, I 

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 
9 1 5 , 2 0 1 0  

I 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

Keasbey A. Robert 

New York, New York 10 166 
(212) 801-9200 

for co. 

SEP 2 3 2010 



E >  ‘ i  
: I  

I 

/ I  

1 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
I i COUNTY OF NEW YORK 1 
I 1  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

1 1  IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No 122078/97; mZ+) 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUM MARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

1 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 I L E D  
DATED: &.y 27 ,2010 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 BMCE Inc. 

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

-1 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 2 3 2010 



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

Index No 
123936199 

PATRICK J. DUNDON (Deceased) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
a&&5 , 2010 

FRANK ORTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

UTY, DEMERS & I ~ M A N U S  ~QIQ 
e n e y s  for Defendant 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor 
Interest to TISHMAN 
CONSTRUCTION CO., I 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

New York 11507 

SFP 2 3 2010 
SO ORDERED, 



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

Index No 
125070/99 

ARNOLD TOM LITTLEWOOD (Deceased) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

F l d  

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

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry @'&in Heitler SEP 2 3 2010 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X --l__---l_---__----_____l_______________- 

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

Index No: 125073/99 I 
Virginia M. Burns 

- -  I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

x 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
F \ S \ \ Q  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7* Floor 
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHES 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335 

SO ORDERED, 
OCT - 1 2010 

4 105379.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JUDITH HASELEY BROOKS, Individually and 
as Proposed Executrix for the Estate of 
RICHARD W. BROOKS NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 125074/99 

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 

prejudice and without costs. 

a 7z&+ ym;$soFFIG€ 

Julie . Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

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. 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 5 3212, 

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: (y-1 - 1 201Q /T 

7%dZ?kw f i .  
Andrew M. Wi#%!u\er 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

3 0  ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JUDITH HASELEY BROOKS, Individually and as 
Proposed Executrix for the Estate of RICHARD W. 
BROOKS NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 125074199 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 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,4 ,2010 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SEP 23 2010 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 125074/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs, 

"l 

---+- ~ . - .. 

Suz e' HalbFd&FiEsq. 
BA a T E R N A N & M W  E D 
Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 

/ I  



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

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

Index No: 125795/99 

PETER ACKERMAN 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 321 2, 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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 F 
(21 2) 558-5500 New York, New York PO# E D 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration ph 

(2 1 2) 52 1-5400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. SkiGi iy  I \ ,  I FGIIIGI 

US-ACTIVE-lO43MI 77.1 
wD 2 3 2010 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

MARIO ANTHONY ARDUlNl 

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

Index No: 125795/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

i 
I 

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 321 2, 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 

Eh-5 ,2010 

3 Craig REED B SMITH, u, Esq. LLP. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 

New York, New York I0022 
ph 

(2 I 21 52 1-5400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K.weitler 

SEP 2 3 2010, 
US-ACTIVE-1 043641 83.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CARLO BRlSCOLl and DONNA BRlSCOLl 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: a:'/ b ,2010 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Colleen M. Cronin 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

I 
~ 

i 
I 

I ! 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CARLO BRlSCOLl and DONNA BRISCOLI 
~ M 4 8 3 1 0 0  

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: ti 1 b ,2010 

700 Broadway - 7rh floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Colleen M. Cronin 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veters#At#+og *way: : 

Hauppau e, Y I 



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

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

i Index No.: 104483/00 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARLO BRISCOLI and DONNA BRISCOLI, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND OFWER 

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

Defendants, i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump 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: Newc;fC rh\PJew York ,.g ',,d! 3 , 2 0 1 0  

I 

r :.I ?? 

.,P P li" ,:J ,;: "/, 9 I. d ** ., 4 : ~ ~ ~ f i ~ ~ +  
,A (1 

Samuel M. Meirowitz, Esq. i' 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Carlo Briscoli and Donna B r i e l i \  L E 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

I 
I 

!L 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO 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 

SO ORDERED, 

454-091 8 



SUPmME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i N Y C A L  

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

I ,  

: Index No.: 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

W CARLO BRISCOLI and DONNA BRISCOLI, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
/ MOTION AND OlZDER -against - 

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

Defendants. : 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York * 2010 

rl 
I '  , !  

I . < ' * I  
, ,* i (;$ #,: 

. f  ( C  I 

> .  
I J1.p ;*? 

J .",/' J J . A $ # , + , , i , y : d , . A  * ,;:E"- <,'*&; $ 

) 
*/ 1 

.@*d ;(,+jTd& <;># , J' t, 7$, 

Samuel M. Meirowitz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Carlo Briscoli and Donna Briscoli 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 F I L E D  
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 
W U N R  CLERK'S OFFIw 

1122-10108 



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

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

i Index No.: 104483/0 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARLO BRISCOLI and DONNA BRISCOLI, 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER -ag ains t - 

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

Defendants. / 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: N e y .  o k, New York g3-3, 2010 

n 

I ,>e 7 +.. 

K e S u C o o k ,  Esq. Samuel M. Meirowitz, Esq. ! 'r I 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 'i. 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCEIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Carlo Briscoli and Donna Briscoli 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

283-26072AK 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARLO BRISCOLI and DONNA BRISCOLI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests sumnary j udgment 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, 

ORDEED, 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 Y rk,New York 1/23 ,2010 

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

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

OCT - 1 Z N Q  

NEW W R K  
fl cLERItsm= 

(212) 558-5500 

W-JN 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

' 232010 
1235-9594 

9- (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARLO BRISCOLI and DONNA BRISCOLI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. I 

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

Index No.: 

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 8 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. 

Matthew T. Fairley, 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 

,,* c l&&”J ,/ J.4+&d$*-q 

Samuel M. Meirowitz, Esq. / i Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Carlo Briscoli and Donna Briscoli 
WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

p *;i:qg 
i f  

F \ L E D 
()c1 - 1 201Q 

. ,  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherri KleirYHeitler 

SEP 23 2010 324-5llOK 



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 __________1""___1____------------------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont Corporation hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Marernont 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 
A+ ,&,2010 

% &  
Michael J, Croce, Esq. d 

JOHN C. DEARIE & ASSOCIATES 
Attorneys for Plaintif 
5 15 Madison Avenue, Suite 1 1 18 
New York, NY 10463 

KASOWITZ. BENSON. TORRES & 

(718) 543-1 100 

FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attornevs for Defendant 

QCT - 1 2010 
d J  J NEW YORK 

wp" CLERKS 0- 1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 

a. (212) 506-1700 
SO ORDERED, 

SEP 2 3 2010 - -  
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

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

j Index No.: 110127/98, 00692/00 6) THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD J. TEMPLETON, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
[ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

AC & S, INC., et ul., 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishrnan 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 
8 \”\ ,2010 

Richard J. Templeton 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.c, 

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

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 OCT - 1 2010 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 509-3456 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFUS _I 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kle; Heitler 

Sf P ~ ~ J ‘ B D ~ B  
NO01 2565-1 

2383-0001 



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. 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: dn ,2010 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

F11E8E D 

muNp( CLERKS OFFIG 

OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YQRK 

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: 

JOHN G. PALASZYNSKI and MAUREEN 
PALASZY N S KI 

Index No. 102468/00 

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 5 3212, 

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

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

DATED: d93 ,2010 
n 

Gttorneys for Plaintiff fl 
Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
\lew York, NY 10003 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 * F\L-  ** 

OCT - 1 2010 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

SEP 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. 102468/00 

JOHN G. PALASZYNSKI and MAUREEN 
PALASZY N S KI 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

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

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

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

Drejudice and without costs. 

IATED: 433 ,2010 

4ttorneys for Plaintiff / 
Neitz & Luxenberg 
TOO Broadway - 7th floor 
rlew York, NY 10003 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Hiqhwav ' 

SEP 2 3 2010 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 102468/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
1 SO Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

MCTIERNAN & MOORE 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 1 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
INRE: NEW YORJS c o r n  i NYCAL 

i LA.& Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 102768/00 

NICHOLAS SANTOM and FLORENCE I 

SANTORA, 
i NO OPPOSIz*xON 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ai. 
! 

4 

I 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, kc,, hereby requests su~111112~1y 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, aIl claims and cross claims against 

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

costs, 

Dated: New Y k, New York up", 2010 

D m y  R. Kr&, Jr., Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant 
Nicholas Satora and 
WE~&LLUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 

F I L E D  New York, N& York 10 
(212) 558-5500 : 

Kentile Floom, Inc. 
M C G m  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

1 

SO ORDERED, OCT - 1 nj8 

NEW YORK 
CERK'$ Q W k  

c- 2082-1089 

SFP 2 3 2018 



, I SUPREMETOURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

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

j Index No. 102783/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

THOMAS J. CRUGER, SR. and BARBARA CRUGER, / 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

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 6 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 

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

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
si 7 2010 - m- 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISCAARD & SMITH LLP 
199 Water Street, Suite 2500 
New York, New York 10038-3516 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
THOMAS CRUGER and BARBARA CRUGER 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Rleinbeitler 

1863-19695 

4836-8677-8630.1 



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

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

j Index No. 102783/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

THOMAS 1. CRUGER, SR, and BARBARA CRUGER, i 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

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 Q 32 1 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 

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

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

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

costs. ? 

- -  
Dated: New York, New York 

“ti 7 2010 - e& LA5 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SM~TII  LLP 
199 Water Street, Suite 2500 
New York, New York 10038-3516 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
THOMAS CRUGER and BARBARA CRUGER 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1300 (21- - 500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Hiitler 

1863-1969s 

SEP 2 3 2010 
4836-8677-8630.1 



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

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

j Index No. 102783/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

THOMAS J. CRUGER, SR. and BARBARA CRUGER, ! 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

; NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFOM, 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 5 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 

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

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

1 

F I L E D  

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARU & SMITH LLP 
199 Water Street, Suite 2500 
New York, New York 10038-35 16 
(212) 232-1300 00 

SO ORDERED, 

THOMAS CRUGER and BARBARA CRUGER 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1863-19695 

4836-8677-8630. I 



3 

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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No. .&Kg 1 13 177198 

I 

I 
I 

WILLIAM A. WAGNER AND ALICE WAGNER, I 

Plaintiff(s) : NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
I De fendant(s) . I 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 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: Ney$jo;k?Ne;;;k *- MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. ~ WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Treadwell Corporation William A. Wagner and Alice 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 OCT * 1 2010 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 NW YORK 
WUNW cl€RKS -Fw 

SO ORDERED, 
Won. Sherf Klein Heitler 

1235-21916 

NO01 01 29- 1 



a 

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

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

I Index No * 1034 13/0 1 13 177198 a I 
I 

I 

I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM A. WAGNER AND ALICE WAGNER, I 

Plaintiff( s) NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant( s). I 

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

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 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 
B p -  ,2010 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Cowter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

William A. Wagner and Alice Wagner 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F I L E D  

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
OCT - 1 2010 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler o‘”NN C W K S  OF& 

1122-22399 

IZ:W 2 3  2010 
N0010127-I 



-against- 

A.C. AND $,, INC.,&&, 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

By: By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York. New York 100 18 

264 West 40* Street 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

Alice Jane Wagner, as Executrix for the Estate of William 113li'i'/98@%$ 
A. Wagner, and Alice Jane Wagner, Individually 

Index No. 111 

I 0077 1 /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 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: , 2010 
h 

Weitz H n b e r g  
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 V e t e r a n s t r g  v w a y  
HauppauG, Y 3 

SEP 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. 1 I 1046/98; 

Alice Jane Wagner, as Executrix for the Estate of William I 13177/98;<-> 
A. Wagner, and Alice Jane Wagner, individually 100771103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: f l"&7 , 2010 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

.. " 
SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ANTHONY BURZESI, SR. 

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

Index No: I03594100 

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 

321 2, 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 
@..-..-&+@ 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 
New York. New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(21 2) 558-5500 - 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

USACTIVE-1 04273424.1 

NEW YORK 
,%lJNTY CLERK’S OFFM 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LlTlGATl ON 

This Document Relates to: 

VENCENZO BASILE 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, 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 

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

Index No: 103841/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

r1-w I 2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2121 521-5400 

F I L E D  
OCT - 1 2010 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-104273263.1 

NEW YORK mm CLERICS OFFICI 

SEP 23 2010 



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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I 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 

321 2, 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 A 

B \ G  ,2010 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26fh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

F I L E D  (2 12) 558-5500 (2 12) 52 1-5400 

OCT - 1 a8lcb SO ORDERED, 

/' 

,,/ US-ACTIVE-104362169.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

MARIO ANTHONY ARDUlNl 

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

Index No: 10401 5/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, \ /  all lai s and cross claims 

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

F U  I 2010 

4 Craig REED SMITH, au, Esq. LLP. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, ml - 1 2010 

US-ACTIVE-104382176.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LOUIS COLLELO 

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

Index No: 104264/00 

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 

321 2, 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 n 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

10003 New York, New York 
(212) 521-5400 

P 23 
US-ACTIVE-104273573.1 

.... 



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

This Document Relates to: 

EUGENE BUCALO 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS L IT1 GAT1 ON 

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 

321 2, 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 

4% ,2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

\ I / 

Chmopher W. Healy,'Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York. New York 10022 

US-ACTIVE-104273399.1 

NEW YORK 
couuNwcLERlcg~ SEP 2 3 ZOf# 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MALICK D. BYRNE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 1 0 4  32 qoa 
(Heitler, J .) 

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 

321 2, 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 M  ,2010 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

, (212) 521-5400 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  i 
I 

OCT - 1 2010 

US-ACTIVE-1 04382222.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MALICK D. BYRNE 

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

Index No: 1- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

4 sa-s/o a 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, 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 

*3d, 2010 

Christopher W. He y, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 100 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, OCT - 1 2010 
Hon. Sh'erry K. "Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-I 04273433.1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARLO BRISCOLI and DONNA BRISCOLI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter $: Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

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

Carlo Briscoli and Donna Briscoli 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. x e r r y  glein Heitler 

OCT - 1 2010 

1122-10108 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARLO BRISCOLI and DONNA BRISCOLI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary j udgmeiit in 

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Ne Y rk, New York \/'a3 ,2olO 

Att#ney for De endant 
Treadwell Corp B ration 
MCGIVNEY & a U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs v 
Carlo Briscoli and 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

OCT - 1 zow 
NEW YORU 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, GOUN r( CLERKS-*. 

1235-9594 

I 
I 
I 
i 



3 
' ' 'SUPmME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARLO BRISCOLI and DONNA BRISCOLI, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

,2010 

Ke&annpCook,  Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 

- 
Samuel M. Meirowitz, Esq. 1 / 
Attorney for Plaintiffs - v  

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

Carlo Briscoli and Donna Briscoli 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 OCT - I 2010 

~ F P  2320101 * SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

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: 

CARLO BRlSCOLl and DONNA BRlSCOLl 
Index No&=) 
125798199 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: q 1 b ,2010 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Colleen M. Cronin 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 VeteFs#h@o# a w a y :  

I 

! Hauppau e, Y 1 1 



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

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

j Index No.: 104483/00 125798/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

C&O BRISCOLI and DONNA BRISCOLI, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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. 

Samuel M. Meirowitz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Carlo Briscoli and Donna Briscoli 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Matthew T. Fairley, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. \ L E D 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 

OCT - 1 2010 New York, New York 10004 

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

~ U N ~  CLERKS OFmu 
SO ORDERED, 

b CEP 23 2010 324-5110K 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARLO BRISCOLI and DONNA BRISCOLI, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j 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 0 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: New rk New York 61 &?--I, 2010 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Carlo Briscoli and Donna Bri 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 ()CT - 1 2010 

9 

I 

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

.- 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. S w  ' Heitler 

1 

454-0918 



t 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CARLO BRISCOLI and DONNA BRISCOLI 
Index N o - G e ]  
125798199 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

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

and without costs. 

DATED: xi1 ,2010 

Attorneys for Plbintiff >mse{ fle;fO\cr ,+z 
Weitz & Luxenberg Colleen M. Cronin 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

j 

i 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH DELEVA 

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

Index No: 1047 18/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

71, ,2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Chxopher W. HealyJsq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-104278890.1 

SEP 2 3 20101 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH A. DE ClCCO 

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

Index No: 104722/00 

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 

321 2, 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 IJ ,2010 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-I 04278875.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RONALD R. KENT 

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

Index No: 105342/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

4% ,2010 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 04254332.1 



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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 105885100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

FRANK J. DALY 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, 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 

? I (  ,2010 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 f \ L E D  (21 2) 558-5500 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

3 

I 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-I 04278867 1 SEP 2 3 2010 



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

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS HAND, JR. 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 106174/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

91, ,2010 n 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

FILED (2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, OCT - 1 2010 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-104279055.1 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD LARSEN 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

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

Index No: 106420/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

321 2, 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 

f J j  , 2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Chistopher W. H&ly&’sq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, & 
US-ACTIVE-104279148.1 

W 23 2010, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

RONALD KLOPFER 

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

Index No: 106483/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

*bo, 2010 

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

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

E D  (21 2) 558-5500 

1 2010 
SO ORDERED, 

ocl 

US-ACTIVE-1 04254350.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BARBARA J. KLOPFER, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of RONALD W. KLOPFER 

Index No. 106483/00 

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: Cms 2- ,2010 

&inJ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff-fih&4 F%JC 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 BMCE Inc. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

888 Veterans Memorial Highw G-D !. Hauppauge, NY 11 78 

C C ” 2 3 2 O 1 0  



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BARBARA J. KLOPFER, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of RONALD W. KLOPFER 

Index No. 106483/00 

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 5 3212, 

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 2- ,2010 
I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff F-lC 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie L. M 

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

n A ,  ! L E D  1 

oCT - 1 2010 

SEP 23 2010 



h 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BARBARA J. KLOPFER, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of RONALD W. KLOPFER 

Index No. 106483/00 

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 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. 
n 

DATED: SAD+”- z ,2010 

\ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff - M.=hd  @-ll’ 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner L e s n i a W Q  
888 V e m &  I ghway 
HauppaBge,.NY I 1788 

S V  2 3 2010 



0 R I G I N A L 

GERALD DAY, 

Plaintiff, 

Index No. 106664/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.C. and S . ,  Inc., et al., Including MAREMONT 
CORPORATION, 

: 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont Corporation hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs 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 or , New York @ , d , 2 0 1 0  

Peggy L. Pan, Esq, 
KASOWITZ, BENSON, T 

Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 

.New York, New York 10019 OCr - 1 2010 

% L  
Michael J. Croce, Esq. 
JOHN C. DEARIE & ASSOCIATES 
Attorneys*for Plaintiff FRIEDMAN LLP 
5 15 Madison Avenue, Suite 1 1 18 
New York, NY 10463 
(718) 543-1 100 

SO ORDERED 

m t E D  

(2 12) 506- 1700 
NEW YORK 

SEP 2 RbWCERKs OFFICF 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARIE MALICK, as Proposed Administratrix for the 
Estate of GEORGE J. MALICK 

Index No. 107269/00 

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 5 3212, 

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: Jb!y 17 ,2010 A 

~ 7 2 g & & &  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Hiahwav 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 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: 

MARIE MALICK, as Proposed Administratrix for the 
Estate of GEORGE J. MALICK 

Index No. 107269/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

f i  No iel L. Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

DATED: JJy / 4 /  ,2010 

z z a . 2 z 7 z &  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz 81 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 2 3 2010 

I 
I 

I 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 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 LL.S , 2010 

FRANK ORTIZ - 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

p o  

rneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

rtson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler ?P 2 3 2010 



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

This Document Relates to: 

PETER LERUZIC 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 107875/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

41, ,2010 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 - 1  I (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 1 
US-ACTIVE-104279153.1 

s 

I 



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

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

Index No: 108356/00 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

GEORGE BELL NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests I 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, 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 

430 , 201 0 

~~~ 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  
(212) 521-5400 

OCT - 1 2010 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 04273274.1 



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

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD GUNTRIPP 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 108357/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

.- 

OCT - 1 2010 SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-I 04254364.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

KATHLEEN MCGRINDER, as Executrix for the Estate of 
EDWARD GUNTRIPP, and KATHLEEN MCGRINDER, 
I nd ivd id ually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: 712 5 ,2010 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

KATHLEEN MCGRINDER, as Executrix for the Estate of 
EDWARD GUNTRIPP, and KATHLEEN MCGRINDER, 
I ndivdidually 

No. I 11674/00 

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 5 3212, 

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

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

DATED: 7/2- 9 ,2010 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, OCT - 1 2010 
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: 

KATHLEEN MCGRINDER, as Executrix for the Estate of 
EDWARD GUNTRIPP, and KATHLEEN MCGRINDER, 
Indivdidually 

1674100 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

,2010 
/1 

DATED: 7 h  

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Hi 

New York, NY 10003 

u s F \  E~E 
OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, 

r;DUN-rY GL-0- 

' 232010 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

SABATO FALCONE 

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

Index No: 10855ZOO 

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 

321 2, 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 

?/ I ,2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 I 2) 558-5500 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York 
(212) 521-5400 

I 

SO ORDERED, ........................................ Hon. Sherry . Hei ler 

US-ACTIVE-1 04278975.1 

SEP 2 3 2010 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CASIMlR R. STASZAK and SLYVIA STASZAK, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 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. 

Casimir R. Staszak and Slyvia Staszak 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

S c r  Z 3 2010 

. . . .. 

1235-2254 



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 32 12, 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 

costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 
F I L E D  

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

Attorney for Defendant 
335 Madison Avenue, 12th Floor 
New York, New York 10017 
(2 12) 344-5680 

Hon. Sherry Heitldr 

I941 60.1 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CASIMIR R. STASZAK and SLYVIA STASZAR, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. I 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

casts. 

Dated: ew York, New York 
&yW&?7 ,2010 

Casimir R. Staszak and S1 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. uc-f - 1 mu 700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleihifteitler SEP 2 3 2010 

2571-0001 I 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ARTHUR TAYLOR 

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

Index No: 108905/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

qj(3a ,2010 

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

/ 
ChTstopher W. Healy,’Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-1 04254373.1 



* TMc : CCQ pk) 
8/61 1 0 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ARTHUR TAYLOR 

INDEX NO. 
108905/00 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: Newflorkj New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 
1 20lQ ocl - 

Our File No 
S-4642-00 

SEP 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: 

RICHARD W. MITCHELL and HELGA MITCHELL 
Index No 117873103 

I 22 1 85/99 
- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

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

DATED: T m -  2- ,2010 

Attorneys for Plaintiff - t-\ F h d  Julie LJM~~ 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

b--. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



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 
Index No&J;;;J;& 

1 22 1 85/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

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

lismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

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

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

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

Irejudice and without costs. 

IATED: S@ '2, ,2010 

Veitz & Luxenberg 
'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
dew York, NY 10003 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

i0 ORDERED, 

t 



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 
Index No. 117873/03 

122 185199 
119749LQQ.3 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: Gp4- 2 ,2010 

A 

Attorneys for Plaintiff - P:L~u.\ FWC\\. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 BMCE Inc. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No.- 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CARL KROGER and CAROL ANN KROGER 100787l03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: qa ,, 2010 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

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

Hon. Sherry Klein heitler 

. .  - 

R I L E D  
OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFILE 

E 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

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 3 3212, 

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: a I z t  ,2010 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

M. DiLohardo 
for Defendant 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

F I L E D  
OCT - 1 2010 SO ORDERED, 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFW 



\ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: - 
CARL KROGER and CAROL ANN KROGER 

Index No.q09383/002 
I 023 14/01 
100787l03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 4 !% ,2010 A 

Weitz & LL 
700 Broad! 
. I  \I I 

SO ORDERED, 

888 Veterans Memoria 
H a u p p a u g v l  a$liwy 

fb4L---- . snln 

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: 

ROY COLVERD 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

1 

Index No. 109384/00 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Bucyrus International, hereby requests summary 

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

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

in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 13 ,2010 

, 4 /  
,Atto m&& f6r main t iff 
Early & Strauss 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
P.O. Box 3601 
New York, NY 1001 7 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Bucyrus International 
Weiner Lesnia 
888 Veterans 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

OCT 1 2010 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

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: 

PASQUAL GIORDANO 

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

Index No: I IO393100 

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 

321 2, 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 

411 ,2010 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

n 

1 / 

Chmopher W. Healy,'Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-1 04279044 1 

SEP 2 3 2010 

.. . 



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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS L IT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 11 0596/00 

GEORGE BELL 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 

321 2, 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 , 2 0 1 0  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  

US-ACTIVE-104279558.1 

OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERICS 0- 

SEP 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: 

CHARLES A. SMITH and VIRGINIA C. SMITH 
Index No. 110681/00 

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: 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHARLES A. SMITH and VIRGINIA C. SMITH 
index No. 110681/00 

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, 

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

prejudice and without costs. 

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

n I  

DATED: V/? ,2010 

4ttorneys for PKntiff 
Ueitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
Yew York, NY 10003 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

fjCT - 1 Z N Q  

NEW '0"ls"wmCz e" CAEM 
50 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: 

CHARLES A. SMITH and VIRGINIA C. SMITH 
Index No. 110681/00 

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 Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: @/? ,2010 

--/ mu- 
Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highwa 
Hawpauge, 1 7 t  E * 

SEP 2 3 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

THERLEAN LOUISSAINT 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 11 1094100 

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 

321 2, 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 

711 ,2010 

Frank Ortit, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2(jth L 
New York, N v T  EOd D 
(212) 521-540 

US-ACTIVE-1 042791 92.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD HENENBERG 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1 1502/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

pi//#y Christopher W. Healy, E6q. 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2eth FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-I 04279059.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index N- 
108357/00 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

KATHLEEN MCERINDER, as Executrix for the Estate of 
EDWARD GUNTRIPP, and KATHLEEN MCGRINDER, 
lndivdidually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

/1 
DATED: 7 / 2 9  ,2010 

h 
Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP Uew York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION / I  
Index NO- 
108357/00 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

KATHLEEN MCGRINDER, as Executrix for the Estate of 
EDWARD GUNTRIPP, and KATHLEEN MCGRINDER, 
I nd ivdid ually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

n 
DATED: 7 / A 9  ,2010 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th flo 
New York, NY 10003 

I t  888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

KATHLEEN MCGRINDER, as Executrix for the Estate of 
EDWARD GUNTRIPP, and KATHLEEN MCGRINDER, 
I ndivd idually 

Index No<=] 
108357/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

n 
DATED: 7/2 5 ,2010 

dL/z d 
Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitr & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 78 

1 2 m  
,+f lL 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler IJc] - 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 1 1 1674/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

43. ,2010 

WEITZ B LUXENBERG, P.C. \\ REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 (212)521-5400 
y- 

SO ORDERED, 

E U  
OCT - 1 2010 

US-ACTIVE-104254365. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

This Document Relates to: 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ERNEST GEORGE FLOERKE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 112460/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

91f  ,2010 

- 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG. P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Hon. Sherry K. rel ler 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT * 1 2010 

US-ACTIVE-I 04279032.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD P. DREWS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 112463/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

q l  ,2010 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
C‘ ’ 

Christopher W. Healy,/Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attornevs for American ODtical CorDoration 
599 Leiington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 

(212) New York, 521-5400 New York 10 FILED 

Hon. Shimjf K. Hdtler 

US-ACTIVE-lO4276939.1 SEP 23 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LlTXGATTON 

X 

HARRY HEMPELMAN AND MARY HEMPELMAN, Index No.: 00-114602 

-V.- 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.P. GREEN INDUSTRIES, INC., et al., including 
J.H. FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, J.H. FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, sued herein as “J.H. 

France,” hereby requests suinrnary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, 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&, 20 10 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs MALABY& BRADLEY, LLC 
NEW X m K  

IS OFF\* EARLY & STRAUSS 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20”’ Floor 
New York, NY 10170 
(2 12) 984-2233 

Attorneys for Defendant 
J.H. France Refractories C o r n m U N f l  CERK 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York I0038 
(212) 791-0285 

SEP 2 3 2010 
SO ORDERED, TED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GARY 0. JOHNSON 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 117040/00 

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 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 
I 

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 

71, ,2010 A 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexinuton Avenue. 2eth FL. 

0022 

SO ORDERED, 

10003 New York:New York 1 

US-ACTIVE-104278099 1 

SEP 2 3 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

ATHANASIUS A. JOSEPH 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 117041/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

1 tfl SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-10427B111.1 

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: 

FRANK FRlSlNA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 117068/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

711 ,2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 100 
(2 I 2) 52 1 -5400 . I  

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-104279036.1 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

IRVING BERNSTEIN 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 117420/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, 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 

f&a I 2010 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 I 2) 558-5500 (2 12) 52 1-5400 

I"- 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K.P(eitler 

L E D  
OCT - 1 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

DAN LOUCKS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 1 19382/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

f/l ,2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

REED SMITH, LLP. 

599 Lexington Avenue, 2eth FL. 
New York, New York 1002 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

i 
i 

US-ACTIVE-104279185.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK LUIS1 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 938ZOO 

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 

321 2, 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 dismi ,c D 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

911 ,2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K, Hgtler 

US-ACTIVE-1 0427921 4.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

GERALD KRUEGER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 119383/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

711 ,2010 

Lf%--/@ 
Christopher W. Healy, sq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 (2 I 2) 52 1 -5400 

,- 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Heitler 

f I L E D  
US-ACTIVE-1 042791 38.1 

OCf - 1 2010 

SEP 2 3 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

RAYMOND KORONOWSKI 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 119383/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

41, ,2010 @/$v 
Christopher W. Healy sq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(21 2) 558-5500 n (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-104278128.1 

SEP 2 3 2010 

6 I L E D  



,"TI , r 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS L IT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

KARL KROGER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 19383/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

433 , 2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

CLstopher W. Hdly ,  Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

F I L E D  SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-I 04295892.1 OCT - 12811) . ,  

4 

NEW YORK 
' x3UNW CLERKS SFP 2 3 2010 - 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 9386100 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK ALFASI 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 

321 2, 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 

43P ,2010 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-104273225.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

LAWRENCE CAVESE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 11 9387/00 

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 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, 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 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 (21 New 2) York, 521 -5400 New York 1 p2i'L E D 

US-ACTIVE-I 04273457.1 SEP 2 3 2018 



-3 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 119387/00 

JOHN CALLEJA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 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 

321 2, 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 

8l-w ,2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

- -, 
Christopher W. Heat$, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 55815500 (2 I 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-104273441.1 



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 
I.A.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-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, 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+s ,2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esa. Craig alau, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaint iff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
(2 12) 558-5500 

ph 
New York, New York 
(21 2) 521 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-I 04364204.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MICHAEL K. BOLTON 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 19388100 

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 

321 2, 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 

I 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

I 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 FILE$ 
SO ORDERED, - 12M 

US-ACTIVE-1 04273332.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNW 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MICHAEL K. BOLTON 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No: 11 9388/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

73\c5 ,2010 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 0Ct - 1 2010 

NEW YQRK 
cQuNpI CLERK'S 0FF'C.F 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

US-ACTIVE-104362190.1 SEP 23 2010' r 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

PATRICK J. BRENNAN 

NYCAL 
1.A.S Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119388/00 

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 

321 2, 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\6-S ,  2010 

- 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

NEW YORK 

COUNNcuRK3 
US-ACTIVE-I 0436221 3.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

PATRICK J. BRENNAN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 119388/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

dk,, 2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

F 1 L-E-@ 
SO ORDERED, 

OCT ~ 1 2818 

US-ACTIVE-I 04273360 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

ANTONIO BRUSCA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 119388/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

433 ,2010 

VI/ 1 

/ v/ F-. r 

N. Healy, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 

New York, New York 10022 
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26th 

(21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, * 3 1 4 1  c 

Hon. Sherry K. Hbitler 

US-ACTIVE-1 04273384.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MICHAEL K. BOLTON 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

index No: 119388/00 

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 321 2, 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\.&S, 2010 

fi Craig REED SMITH, lau, Esq. LLP. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 

New York, New York 10022 
ph 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1043641 96.1 

(2 12) 52 1-5400 
F I L E D  



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD S. BERGER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 9390/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, 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 

qw I 2010 

/ 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

-- 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE1 04273296.1 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ERNEST BELLITTI 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119390/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, 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-./30 ,2010 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (2 I 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, P I L E D  
OCT - 1 2o)o 

US-ACTIVE-I 04273282.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

ERNEST BELLITTI 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119390/00 

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 321 2, 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 

C Y b . 3  ,2010 

Attorneys for Plain tiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 

New York, New 
ph 

FI’Pe22ED . (2 1 2) 52 1-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 2 3 2010 

OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 
C Q O m  CLERK‘S OFFIM 

US-ACTIVE-104364190 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOWK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

CHARLES HAZARD et al., 

Plaintiff(s), 

A,C. & S. INC. et at., ineluding 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

x 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby requests summary judgment in 

the abave-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. 

Steven S. Singer, Esq. 
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran 2% Arnold, LLB 

Three Gateway Canter, 12'h Floor 
Newark, NJ 09102 

&- 
Danny R. Kraft, Jr. Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Pluitvffs Attorneys for General Electric 

1 2Q10 
OCT - (212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

-4' 

SO ORDERED,  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

LARRY HERRICK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS L IT1 GAT1 ON 

Index No: 119391/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

SI ,  ,2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

n 

REED SMITH, LLP. - 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 

New York, New York 10003 New Yorki New York 10022 
(2 12) 52 1 -5400 

~ 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-1042790BB 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 119391/00 

THOMAS G U U l  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 

321 2, 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 

q I \  ,2010 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American O p t i c v o r T o E  0 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h F 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-1 04279052.1 



SUPREME COURT OF TkIE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YQRK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAl 
Han, Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

CHARLES HAZARD et al., Index N o c ~ O C U ,  
119391-2008 

Plaintiff (s), 

“against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CQRPORATION, 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

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. 

Danny R. Kraft, Jr. Esq, 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

1 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor OCT - 1 2010 
Newark, NJ 07102 

(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 2 3 2010 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GERARD T. GOLDEN 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 19392/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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 I (  ,2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

Hon. Sherry K. HAtler 

SEP 2 3 2010 

< 
L 

US-ACTIVE-I 04279049. I 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN FRUEH 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 19393/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, 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 1 1  ,2010 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, OCT * 1 2QlQ 

US-ACTIVE-I04279039 1 

v 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

~ ~ .~ 

This Document Relates to: 

DANIEL FlLlPPONE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 9394/00 

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 

I 
321 2, 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 

911 ,2010 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'" FL. 
New York, New York 100 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

- 
ocr - 1 2010 SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-104278991.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 1 19396/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

4 1 1  ,2010 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

f&q - 1 2010 
SO ORDERED, 

I 
Hon. S h a  K. H M r  

Christopher W. Healy, l k q .  
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 1002 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-104278951,I 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: 

ROBERT E. DE FORGE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 9397/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

'71, ,2010 

a /GB (it/V 
Christopher W. Healy, E q. 
REED SMITH. LLP.~ 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (2 12) 52 1 -5400 

f 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

. .  

i&Y----- 
SEP 23 2010 

US-ACflVE-1042788e1 ,I < 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

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-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, 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 

411 ,2010 

Frank Ortir, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 
OCT 1 2010 

US-ACTIVE-104278855.1 



4 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD CLOUGH 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No: 11 9398/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 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 

5430 ,2010 

&,/# 
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F \ L E D  (21 2) 558-5500 (2 7 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, OCT - 1 2QlQ 
Hon. Sherry K. Reitler 

US-AGTIVE-104273520,l 

SEP 2 3 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
AS B E STO S LIT I GAT1 0 N 

~ ~- 

This Document Relates to: 

ARMAND CORENO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 9398/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

411 ,2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

/ 

Chrisxpher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

US-ACTIVE-104278837.1 

(212) 521-5400 

/- - 



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.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 119399/00 

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 

q9 ,2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American 
599 Lexington Avenue, 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 12) 52 1-5400 

OCT - 1 2010 
(2 12) 558-5500 

NEW YORK 
~NnCLERK'SOEI=ICI: 

SO ORDERED, 

US-AGTIVE-1042731 IO .  1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: I19399100 

ROBERT JANKOWITZ 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 321 2, 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 

2 3 b - Y  ,2010 

3 Craig REED SMITH, lau, Esq. LLP. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 

New York, New York 10022 
ph 

(2 12) 52 1-5400 

US-ACTIVE-I om64zoa. I SEP 2 3 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X - - - - _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X 

This Document Relates to: 
Robert Jankowitz and Mary A. Jankowitz, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A.C. & S. Inc., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. P a r t  30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No :- 
Index No. : 

NO OPPOSITION 
SIfMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in t h e  above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section $3212, dismissins 

plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & DiBono P l a s t e r i n s  

Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no oppositian theret.0, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a13 claims and 

cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

Frank M. Qrtiz, E!$. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert Jankowi t z  and  M a r y  A. M a x i 0  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co 
Ja n ko wi t z 
700  Broadway, 6th Floor 1 7 7  Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 

Inc. 

Brooklyn, New Y o r p  1,lp E 
qur File No.: 109 4-141 
( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK So Ordered: P232010 
- 

W N I Y  CLERK'S OFFIU 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X --------------------___l__ll_________ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X 

This Document Relates to: 
Robert Jankowitz and Mary A. Jankowitz, 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A . C .  & S . ,  Inc., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No. 
Index No. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I n c . ,  hereby requests 

summary judgment in the  above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 33212, 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 
4 ( P  , 2010  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  $2?Lzi+ C llen and Dykman LLP 

Attorneys for Defe d 
f4'LED 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
Robert Jankowi t z  and M a r y  A. Goulds Pumps Inc. 
Jankowi tz  177 Montague Stre 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor  Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York, New York 10003 (718) 855-9000 OCT - 1 2010 

So Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
-X NYCAL ______________________l_ll___________ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

Index No. 0 119399 0 
-X ________________________________lll_l 

This Document Relates to: 
Robert Jankowitz and Mary A .  Jankowitz, Index No.: 1 0 0 9 7 4 / 0 1  

Plaintiffs, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
A.C. & S., Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Burnham LLC, hereby requests sumrnar 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice La 

and Rules Section $3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint agains 

defendant Burnham LLC, with prejudice, and there being n 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims an 

cross claims against defendant Burnham LLC, be dismissed wit 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated : 

- 1 2010 
Frank M. Ortiz, 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  Cullen and Dykman LLP NEWyORK 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs Attorneys f o r  Def 
Robert  Jankowitz  and Mary A .  Burnham LLC 
Jankowi t z  177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York, New York 10003 (718) 855-9000 

Our File No.: 11084-1888 

So Ordered: 

SEP 2 3 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

x ____________________--------------------------------*-*-- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims aiid cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with pre+judice and witliout costs. 

Dated: q\  8\\0 

WEITZ & LUXENBE- 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

K&L GA'I'ES LLI' w 
Attorneys for Defeiidant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES KAZAKWIC 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, 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. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 19400/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Dated: New York, New York 

911 ,2010 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-104279121.1 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

F I L E D  
OCT - 1 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

HAROLD JOYCE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 1 19400/00 

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 

321 2, 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 h  ,2010 

Frank Ortiz, Es 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 042791 18.1 

10003 

Christopher ~~/~ W. Hea , Esq. 

REED SMITH. LLPI- 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York. New York 10022 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

F I L E D  
fl Hon. Sherry K. Heitler OCf - 1 2010 



I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119400/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DANIEL KELLY 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 

321 2, 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 

yt 9 2010 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

F I L E D  

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-1 042791 23.1 OCT * 1 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

LUDWIG KLOPOTT 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 1 19400/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

q,1 ,2010 /- 

&?--/f 
Christopher W. He ly, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2 )  521 -5400 w (2 1 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-104279127.1 OCT - 1 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM CONRAD 

~ 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 120658/00 

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 

321 2, 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 41 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

I 
Christopher W. Hea'ly, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 

F I L E D  New York, New York 10 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-104278825 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT N. CROCKETT 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 120662/00 

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 

321 2, 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. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

A -  / 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 100 F I L E D  (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-I 04278842.1 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: 

LOUIS PLANKEY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120727/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

szp ,2010 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-104273183.1 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFRU 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EMMANUEL TABONE 

~ ~~ ~ ~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, 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 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120779/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

430 ,2010 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Christopher W. Healy: Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 12) 52 1 -5400 

F I L E D  
OCT - 1 2010 

US-ACTIVE-1 04273208.1 NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'SOFFU 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH LEVESQUE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 121 105/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

c- .... 3 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

REED SMITH, LLP.- 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
, (2 12) 52 1-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1042791 70.1 

F I L E D  

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: 

JOSEPH JONES JR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 12 1468100 

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 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, 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 

Chris opher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York,New York 10022 

(212) 521-5400 F I L E D  (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-104273126 1 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 121516/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

HENRY HYDE 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 

321 2, 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 

a30 ,2010 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 521-5400 
n 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  
US-ACTIVE-104273095 1 

OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 
QOlJKpI CLERK'S OFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD DOPYERA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 122299/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 100 
(212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-104278913.1 

SEP 23 2010 



I 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH P. WEBER 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No: 122497/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, 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 

I 
I 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 

(y--i--y 
Attorneys far American Optical Corporation i 

700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h F F  I 

' L E 0  i 

%/$b VORK 
c@Rtvq-J 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 
I 

(21 2) 558-5500 
I ' 2010 OCT * 

SO ORDERED, 

2 3 2010 -e 
US-ACTIVE-104273219.1 



I 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

SIDNEY P. KLINE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 122594/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

gp3b 1 2010 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP, 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 New York. New York 10022 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
F I L E D  

(21 2) 521 -5400 A 

US-ACTIVE-104273140.1 

NEW YORK 
W U N T Y C L E R l c S O ~  



a 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANKRUOTOLO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 12307ZOO 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests I 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section i 
321 2, 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 

1 2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. I 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 F I L E D  

OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK ' 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

WUNW CEMSCFF@lg 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-104273188.1 

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: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 123075/00 

MICHAEL O'KREPKA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 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 

321 2, 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 

€?(m ,2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 " I  

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 1 21 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-104273175.1 

ler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

____ ~~ 

This Document Relates to: 

RONALD MC ENTYRE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 123224/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 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 

4-9 12010 

Christopher W. HealfEsq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  (21 2) 558-5500 (2 12) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 
OCT - 1 2010 

US-AGTIVE-1042731661 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS KEADY SR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS L l TI GAT1 ON 

Index No: 12347YOO 

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 

321 2, 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 

Christopher W. Healy,/Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

F"tCEO 
SO ORDERED, 

QCT - 

US-ACTIVE-104273135.1 

OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RALPH MAXWELL 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 123479/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

Y3” ,2010 

@ / ,  
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 / (2121 521-5400 

@ \ L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

WT - % 2 M O  

US-ACTIVE-104273154.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

ANTHONY VELELLA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 123670/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

q30 1 2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 599 Lexington Av u 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for 

(21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1-5400 
oCT - 1 2filn 

SO ORDERED, rJE\rv YORK 
-$)\JNW cGRm OPRd, 

US-ACTIVE-1 0427321 4.1 

SFD 2 3 2010 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES R. JACKSON 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 124088100 

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 

321 2, 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 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 (2 12) 52 1 -5400 

F\LED 
SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 042731 06.1 SEP 2 3 2010 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NORMAN T. SMYTH 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 124236/00 

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 

321 2, 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 

q 3 a  ,2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 n .  

/ 

Christopher W. Hdaly, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 
(212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-104273204.1 



OR1 GI NAL 

GEORGE FILIPPONI, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

Plaintiff, AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.C. and S., Inc., et al., Including MAREMONT 
CORPORATION, 

: 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont Corporation hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs 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 or , New York 

Michael J. Croce, Esq. 
JOHN C. DEARIE & ASSOCIATES 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
5 15 Madison Avenue, Suite 1 1 18 
New York, NY 10463 
(718) 543-1 100 * -- SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

D Peggy L. Pan, Esq. 
KASOWITZ, BENSON,~O 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 19 

OCT - 1 2010 

YORK 
(2 12) 506- 1700 WUNP( m S  mr 

SEP 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: 

TERRANCE J. FOLEY 
Index N o G I  8 , 0 7 7  

25 1 3 1 /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 Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: Q0.t 2- ,2010 

Attorneys foy Plaintiff - h~~’t G4V 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Hiahwav 

SO ORDERED, IW 
Hon. Sherr 



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 
Qz7- 

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: , 2010 

mw 
Attorneys for Plaintiff - F P \ L 3 1 ~ ~ ~ \ ~ ~  
Weitz 81 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP 

:I 

'or Defendant 

vull Ivl ,,sniak LLP 

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: 

TERRANCE J. FOLEY 
Index 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: (& %. ,2010 

Attorneys for Plaintiff r m & d  F ~ d f :  
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Lockheed Martin Corp. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
088 veteranFR%* 
Hauppauge, 

3 0  ORDERED, 

1 



. . . 

F 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 125131/00 

TERRANCE FOLEY 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 

321 2, 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 

/ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Ksq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 - ,  (212)521-5400 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  

US-ACTIVE-104254358.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ERNEST BELLllTl 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No: 125248100 

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 

321 2, 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 

B \ L S  ,2010 A 

Craig glau, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New 
(21 2) 558-5500 

York 10003 New York, New 
(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-104382185.1 

SEP 23 2010 



A.C. and S., INC., gt &, 
Defendants. 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests s u m m q  

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, ew York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

By: By: €huh& 
Michael Fanelli Diane M. Pompei 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

F I L E D  
OCT - 1 2010 



Plaintiff, : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

A.C. and S., NC., et &, 
Defendants. 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, 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 York, New York 
4 \ \ 5 \ \  T3 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

By:-&p* Frank0 IZ 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

$?&Q-& 
€3 Diane M. Pompei 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

-- 

SO ORDERED: :bo 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
__......~._...__ " _ _ . . . ~ . ~ . - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . " ~ ~ " - ~ . . . " ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ . ~ ~ ~ * . * - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ " " ~  

IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 125331/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD J. HAUCK NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
P \ k ' b  ,2010 

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

MICHAEL ZOGBY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
AS BE STOS L IT1 GAT1 ON 

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 

321 2, 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 

+n 2010 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for 

700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenu 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

rJ(=J - f 2 m  

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-I 04254329.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: I25799100 

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 

321 2, 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 

3 b - T  ,2010 

b Craig REED BI SMITH, , Esq. LLP. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York. New York 10022 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26fh FL. 

0 F I L E D ,  (21 2) 558-5500 

OCT - 1 ZOW SO ORDERED, 

NEW YORK 
eOUNTY CLERK'S OF- 

US-ACTIVE-1 04365489.1 

SE? 2 3 2010 

$ 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J ,) 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 125828100 

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 

321 2, 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\&T 2010 

T Craig REED SMITH, au, Esq. LLP. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, Bth FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

€ 3 0  ! 
SO ORDERED, F 

OCT - 1 2016 
t 

US-ACTIVE-1 04336207.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 125917/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

RUTH E. MAIDEN 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, 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 

4% ,2010 

&l9?v 
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

OCT - 1 2010 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



IRIGINAL 

Index No. 125990/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

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 4  , EL72010 

Michael J. Croce, Esq. 
JOHN C. DEARIE & ASSOCIATES 
Attorneys for Plaintiff FRIEDMAN LLP 
5 15 Madison Avenue, Suite 1 1 18 
New York, NY 10463 
(718) 543-1 100 

SO ORDERED, 

Peggy L. Pan, Esq. 
KASOWITZ, BENSON, T 

Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 1001 9 

OCT - 1 2070 

(2 12) 506- 1700 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

-de- 

-. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 100031/01 

JOHN CALLEJA 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 

321 2, 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 \ 2 5  ,2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

REED 'SMITH, LLP. \ 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
! 

SEP 2 3 2010 NEW YORK 
COUNlY CLERK'S OFF& 

I 

I 

US-ACTIVE-1 04362232.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DAVID CURRIE NO OPPOSITION UMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3 \ L b  ,2010 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

OCT - 1 2010 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. S h z K l e i n  H h r  NEW YORK 
PI.,ERK'S OFALF 

SFP 2 3 2010 



A.C.&S.,INC.,etal., 

Defendants. 
-7 

Index No.: 100208/01 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEFCEFORE, 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 
y b 5  -Y 2010 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Robert A. 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 2 3 20111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CllY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Index No. COG9 
X 

CHARLES HAZARD et al., 
119391-2000 

Plainttff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
A.C. & S. INC. et at., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

w 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL E1ECPI"RIC 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 aRainst defendant 

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Danny R. Kraft, Jr. Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

780 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Steven S. Singer, Esq. 
Sedgwiek, Detert, Moran &Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for  General Electrlc 
Three Gateway Center, 12'h Floor 
Newark, NJ 87102 

Attorneys for Plointffs 

1 2010 
OCT - (212) 558-5500 42-0002 

$13 ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK C l n  ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heltler 

IndexNo. 6-2 X 

CHARLES HAZARD et al., 
119391-2000 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
A.C. & S. 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 a l l  co-defendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
$2 2010 

Danny R. Kraft, Jr. Esq, ) 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor ncf - 1 2olo 

Attorneys for Plaintqfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

- -  
Newark, NJ 07102 

(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SQ ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleik%&itler, J,S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

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 

321 2, 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 h J  ,2010 

I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Craigdlau, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. l' REE~SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 

New York, New York 10003 NewYork, N e p f  : 
(21 2) 558-5500 A (2 1 2) 52 I -540 

\ SOORDERED, , ,  

US-ACTIVE-104362241 . I  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
____l____l_____________l__________ll_ -X 
I N  RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
Robert Jankowitz and Mary A .  Jankowitz, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A . C .  & S., Inc., et al., 

Defendants. 
T I  - .A 

WHEREFORE, defendant Burnham LLC, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary 

judgment in the  above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs‘ Complaint against 

defendant Burnham LLC, w i t h  prejudice, and there being nc 

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 cos t s .  

Brooklyn, New York Dated: 
4 Ip , 2 0 1 0  

stin M. Tafe, Esq. 
W e i t z  & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs Attorneys for  Def 
Robert J a n k o w i t z  and M a r y  A. Burnham LLC 
J a n k o w i t z  177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6t” Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Cullen and Dykman LLP NEW yoRK 

New York, New York 10003 (718) 855-9000 
Our File No.: 11084-1888 

SO Ordered: 

3 

E 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. P a r t  3 0  
-X NYCAL -__-- - - - l_________l_____________I I___ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

This Document Relates to: 
Robert Jankowitz and Mary A. Jankowitz, Index No.. 1 0 0 9 7 4 / 0 1  

Index No. ; C 9 9 / 0 O j  

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A.C. & S . ,  Inc., et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 53212 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' 

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition there to ,  

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., be dismissed with 

prejudice and without cos ts .  

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
d p  , 2 0 1 0  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs Attorneys f o r  Defend 
Robert J a n k o w i t z  and M a r y  A. Goulds  Pumps Inc. FyL E 
J a n k o w i t z  177 Montague Stree 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York, New York 10003 (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  oc'f - 1 20lQ 

Our File No,: 6754-5376 

So Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_______________-___ I1__ l__________ l__  -X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _  -X 
This Document Relates to: 
Robert Jankowitz and Mary A. Jankowicz, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A . C .  & S .  Inc., et aL., 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Tar t  3 0  
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No. : 1W 
Index N O . :  100974/01 L2 

c 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering C o .  Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant  to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Nario 6r Dinono P l a s t e r i n g  

Co. Inc. , w i t h  prejudice, and there being no opposition theret.0, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  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 
91g , 2010  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. rF-- len and Dykman LLP 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
Robert Jankowitz and M a r y  A. M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 
Jankowi tz  Inc. 
7 0 0  Broadwav, Floor  177  Montague St ree t  

Attorneys for Defendant 

New York, New York 1 0 0 0 3  Brooklyn, N e w  Yor 

gur F i l e  No,: 109 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 
So Ordered: 

CLERKS OFFICk 



1 

Plaintiff(s), : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC.,@&, 

1 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, 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 YyfircT;rk 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10018 1 2010 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 ocl 

Dated: New York, New York 

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: 

CHARLES KAZAKWTC, 
: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 3 0  
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitlel-) 

Plaintiff(s). 
-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 119400-00 
o m l >  

: NO-OPPOSiTION SUMMARY 
Defendants. : JUDGMENT MOTTON AND ORDER 

_________r--_t________________l_l__r____---_------__"---- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests sumniary judgment i n  the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissiiig 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

o ppo s i t i o 11 there to, 

ORDEKED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims aiid cross claims againsl 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are liereby, dismissed with pxjudice aiid without costs 

Dated: \ S\\O 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

New York, NY 10003 
700 Broadway 

(212) 558-5500  

K&L GATES LLP W 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexiiigtoii Aven8e 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 536-3900 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CARL KROGER and CAROL ANN KROGER 
I00787103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

201 0 

- 
Anna M. DiLodardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CARL KROGER a n d  CAROL ANN KROGER 

Index No. 109383/00 

%%? 
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 a n d  Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: gI& I 201 0 

%t t o m e y s fo r”Pi a i n t iff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

Attorneys for Defend a n t  
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauqe, NY I 1788 . .  

~ Sherry Klein eitler 
- 

Sherry Klein heitler 

- 
F4 L 

OCT - 

E D  
1 2010 ’ 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFIW 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CARL KROEER and CAROL ANN KROGER 
Index No. 109383/00 

IO0787103 
a 7  

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: B /ZIP , 2010 

Kft o r n eyCtw+ta m\ 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

n 

Attdrneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppaune, NY 11788 

I L  
OCT - 

E D  
1 2010 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY C S W S  O f  FltF 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

This Document Relates to: 
Eugene Degannes and Jacqueline Degannes, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A.C. & S., I n c . ,  et al., 

Defendants. 
- - -  ~ x 

WHEREFORE, defendant Burnham LLC, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 1 0 3 0 0 7 / 0 1  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Lab 

and Rules Section 93212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against 

defendant Burnham LLC, with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims anc 

cross claims against defendant Burnham LLC, be dismissed witk 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
E u g e n e  D e g a n n e s  a n d  B u r n  ham L LC 
J a c q u e l i n e  D e g a n n e s  177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York, New York 10003 (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

Our File No.: 11084-2170 

So Ordered: 

SEP 2 3  2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

This Document Relates to: 
Eugene Degannes and Jacqueline Degannes, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A.C. & S., Inc., et a l . ,  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 103007/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 33212, dismissins 

plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & DiBono Plasterins 

Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims anc 

cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  
Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

q l n  , 2 0 1 0  

2EZ&7p-& 
7< 4cczA+w! I E s q .  

Weitz & Luxenbgrg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
Eugene Degannes and Mario & DiBono Plastering C o .  
Jacqueline Degannes Inc .  
7 0 0  Broadway, 6'h Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  
NO.: 10924-661 

So Ordered: 
Hon 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
- X  ________----__--I---_________________ 

This Document Relates to: 
Eugene Degannes and Jacqueline Degannes, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A . C .  & S., Inc., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 1 0 3 0 0 7 / 0 1  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUM'MARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I n c . ,  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 I n c . ,  with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc . ,  be dismissed witk 

prejudice and without cos ts .  

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
9 /P , 2010 

22zaT%&/ 
P E S S .  

Weitz & Luxenbdg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
Eugene Degannes and 
Jacqueline Degannes 177 Montague Str 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New Yor 11201 

Goulds  Pumps Inc. $ \ L E D  
- 1 2010 New York, New York 10003 (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

ur File No.: 6754-8fbQ6 

SO Ordered: 



-against- 

Plaintiff, : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 A.C. and S., INC., a&, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, 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 ~~~~~ York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

B a-LApa Diane M. Pompei 
Michael Fanelli 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40fh Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

VINCENT S. SHROBA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104288/01 

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 

321 2, 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 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h 
New York, New York 100#-.1 L E D 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-104273192.1 SE? 2 3 20lv 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ALFRED MC CARTHY 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104558101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, 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 

r\a , 2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, gsq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521 -5400 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, t' Hon. Sher . H ler 
F I L E D  

US-ACTIVE-104273161 .I 

OCT - 1 NIB 

NEW YORK ern 9 3 2010 
Sr)UNfY CLERK'S OFFIGF 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD L. KRUS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104564/01 

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 

321 2, 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 

n g(r ,2010 

Frank Ortir, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

F I L E D  SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-104279146.1 

SEP 2 3 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS L IT1 GAT1 ON 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

HENRY T. JANSSEN 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

Index No: IO4567101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, 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 

q33 , 2010 

~/~ 
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

0 F I L E D  (2 1 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK mm CLERK'S OFFICF 
US-ACTIVE-104273120.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NE1 YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X ________-- - - - -_- l___________I I_______ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X l_______---------____________ll___l__ 

This Document Relates to: 
PEARL MARGOLIS, 
(deceased) 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.C. & S., Inc., et al., 

Defendants. 
-X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.:104902/OL 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Inc., hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civi 

Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,  dismissing plaintiffs 

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudice, ani 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims ant 

cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., be dismissed w i t 1  

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: ’ BrookJyn, New York 
< ‘ A  S , 2010 

-7 

-p v 

i. I Esq. Raghu Bandlamudi, Esq. 
keitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
MARTIN CONDENZIO Goulds  Pumps Inc. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 

(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  
Our File NO.: 67F-*5& E D 

SO Ordered: OCT - 1 2010 
Hon. Sherrg K. Heitler 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS 0- 

”’ 2 3 2010 - _  ” 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN PAUL KEITH 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 105230/01 

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 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, 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.3 I 2010 

Y 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Heal$, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York. New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-104278475.1 

(212) 521-5400 < 
Hon. Sherry K, Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN PAUL KEITH and DOROTHY KEITH 
Index No. 105230/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

:he above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

daintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

:here being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

IATED: e/%< , 201 0 

Colleen M. Cronin 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Neitz & Luxenberg 
’OO Broadway - 7th floor 
4ew York, NY 10003 

$0 ORDERED, 

888 Veterans Memoria 
l k 8 & g b y  - 

ocr - 1 20FQ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. ... . . 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN PAUL KEITH and DOROTHY KEITH 
Index No. 105230/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

ludgment 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 

orejudice and without costs. 

DATED: , 2010 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesnia L P 
888 Veter? I e k F i D a y  1 
Hauppaug , N  

ilVeitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
Vew York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN PAUL KEITH and DOROTHY KEITH 
Index No. 105230/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 

Colleen M. Croni 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans 

Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

1 

SFP 2 3 2018 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No,: 105230/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN PAUL KEITH and DOROTHY KEITH, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i 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 Y rk, New York 76 ,2010 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
John Paul Keith and Dorothy Keith 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

New York, New 
(212) 558-5500 

OCT - 1 2010 

hfEW YORK 
-TY CLERtCs- .-- 

SO ORDERED, 

324-5841 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORJS COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN PAUL KEITH and DOROTHY KEITH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
qfi ,2010 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700Broadway v* I L E 0 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 

(212) 509-3456 

so ORDERED, ~ ~ ~ C L E R l c s o r n ~  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index.No.: 105230/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

SFP 2 3 2010 1122-18957 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105230/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT FSFERS TO: 

JOHN PAUL KEITH and DOROTHY KEITH, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., et al. 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
qq? ,2010 

U o o k ,  Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P C  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
John Paul Keith and Doro 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

- 7 20lO (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 2 3 2010 
2383-22813 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105230/01 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN PAUL KEITH and DOROTHY KEITH, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j 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 0 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 Y rk, New York q, ,2010 

John Paul Keith and Dorot 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 OCT - 1 zol0 

MCGIVNEY & KLuGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERRS 0- 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 2 3 2010 
1235-1841 9 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ALBERT THOMAS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105352/01 

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 

321 2, 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 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healyf Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10 
(212) 521-5400 , ,  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e r w .  Hefiler 

US-ACTIVE-1 04254380.1 SFD 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: 

ALBERT THOMAS and LINDA K. THOMAS 
Index No. 105352/01 

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, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: n 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 Lockheed Martin Corp. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SEP 23 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ALBERT THOMAS and LINDA K. THOMAS 
Index No. 105352/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. Mer 
Attorneys f qi Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

SEP 2 3 2010 

. ._ --. . . . . . . . ... . . . . 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

STANLEY KREVETSKI 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 105480/01 

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 

321 2, 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. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

P (21 2) 558-5500 

n 

Christopher W. Heal'y, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, &7 

US-ACTIVE-104279135.1 

SEP 2 3 2010 



~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DOLPH E. HOLM 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105873/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, 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 

Christopher W. HealdEsq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 

WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York. New York 10022 
(21 2) 558-5500 

1 2OIQ SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-I 04279083. I 

SEP 2 3 2010 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 



A 3  
I .  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

A.C. and S., INC., gt &, 
Defendants. 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

rk, New York 
, A l O  

I '  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

Diane M. Pompei 
By: 

Daniel Blouin 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

MICHAEL J. KELLY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 105983/01 

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 

321 2, 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 

71, ,2010 

WEITZ 8t LUXENBERE, P.C. \\ REED SMITH, LLP. ’ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 

Attornevs for American ODtical Corooration 

New York:New York 10022 
1 Broadway 

(21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 I -5400 

700 73 599 Leiinnton Avenue, 2$ FL. 

so ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-104279125.1 

U- 

A* 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

l?d E: NEW YORK COUNTY 
* COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

! NYCAL 
j 1.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

. .  

ASBESTOS LlTIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No,; 105983/01 

ANNE KELLY, Individually and as Administratix i 
for the Estate of MICHAEL J. KELLY, 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

I 

A, C. & S., MC., el al. 
I 

Defendants, i 

WI-IERl2PORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary Jdgrnent ..I 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

cornplsint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

bcing no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: NEW York, New York m e  ,2010 

F I L E D  
OCT - 1 2010 

Treadwell Corporation Anne Kelly and Estate of Michael 3. Kelly 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEIT2 & bJXENSERG, P,c. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 . 700 Broadway . I  

New York. New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

- ,.,~. 

(212) 509-3435 

SO ORDEED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Meith 

.I.* ..... . . I , . .  i , 
SFP 2 3 2010 1235-920 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

-X NYCAL _______- -______________ f l l _ l_________  

IN RE:  NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. 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 
MOTION AND ORDER -- A.C. & S. Inc., et al., 

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 nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

F I L E 1  
Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated:  Brookiyn," New York 

OCT - 1 2010 

YQRk 

? I B  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
Robert S p a m i n a t o  and Helen M a r i o  & DiBono Plastering C o .  
S p a m i n a t o  Inc .  
7 0 0  Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  
r File No.: 10924-2984 

So Ordered: 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

SEP 2 3 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT SPAMPINATO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106641/01 

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 

321 2, 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 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-104362420.1 

REED SMITH, LLP. I 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, Bth FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 I 2) 52 1-5400 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

PHILIP PEARSALL 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106927/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, I 
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

I 

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 

Z \ b Y ,  2010 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plain tiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

ph 

/ (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-104364231,l 



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 
I.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 

321 2, 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 

4 5 - 5 ,  2010 

x 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaint iff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 I 2) 558-5500 

OCT 1 2019 

NEW YQRK 
r3QUNTU CLERKS 

SO ORDERED, 

Craig mau, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York I O  F I L E D  (212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-104362327.1 



-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 A.C. and S., INC., &, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

Diane M. Pompei 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 100 18 F I L E D  New York, New York 10003 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 
COUNlY CLERK'S OFFIG 

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: 

EDWARD R. SKELLY and BARBARA SKELLY 
Index No. 107595-01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway I 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 78 

ocl - ‘1 2o’Q 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 2 3 20181 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD R. SKELLY and BARBARA SKELLY 
Index No. 107595-01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

At t d n  e y s for PI a in t iff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 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: 

EDWARD R. SKELLY and BARBARA SKELLY 
Index No. 107595-01 

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. 

Weits & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

OCT * 1 2010 

NEW YORk 
OOU LERK'S OFFIG, 

SEP 2 3 !fif' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I 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 321 2, 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 

T U ,  2010 
F I L E D  

OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 
U N T ~  CLERK'S OffW 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Craigbhu, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plain tiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL, 
(21 2) 558-5500 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 

New York, New York 10022 
ph 

, (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 04364243.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

DANIEL ROBINSON 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J ,) 

Index No: 108005101 

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 

321 2, dismissing plaintiWs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

i 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 W  ,2010 

1.. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. % 

Attorneys for Plaint iff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26fh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 12) 52 1-5400 

US-ACTIVE-104362351.1 

SEP 2 3 2Ofl 
NEW YORK 

~ C L E R K ' S O ~  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108008/01 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MILTON POSlLLlCO 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 

321 2, 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 

d b S ,  2010 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Craig Mau, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

F I L E D  (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

EP 2 3 2010 
US-ACTIVE-1 04362335.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD TROTTA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 10801 1/01 

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 

321 2, 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 
E d b s ,  2010 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

h Craig REED SMITH, u, Esq. LLP. 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 

(2 12) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-1 04362433. I 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
108036/0 1 

HAROLD N. SMITH 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
3 \ \  ,2010 

AMES EDWARDS 
HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as 

Attorneys for Defendant 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

HAROLD N. SMITH 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108036/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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 \ ~ 5 , 2 0 1 0  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaint iff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

* Craig REED SMITH, au, Esq* LLP. 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-104362416.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
AS BE STOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 108036/01 

HAROLD N. SMITH 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 321 2, 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 

B\>T, 2010 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 
599 Lexington Aven e 2 ' F 
New York, New Yc$ +& E D '!, 

Attorneys for Plaint iff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

i 
? 

(2 12) 52 1-5400 

ocl - 1 2m 
SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 04364260.1 9CP 2 3 2018 

4 

i 
i 
~ 
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I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - - - - - " - - - _ l l _ l - - - - - _ - - - - - - - l - - l - - " - ~ - - - " l - l - - "  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 109 1 1 5/0 1 

John Rey 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
a \ b T \ \ o  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7* Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

OCT - t 2Q10 

SO ORDERED, NEW Y#q( 
'-ctmmomeQ 

:i P 2 3 2010 

4105401.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

PHILIP L. WRIGHT 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 109598/01 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

the ret o , 

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 

n Z W ,  2010 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadwav 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Corporation 

New York, NGw York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26fh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 &I e 0 r i  (21 2) 558-5500 
(2 1 2) 52 1-5400 

f zfm GCI 
SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 04364274.1 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.A.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 

321 2, 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 \a-5,2010 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Craig B l u ,  Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26fh FL. 
New York. New York I0022 CI 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

US-ACTIVE-I 04362503.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 110164/01 

JUAN LEBRON MEDINA 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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

&--XI 2009 

I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100038 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Craig B h ,  Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

ph 

(2 1 2) 52 1-5400 

/ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e w K .  Heifier 

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: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

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 

321 2, 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 

B\kS;, 2010 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26fh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaint iff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, F’l E D  
oca - 

US-ACTIVE-1043623C6.1 SEP 2 3 2010 



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 
d \ L _ S \ \ . s  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7* Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

4105402.1 



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.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 110498/01 

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 321 2, 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 

z \  b-5,2010 F I L E D  
I 

I 

OCT - 1 2010 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 2@ L. 
(21 2) 558-5500 

formerly known as Dana Cor raioyl20'\0 

New York, New York 100%~ YORK FF,& 
& 

(212) 521-5400 flp'l-rv 
t('S 0 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 2 3 2010 
US-ACTIVE-1 04364222.1 



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 

FRANK ORTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCT 
New York, NY 10003 

Interest to TISHMAN R E A L T ~ ~  - I 2010 

NEW YORK 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

ew York 1 H m V  a m  m c  

SO ORDERED, 

SFP 2 3 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _________l________l_l__l____________l__l- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 10498/0 1 

James McGee 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 
Z \ b S  \\a 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P C  
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7* Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

\ I I 

1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

4105382.1 



Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

sumrnary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12. dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prqjudice, 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 

pre-judice and without costs. 

Frank Oitiz, ~ s q .  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

FULTON BOILER WORKS 

New York, New York 10006 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floor F I L E D  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 110498/01 

JAMES L. MC GEE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary I 

i 
1 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, 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 \ a-s, 2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esa. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Craig Mu, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexinaton Avenue, 26th FL. 
NewYorkrNewYor 1 2 
(212) 521-5400 F W E D  

SO ORDERED, 
OCf - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY C L E R l C S m  

US-ACTIVE-1 04385530.1 

SEP 2 3 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

JN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ r _ _ - _ - - L _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ l _ _ l _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 10740/01 

Stephen J. Sizensky 

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 
B \ & S l \ D  

700 Broadway, 7* Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New Yor 
Our File No. 05335.0 01 "d&D"fLED 

OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 
^X)UNlY CLEWS- 

-+ 

4105406.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
-X NY CAL - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -__________I______ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

This Document Relates to: Index No.:110810/01 
PHYLLIS E. MAFLANO, 
( deceased) NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGmNT 
- against - MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., Inc., et al., 

Defendants. 

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 claims and 

cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

B ok yn, New York 
2olo& ~ 

w 
I Esq. Raghu Bandlamudi, Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Phyllis E. Marano G o u l d s  Pumps Inc. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York OE;&IL E D 

Our File No.: 6754-6098 
(718 )  855 -9000  

OCT - 1 2010 

So Ordered: MEW YORK 
-nr MY CLERK'S om 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ - - - l l - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1 1222/0 1 

Albert Kenneth Nichols 

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 
B\L -S \ \ .o  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7* Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

Our File No. 05335.00001 

OCT - 1 2010 

4105391 . I  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILLIAM P. TANNER 
Index  NO.^ 

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 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: 

e 7Z&#, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Griff Chalier 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak L P 
888 Veter? g b i & n a y  "'% \ Hauppaug N 1 788 ! 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

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 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,+P.,,d ,2010 

7%rfi,  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

m 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

&+---- . . ... 

SEF 2 3 2010 



SUPRJ3ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I 

i IndexNo 111225/01 118070/01, Q THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TERRENCE CORRIGAN and K A T H E m  I 

CORRIGAN, I 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- i MOTION A N D  ORDER 

I 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 
- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled .case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
$2 ,2010 

Tishmi  Liquidating Corp, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Terrence Corrigan and K 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & 'LUXENBERG, P.C. 

OCT - 1 2010 

tEw YORK 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, mm-mF 

SEP 2 3 2016- 2383-235351 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ ~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 1231/01 

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 

321 2, 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\&?2010 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

4 Craig REED B SMITH, u, Esq. LLP. 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26fh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, A+ ; 
W YORK 

US-ACTIVE-1 04362408.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x ---"l__---l---______________II__________- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Angelo Palermo 

" "  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1 1865/01 

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 
8\-\\b 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7'h Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Our File No. 05335.00001 

OCT - 1 2010 

SEP 2 3 2010 

4105397. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X --I"___---____________________ll___l___l- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S, Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 12406/0 1 

AS BEST0 S LITIGATION 

X - - - - _ " l - _ - _ _ _ _ _ - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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 
8 \ & S \ \ O  

.. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7* Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 
Our File No. 05335.00F11 L E D 

SEP 2 3 2010 

~ 

4 1054 12. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH MC CARTHY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 113260/01 

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 

321 2, 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;I-a) 9 2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

~~/~ 
Christopher W. He y, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP.- 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 
New York, New York 1002e \ L E b 
(212) 521-5400 

New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

QCI - 1 20’0 
SO ORDERED, 

SEP 2 3 2010 
US-ACTIVE-104254660.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

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 

321 2, 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 

dh-5 , 2010 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plain tiff 
700 Broadway 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26fh FL. 

York 10003 New York, New New York, New 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTlVE-I042624%. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 113998/01 

FRANKIE VERBLE 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 32 12, 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 

8 b Y ,  2010 

I f  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Craig BI%u, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 

New York, New York 1 0 0 9  \ L E 0 
ph 

(212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-I 04364273.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 EAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

FREDERICK TRINKLE 

NYCAL / 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 7  

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WH E RE FO RE , defend ant Certai nTeed Corporation here by requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant io Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, 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 

&-'7 , 2010 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \\ 
Attorneys for Plain tiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Craig glau, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 1 2) 52 1-5400 

US-ACTIVE-1 04362427.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS Ll TI GAT1 0 N 

I ' ndexNom 
This Document Relates to: 

FREDERICK TRINKLE 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 321 2, 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 \ G ,  2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. '... Craig Blhh, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 

New York, New 
ph 

(2 12) 521 -5400 
(2 I 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

York 10022 

F I L E D  " 

US-ACTIVE-1 04364265.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK MICCICHE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 114855/01 

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 

321 2, 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\ kS ,2010 

Elf2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 4 Craig REED SMITH, au, Esq. LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, (-JCI - 1 zm 
Hon. Shdrry Kweitler 

US-ACTIVE-10436231 7.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK MlCClCHE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 114855/01 

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 321 2, 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 

dl-5,2010 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 

New York, New York 10022 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26 ph FL. 

(2 12) 52 1-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

SG P 2 3 2010 
US-ACTIVE-104364229.1 

. . .. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 115466/01 

DAVID VALENT€ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFOREl 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 321 2, 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 

Z\kF ,2010 

Craig B h ,  Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana 
599 Lexington Avenue, 
New York, New York 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

US-ACTWE-104384289.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No: I 15466/01 

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 

321 2, 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 

Y\kS ,2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

iF 

Craig m u ,  Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26fh FL. 
New York, New York 1002 
(212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-I 04362484.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILLIAM P. TANNER 
Index No. I 1  122 

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: ,+pl/l, ,2010 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

SO ORDERED. 
Hon. 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SEP 2 3 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS ROCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILLIAM P. TANNER 
Index No. 11 1222/01- 

p 5 1 / o Q  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUM MARY J U DGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner L 
888 Vete i 5 i n a  y “e., ‘, Hauppau 88 



I '  I ,  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ________l____"__l___ll_ll________________ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

George McLaughlin 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 16 148/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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 
P \ & S \ \ . o  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \\, 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherryw Heitler 

4039801.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
-X NYCAL __-- - - - - I__________________________I_ 

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. & S . ,  Inc., et al., 

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 claims and 

cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc. , be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

€3 00 lyn New York D a ; k g J , ,  , 2010  

I Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
MAR TIN CONDENZ IO Goulds Pumps Inc. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 9j°C L E D (718) 855-9000 

/Our File No.: 6754-6367 I c OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 
SEp232mNTYCLERKsO 

So Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW Y O X  COUNTY i N Y C A L  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, 5.) 

i IndexNo.: 111225/01, 118070/01, 
11 5706/03 0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TERRENCE CORRllGAN and K A T H E m  
CORRIGAN, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
[ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION A N D  ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et ai. I 

Defendants. i 
~- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled .case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $32  12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Gorp<, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEICED, 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 Y rk, New York 
772 ,2010 

Y 

Danny R. Kraft, Jr., Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attornev for Defendant 

Tishmi Liquidating Corp. Terrence Comgan and 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

1 1 2040 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-255351 SEP 2 3 2016 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LUCAS TOTO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: I 191 99/01 

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 321 2, 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 

a w ,  2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway formerly known as 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 

599 Lexington 
New York, New Yo 
(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 2 3 2010 
US-ACTIVE-1 04354252.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LUCAS TOTO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 191 99/01 

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 

321 2, 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 M ,  2010 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, FILED i 
! 

REED SIMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 12) 52 1 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-1 04362423.1 



I '  t 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ - - - - - - l - - _ l l l _ _ _ _ l r - r - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Raymond Pfliegler 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 19620/0 1 

3 

I NO OPPOSITION ~ 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
8 \ * b - ' s \ \ D  

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 0533 f V L  E D 

OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS 0- 

40398 17.1 



3 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CARMELO FICALORA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120388101 

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 

321 2, 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 

4'30 9 2010 

Christopher W. Heal{ Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F\L- (21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 1 2QlQ ocl 

US-ACTIVE-1 04254385.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JERRY DIAMOND 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120391/01 

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 

321 2, 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. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

\- / / 
Christopher W. HealCEsq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521 -5400 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 
CLERICS- 

USACTIVE-1 04254841 1 

SFD 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: 

EDWARD T. GOOD 
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 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: 5 "p.2010 

71 t6(20/ 0 
Attorneys for Plaintiff fQhvgl Me,hd;,LL 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

n Noriel ta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Haup V';x$eEm#ghway 

1 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES FLEMING 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120432/01 

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 

321 2, 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 

12010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

/ 

Christopher W. Heali, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521 -5400 

F I L E D  
. <  

SO ORDERED, 
OCT - 1 2010 

USLACTIVE-104256034. 1 

SEP 2 3 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES SCHIAVO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120582/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND I 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, 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 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 2 1 2) 52 I -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 04365542.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MARTIN FANWICK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 121735/01 

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 

321 2, 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 PI1 ,2010 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26*h FL. 
New York. New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 . I  (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

F I L E D  
. ,  

SO ORDERED, - 

Hon. Sherry K, Heitlsr OCT - 1 2010 

US-ACTIVE-104278984.1 

SEP 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. 101 I 10/02 

JAMES R. FLEMING and LINDA A. FLEMING 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUM MARY 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: hJI 9 ,2010 

Atto rn eys for Defend ant 
BMCE lnc. 
Weiner kesniak LLP 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highqay 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES R. FLEMING and LINDA A. FLEMING 
Index No. 101 110/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: I2010 

Victoria W. Donath 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Carp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

, 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway , 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 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: 

JAMES R. FLEMING and LINDA A. FLEMING 
Index No. 101 1 10/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U DG ME NT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A, Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: Ah ,2010 

Victoria W. Donath 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

i/vc;itz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
Vew York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 I788 

50 ORDERED, 1 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD T. GOOD 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

/ DATED: I 201 0 
J 

I 

Nb'r/el%ta: Maria 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Me 
HaupF$r 



I 1 Y 7 

Jerry Diamond and Joann Diamond, Index No. 02-104308 

WHEREFORE, defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc., hereby requests s 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

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 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003-9536 
212.558.5500 

U Richard P. O'Leary, Esq. 
McCarter & English, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Standard Motor Products, Inc. 
245 Park Avenue, 27* Floor 
New York, New York 10 167 

Hon. $ ldr ry  Klein Heitler 

ME1 10402505v.1 SEP 2 3 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

--__--_----------_--------_________---x 
This Document Relates to: 
Philip Mule and Cynthia Mule, 

X _______________II_____ll_ff___________ 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A . C .  & S. I n c . ,  et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 3 0  
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 122078/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUWMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant Burnham LLC, with prejudice, and there beins 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, tha t  upon notice to all co-defendants, a11 claim 

and cross claims against; defendant Burnham LLC, be disrnisset 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
P h i l i p  Mule and Cynthia Mule 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 

Burnham LLC 

Brooklyn, New 
X - ~ O O $ ~ (  rg D 

-File No.: 11084-1 

So Ordered: OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 
fy CLERICS O W  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PHILIP MULE and CYNTHIA MULE 
Index No. 109854/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: S w y  27 ,2010 

m z  & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X ___I_L--l----------________ll_l_____ll 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
Philip Mule and Cynthia Mule, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No. e 
Index No. 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A.C. & S. Inc., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering CO: Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment, in the above-en t i t l ed  case, 

pursuant: to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 53212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. rnc . ,  w i t h  prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition t h e r e t o ,  

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all claimE 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc., be dismissed w i t h  prejudice and without costs. 

*-, l e n  and Dykman LLP 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  P l a i n t i f f s  Attorneys fo r  Defendant 
Philip Mule and Cynthia Mule M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Inc. 
New York, New York 10003 177 Montague Stree 

Brooklyn, New Y o r f l l 2 k  E [ 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

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: 

PHYLLIS GACH, as Executrix for the Estate of MICHAEL 
GACH and PHYLLIS GACH, Individually 

Index No. 112375102 

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: s / l  [ ,2010 

: Attorneys for Plaint iff c. Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

- 

SO ORDERED, 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

E D  
1 2010 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S O F f l a  

SEP 2 3 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 

This Document Relates to: 

MICHAEL GACH 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 12375/02 

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 

32 12, 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 

49 ,2010 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
OCT - 1 2010 

US-ACTWE-I 04254353.1 SEP 2 3 2010 NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S om@' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PHYLLIS GACH, as Executrix for the Estate of MICHAEL 
GACH and PHYLLIS GACH, Individually 

Index No. 12 

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: , 2010 

L n z l c 4  
Attorneys for Plaint i f f3 Andrew M. Warshauer 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PHYLLIS GACH, as Executrix for the Estate of MICHAEL 
GACH and PHYLLIS GACH, Individually 

Index No. 1219 c,&% 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: x/b , 201 0 

New York, NY 1 

SO ORDERED, 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler “W - 1 2070 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 

.. 
ALLEN RABINOWITZ , as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of STANLEY RABINOWITZ and PEARL 
RABINO WITZ, as Spouse, 

Plaintiffs, 

-V.- 

-- - . - - - . -. - - -. .. . -- - 

AF: SUPPLYCORPORATION, et a]., including 
J.A. SEXAUER, INC., 

Index No. 1 16543/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

. . . . . . . .. .. .--. - . .- - .. . . . - .. . . .. .. 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEMFORE, defendant, J.A. Sexauer, Inc. (hereinafier “J.A. Sexauer”), hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant J .A. Sexauer 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 d, 20 1 0 

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC 

Mark b. Stra&,bsA. 
Attorneys for’Pl&$?j 
Stonley Rnbinowitz, et nl. 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, New York 1001 7 
(2 12) 986 - 2233 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

Grace DeMario, sq. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

1 ZQJQ J.A. Sexauer, Inc. 

New York, New York 10038 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 ocl 
(212) 791-0285 

SEP 2 3 2010 SO ORDERED, - 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW Y O U  CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ALLEN RABINOWITZ , as Personal Representative for Index No,: 116543/02 
the Estate of STANLEY FUBINOWXTZ and PEAIU, 
RABINOWITZ, as Spouse, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, MOTION AND ORDER 

4.- 

A.F. SUPPLY CORPORATION, ct al., including 
J.H. FR4NCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, J.H. 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 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant J.H. FRANCE REFFtACTOIUES 

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 REFRACTONES COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor New York 
August&, 201 0 

Mark G. !$;a,,,! qq. 
EAWY & STRAUSS 
Attorneys for Plaintvs 
Stanley Rabinowitz, et ai. 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20Ih Floor 
New York, NY 10170 

MALABY& B W L E Y ,  L 
Attorneys for Defendant 
J. H. France Refractories Company 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New Yark, New York 10038 

(2 12) 986-2233 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

ALLEN RABINOWITZ , as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of STANLEY RABINOWITZ and PEARL 
RABINOWITZ, as Spouse, 

Plaintiffs, 

-V.- 

NYCAL 

Index No. 1 f 6543/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.F. SUPPLY CORPORATION, et al., including 
NEW Y O N  ATR BRAKE CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant New York Air Brake Corporation hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 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 
August& 201 0 

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC MALABY & BRADLEY, LL F \ L E D  

Grace DeMar Esq. 

New York Air Brake Corporation Stanley Rnbinawitz, ei RC. 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, New Yotk 1001 7 

150 Broadway, Suite 6 0 0  
New York, New York 10038 

(2 12) 986 - 2233 (2 12) 791 -0285 - .  

SO ORDERED, SEP 2 3 

. .~ . . 



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 
Index No$-$ 

1 22 1 85/99 

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 

irejudice and without costs. 

/1 IATED: z ,2010 

& W  3 Julie L. Mer 
P 
Jttorneys for Plaintiff - fl : ~ b  4 F~W\\ :  
Neitz & Luxenberg 
TOO Broadway - 7th floor 
flew York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

$0 ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry eitler 



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 
1 22 1 85/99 

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 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

p rej ud ice and without costs. 

DATED: %+ 21 ,2010 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie L p e r  
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

- 

Hon. S h e r - k x w  er 



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 
Index N e  

1 22 1 85/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

ihe above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

daintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

:here being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

3ATED: &+ 3 ,2010 

Neitz & Luxenberg 
TOO Broadway - 7th floor 
qew York, NY 10003 

Attor Juliever ys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Mem 
Hauppauge, NY 1 iicE D 

n 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CASIMIR R. STASZAK and SLYVIA STASZAK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.c, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 1 zo'o 
QC' 

ca&F@ 
SO ORDERED, 

1235-2254 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK I 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 : (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 108845/00, 
THIS DOCUMENT RJZFERS TO: 

CASIMIR R. STASZAK and SLYVIA STASZAK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

; NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND OlZDER 

A. C. & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. [ -- 
WHEREFORE7 defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

coinplaint against defendant, Oakfabco, hc., with prejudice 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: ew York, New York 
& p + a 3 , 2 0 1 0  

re 5. &andis, Esq. 
for Plaintiffs t,.u ,i 

e": ,  
Casirnir R. Staszak and S1 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 

'I 'rf $1 u MCGNNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway U C I  - 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klei&Gktler 5 Ln F P ;?! :.$ 2 (J 1 0 

2571-0001 



A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt aJ., 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 Defendants . 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , N w York + 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

By: 

700 Broadway 264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

F I L E D  
Dated: New York, New York 

OCT - 1 2010 

SO ORDERED: NEW YORK 
COUNW CERKS omu 

SEP 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: 

Alice Jane Wagner, as Executrix for the Estate of William -I&f$l034 I 3/00; 
A. Wagner, and Alice Jane Wagner, Individually 

Index No. 1 1 1046/98; 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are Itereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: I: ImJ 27 , 2010 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway I 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 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: 

Alice Jane Wagner, as Executrix for the Estate of William ci l33~~~~~03413/00; 
A. Wagner, and Alice Jane Wagner, Individually 

Index No. I I 1046198; 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U DGM ENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: '2010 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veteran 
Hauppauq, 

SEP 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: 

CARL KROGER and CAROL ANN KROGER 
Index No. 109383/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J UDGM ENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Carp., with 

prejudice 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: d I z t  ,2010 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

Attdrneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

F I L E D  
OCT - 1 2010 SO ORDERED, 

NEW YORK 
WuNn cswV?s OFFrtF 



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 

@7EisJ 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: @I& 1 201 0 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

Hon. Sherry Klein heitler 

F I L E D  
OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIG 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CARL KROGER and CAROL ANN KROGER 
Index No. 109383/00 

102314/01 
f l 0 7 8 7 / 0 5 ’ ?  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: , 2010 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Anna M. DiLodardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index No.: 1 O2222/04, <&&3 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN E. BYRNES, Individually and Executrix for 
the Estate of EDWARD BYRNES, SR,, i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against - 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attornev for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Joan E. Bymes and Edward Byrnes, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York’ 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 OCT - 1 2 m  

SO ORDEFtED, 

2383-26728 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S.Part30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 102222/04, 106686/03 a THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN E. BYRNES, Individually and Executrix for ! 
the Estate of EDWARD BYRNES, SR., 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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: York 
2010 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCEIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Joan E. %es and Edward Byrnes, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

F \ L E D  
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDEED, 

324-7928 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ______" l___-_ - - - - - " - l_________________ l_ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Fred P. Sileo 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107744/03 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
B g k S  \ \'3 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7" Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K.'Heitler 

New York, New York 10017 
OurFileNo. 053 0 0 f 9 L E D  

OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 
W N l Y  CLERK'S 0- 

4 105404.1 



- clyainht - 
/ I  

I R.C. & S . ,  T t f C . )  et al., 
I 

I 1 

NYCAL 
I.R.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitleg) 

Index No.: 113437/03 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION ORDER 

I - judqmcnt  i n  t e above-cntktled case, pursuant to Civil Practice La\ 

1 3  anti  Rirles Se s t i o n  33212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint againsl  I (  

I (  I s  d e f e r l d a n t :  BURNHAM LLC, with pre judice ,  and these being nc 

I 
I /  

it I8 l 

upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, a l l  claims anr 

a g a i n s t  defendant  BURNHAM T.,LJC, be dismissed w i t 1  

without costs. 

I ;  

C u l l e n  and Dykmaxi LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Burnham LLC 

B r o o k l y n ,  New Y n r k  11201 
( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 

Our  F i l e  No, : 

1-77 Montaguc St ree t  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LOUIS CAMPlSl 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 114875/03 

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 

321 2, 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 

q30 ,2010 

WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. \ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healf Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York,New York I00 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-104273454.1 

SFP 2 3 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TEFW2NCE CORRIGAN and KATHERINE 
CORRIGAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C, & S., INC., et al, 

NYCAZ 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo.: 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUlMMAFtY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tisbman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled .case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, 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 Y rk, New York & ,2010 

Ke 

Tishm& Liquidating Corp. Terrence Corrigan and 
MCGMY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Sb-eet-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

wmz & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
Nay York, New York 10003 

*!,; i *" 1 ?@IO 
k IEbv  Y3RK 

rnU$Kf c4%,ERK!$~Frjt4F 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 2 3 2016 2383-235351 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

I' * c 

Index No.: 120579/03 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. hereby requests summ 

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. 

(212) 558-5500 
Attorneys for Plaintiff r Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

ISEp ;; 3 g(jj1 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 102222/04 106686/03 C Y )  THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN E. BYRNES, Individually and Executrix for ! 
the Estate of EDWARD BYRNES, SR,, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. 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 5 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. 

Kerrya 
Attorn I 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Joan E. -&hes and Edward Byrnes, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

4 

324-1928 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index No.: 106686/03 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN E. BYRNES, Individually and Executrix for I 

the Estate of EDWARD BYRNES, SR., 

Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. 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 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Cop., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Joan E. Byrnes and Edward Byrnes, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yorkj 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 oc- - 1 2QIQ 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-26728 

SEP 2 3 201Q 



.. c 

- against - 

Plaintiff, 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 102222/04 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A, Keasbey Co. hereby requests summary judgm & # i v ~ K  d; 
ClEerrCsO in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3 2 1 2 , d n g  

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 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK LOPOPOLO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108929/04 

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 

321 2, 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\* ,2010 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F I L E D  (212) 521-5400 

OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-1 04254223.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r r r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

1 '  I ,  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 15492/04 

NO OPPOSITION ! 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _ _ l _ _ - _ l l - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l r - - - l l - - - " - - - - - _ - _ - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
g\ L T  \ \ Q  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7* Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

New York, N e w E Y v  E 
Our File No. 05 .O 0 

- 1 2010 SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

VoRK 
- W 2 E R  

SEP 2 3 2010 

4105399.1 

L 

Edward Parker 



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 
I 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 5563/05 

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 

321 2, 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 

d?" ,2010 O/d 
Christopher W. He ly, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

OCT - 1 2010 

US-ACTIVE-104254676.1 

SFP 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: 

JOSEPH OWENS and AGNES OWENS 
Index No. 115563/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

m e i t z  & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

n 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

f I c 8 ~  E) 

OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORh 
COUNlY CLERK'S OFFlCC 



__  ... . .. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH OWENS and AGNES OWENS 
Index No. I 1  5563105 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, OCT - 1 2010 

NEW VORK 
CQUNP( CLERK‘S OFF\@ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH OWENS and AGNES OWENS 

E Attorne for Plaintiff 

Index No. 115563/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888Veterans Mem ‘a i G a s )  *” 

Hauppauge, NYfkl%% 

SEP 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: 

HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of RICHARD DANSON, 
and HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, Individually 

Index No. 102335/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Cirp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans M e T i  A H b w a y  
Hauppauge, NY 1 788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

S m\ce( MeiW;j L 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



. . I  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of RICHARD DANSON, 
and HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, Individually 

Index No. 102335!06 

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. 

DATE!: a ,2010 

Attorneys for Plahtik ZqQM/ ~e* row,~ t  
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor ~ / Z ~ , / Z W ~  
New York, NY 10003 

-"- 

A 
\ L E D  

Andrew M. Warshauer YQRK 
Attorneys for Def CLERK'S a=Fr 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kiein Heitler 

! 

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: 

RICHARD DANSON 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102335/06 

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 

321 2, 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 
El 30 ,2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 I 2) 52 I -5400 

US_ACTIVE-I 04254307.1 



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, 
1 12622/99, 1 1 1065198 
11 3281/97,Q-] 

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. 

793?L&; 
Attorneys for Plaintiff B 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

50 ORDERED, 

201 0 

- 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SEF 2 3  2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 11 12046106 

JAY C. TAYLOR NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 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 

321 2, 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(* I 2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 
($1 - 1 'lm 

US-ACTIVE-104281312.1 TFa 2 3 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 112046/06 

JAY C. TAYLOR 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 

321 2, 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 

4- 9 2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

A 

Christopher W. Hedy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2eth FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

OCT - 1 2010 

US-ACTIVE-1 04254670.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A,S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAY C. TAYLOR and CLAONA TAYLOR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i 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 5 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. 

Attorney for Defendant ~ 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Jay C. Taylor and Claona Taylor 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  
(212) 509-3456 OCT - 1 2010 (212) 558-5500 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFlCE 

Hon. Sherry Kl& Heitler SEP 2 3 2010 
F 

324-8766 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAY C. TAYLOR and CLAONA TAYLOR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New New York 
,2010 

&- M*MaChtEk*(9- 7 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp, 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

(212) 509-3456 

Jay C. Taylor and Claona T 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P C  fp\LED 
O C ~  - 1 2010 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

qEP hr 2 '''' 2383-27490 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index N o . d z &  12622/99 
106645/97 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAY C. TAYLOR and CLAONA TAYLOR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j 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 9 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 Yor , New York a h  ,2010 7e-P M E L h t y r e , E s q .  z& 0 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Jay C. Taylor and Claona Taylor 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F\L-  
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

1 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleih’keitler 

1235-22233 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I 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-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, 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. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 

1 m q  SO ORDERED, OC'T - 

US-ACTIVE-104279386.1 

SEP 2 3 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_------- I___________-----__-__-__----  -X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X --------I_______________l_l_________l 

T h i s  Document Rela tes  t o :  
Christopher Kane and Barbara Kane, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A.C. & S. I n c . ,  et a l a ,  

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Burnham LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against 

defendant Burnham LLC, with prejudice, and t he re  being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon not ice  to a l l  co-defendants, a l l  claims and 

cross claims against defendant Burnham LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
4( p , 2 0 1 0  

Matthew T. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. L u l l e n  and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendafpl - 
Christopher Kane  and B a r b a r a  Burnham LLC 
K a n e  177 Montague Street ~ E b v  
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, 

New New York, New York 10003 (718) 855-9000 
Our File No.: 11084-1157 

So Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 3 0  

______-_ I_______________________ I____  -X 

NY CAL -X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 
Index No.: 

This Document Relates to: 
Christopher Kane and Barbara Kane, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
A.C. & S. Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissins 

plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & DiBono Plasterins 

Co. I n c . ,  with prejudice,  and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims anc 

cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
Christopher K a n e  and B a r b a r a  M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 
K a n e  Inc. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 1 0 0 0 3  Brooklyn, N e w  York 

(718) 855-9000 
Our File No.: 109 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_ - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _  -X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
______--_________--_______11______1__ -X  
This Document Relates to: 
Christopher Kane and Barbara Kane, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A.C. & S. Inc., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant Burnham LLC, 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 1198 
Index No.: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests s u m m a r l  

judgment in t h e  above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Lab 

and Rules Section 33212 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against 

defendant Burnham LLC, with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a11 claims anc 

cross claims against defendant Burnham LLC, be dismissed witk 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
4( , 2 0 1 0  

W 7 Z k ,  
Matthew T. MacIntyre,hsq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. llen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
Christopher Kane and B a r b a r a  
K a n e  177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn , 

Burnham LLC 
\(ORK 

N g @ O f l  
New yo&uH New York, New York 10003 (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

r F i l e  No.: 11084-1157 

So Ordered: 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

BEVERLY E. LANE and SHARON A. LANE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

_ -  - .  __ . .  - . ... - -. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Gestra, 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 c 

defendant Flowserve US be and the same are h 

Dated: New York New York 
S / L d  ,2010 

Mark BibrkEsq. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Early, Ludwick, Sweeney, Strauss 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 17 

Attorneys for Defe 
successor to Gestra, Inc. and Vogt Valve Co. 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 

serve US, Inc., solely a 

10005 

SO ORDERED, 

Lane-Revised NOSJMDOC 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

; Index No.: 190125/09 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOUIS G. D'ADDIO, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ; 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Fay Spofford & Thorndike of New York, fMa Wolff & 

Munier, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Fay Spofford 

& Thorndike of New York, fMa Wolff & Munier, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

OKDERED, 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. 

OCT 1 2010 

NEW YORK 
mum CL€RICSoW 

New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

(2 12) 605-6200 

SO ORDERED, 

530-62 
3 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 190125/09 

LOUIS G. D'ADDIO, 

Plaintiff, / NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants, ! 

-8 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tremco Incorporated, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

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 
?//d ,2010 

,/ n 

Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tremco Incorporated 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Louis G. D'Addio 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG. LLP 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 800 Third Avenue. 13' F1 
New York, New York 10004 ~ E,g,N;y York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

(2 12) 509-3456 

OCI - 1 20'0 

NWYOBU Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

279-88 SEP2320lff 
\ 



P 1 aintiff(s), 

- against - 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al.; 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Indcx No.: 190125/09 

NYCAL 
I , A S  Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants ATLAS TURNER, €NC. hereby request summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendants ATLAS TURNIER, INC. with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants ATLAS TURNER, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

n 

Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, w 
Hon. Sherry Klein-HeitIer 

<\ 

2 Rector Street, 141h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

F I L E D  
OCT - 1 2010 



X:/A WAS34 76.Aegau1VOSJM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
LOUIS G, D'ADDIO, 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ l l _ r _ _ _ _ _ l - - - " - " - - " ~ - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - -  

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al.; 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No,: 1901 25/09 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants SPX COOLING TECHNOLOGIES, INC. hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants SPX COOLING TECHNOLOGIESy 

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. 

Attorney (E8PPlaintiffs 
Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDEMD, 

Barry McTiernan & 

New York, NewJork 10006 
(212) 313-3600 03 * 1 2010 

# '  . 

: 



PIahtiffjs), 

- against - 
AVO. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al.; 

NO OPPOSITlQN SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 190125/09 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. P a  30 

WHEREFOM, defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL fJMa UTXCA BOILER hereby 

request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants ECR XNTERNATXONAL f/Wa 

UTXCA 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/Wa UMCA BOILER be and the same are hereby 

Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

UTICA BOILER 
Bnrry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(2 12) 3 13-3600 

_”_ ’ 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 2 3 2010 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, NC., et al.; 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index NO.: 190 125/09 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants JOHN CRAW, TNC. hereby request surnmaryjudpent in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Secd~n  3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendants JOHN CRANE, INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defcndmts, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants JOHN CRANE, INC,, be and the s m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Levy, Phillips & Kanigsberg 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

-- ....* . 

so ORDErnD, F I L E D  
OCT - 1 2010 

NEW YORK SEP 2 3 2010 
CLERK'S O F F d  

E 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
7 COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 190125/09 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT ‘REFERS TO: 

LOUIS G. D’ADDIO, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

; NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, ET 

AL. j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

I 
. . . .  

I WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
9b4 ,2010 

- % % +  
Megan . Kriegstein, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
199 Water Street, Suite 2500 
New York, New York 10038-3516 
(212) 232-1300 , ,  I ,  g )  y O 5 - 6 2 0 0  

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Louis G. D’Addio 
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 13’ Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

” + Hon. SheqKle in  Heitler 
r’ _*_ :* ~ 4 

4832-4660-2246.1 



c ’ I  

Louis G. D’Addio 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1901 25/09 

NO OPPOSITION I 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I 
I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, 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. 

800 Third Avenue, 1 3th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

New York, New York 10017 

- 1 2010 212-490-3000 
File No.: 10557.00237 

-.. 

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 plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

New 

e, 
Jennifdk L. Budner, Esq. 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

Levy Phillipr SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
800 Third Ave. 13th Floor 
New York, NY 10022 

10022 

SO ORDERED, 

SEP 2 3 201u 



- , .  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Thb Document Relates To: Index No.: 190152/09 

LARRY V. COON and EUNICE COON, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

ORDER 
Plaintiff, JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- 

Defendants. 

- 

WHI3REFORE, defendant, TRANE U.S. INC fMa AMERICAN STANDARD INC., sued 

herein as 'LTRANE U.S. INC. (Individually and as successor to AMERICAN STANDARD INC.)", 

hereby requests summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TMNE U.S. INC f/k/a 

AMERICAN STANDARD INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thmo, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant TRANE U.S. INC fMa AMERICAN STANDARD NC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I , L E D  
OCT - 1 2010 

-, Esq. 6 r Z T C C  
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC 
Attorneys for plaintfls) 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20* Floor 

(212) 986-2233 

BRAATEN & PASCmLLA,  LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
TRANE U.S. INC. 

Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
New York, New York 100 17 2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 

SO ORDERED, 



U- I 

08/14/2010 10:28 FAX 212 986 2255 E A R L Y  STRAUSS 

WHEREFORE, defendant Velan Vdve Cow hereby requests summary judgment in the 

aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaiatitys' compiaint against defendant Vslm Valve Cnrp. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all w-dafandadts, a11 claims and cross claims against 

defendant Velm Valve Corp be and the same arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

' Dated: New York, New York 
s//.v ,2010 

W l y  & Straw, LLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Ave 20' flr 
New Yark, New York 10017 
212.986.2233 

so ORDERED, : 
McCarter & English, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Velan Valve Corp 
245 Park Avenue, 27* floor 
New York, New York 1. 
212.609.6800 

Hon. Sherry K l i n  Heitler 

ME1 877760 I v. I 

SEP 2 3 2010 



A.W. CHESTERTON CO., ad. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 

judgment in the. abovc-entitled w e ,  pursuaat to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaint@&' 
complaint against krgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co&endants, all claims and cross ddms 
against Oeorgia-Pacific LLC be and the aeune are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
witbout corn. 

DatedNew or ewYork 4@-- 
SEEGER WEISS LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffi 

LYNCH DASKAX, EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant krgia-pacific LLC 

264 West 40fi Street 
New York, Mew York 10018 

(212) 584-0700 (212) 302-24.00 

Dated: New York, New York 

SEP 2 3 2010 



NYCAL 
1 , A . S .  P a r t  30  
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No. : 190260 /09  1 

NO-OPPOSITION I 
i S m Y  JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X - - - __ - _*I __ " ~ $ _  - - _. - - - - - *_ - "" -- - -" - -- --- -- - 

i 

NHEREFQRE, defendant GOULDS PUMPS, XNC., hereby requests 

F j u l r K f I a r y  judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant: to Civil 

' Prac&icc Law/ and Rules  Section $33112, dismissing p l a i n t i  F F s '  
I 

* + -  '. 

I 1  

Complaint aga/i~zst, defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., with prejudice,  and' 
( 

t ,kere bcing 0 oppos i t i on  tl.lereto, 
1 

ORDERE13,1 that upen r i u t i c e  to a l l  eo-defendants, all claims andl 
I 

- C T O S ~  c l a i m s  1 against defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC. , be dismissed, I . .  
'~ 
with prc.j u d i &  and without cos ts .  

I Dated: Bro/oklyn, New York I I 

, 2010 3 

?a@*, ! 3 4 s M q b  
Esq. 

1 FILED1 
iG iG<-.7i;+eEy- ' 
Atkorneys €Q P l a i n t i f f  Attorneys for Defendant 
Yrrry Toulan is GOULDS PUMPS, XNC . 

New York, Nep York 10003 

Cullen and Dylunan LLP 

177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

70C Bruadwayi, F 6"' Floor 

OCT I 2010 1 
I YORK ' 
I mwfl 

2 1 %  -558-  55001 (718) 855-9000 
File No.:6754-10730 

I 

Sa OXieredE: CERK'S o m  
I I 

SEP 23 2010 



* .  

SUP- COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i XadexNo.: 190281/09 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I I 

ROBERT HORN, 
1 

Plaintiff, [ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMF,NT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 
I I 

I A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et d., 
I 

I 

Def-ts. f 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Madsm & Howell, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entifled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintif€'s complaint against defendant, lwadsen & Howell, hc., with prejudice in this action, and 

&ere being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-dehdats, all claims and m s s  claims against 

defendant, Madsen & Howell, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed d t h  prejudice and 

Matthew T. FairleKEsq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Madsen & Howell, Inc. 

80 Broad S-t-SUite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 681-1575 mum cLER)cs OFFU 

M c G m y  & KLUGER, P.C. BEUUCK & Fox, LLP 
NEW YORK 

546 Fi€h Avenue, 4* Floor 
New Yo& New York 10036 

- 
SFP 2 3 2010 SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF T€€E STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK c o r n  i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i X.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I I 

hdexNa.: 190281/09 
ROBERT HORN, I 

I 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et d., 

NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGlMlZNT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 
I I 

I 

1 

Defendants. i 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC, Wa Zum Industries, Inc., h&by 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Industries, Inc.,. with pmjudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all c o d e m & ,  all claims and cmss claims against 

defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC, Wa Z m  Industries, Inc., be and the same am hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Zurn Industries, LLC, f#a 
zum Industries, Inc. 
MCGlVNEY & &UGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Yo& New 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

York 10004 (212) 681- 

3 F P  
Hon. SheKleivHeitler 

4 575 

2,790 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFHA 



" . . .. 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
rNm NEWYORKCOUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 

3 

i (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNo.: 190281/09 
DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 1 

ROBERT HORN, 
! 

Plainti& NO OPPOSITION 
. !SUMMARYJUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al., 
I 

Defendants. 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summaty judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursusnt to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendaut, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defaidants, d claims and cmss claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, hc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and Without 

Dated: New Y r New Yark 7/73 ,2010 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
M c G m  gt KLWER, P.C. 
80 Broad St~&-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

OCT - 1. 

++ 
BELL CK&FOX,LLP 
546 Fifth Amue, 4* Floor 
New Yo&, New Yo& 1- CLERK'S OFmF 

NW YQRK 

SEP 23 2010 (212) 681-1575 I (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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 plaintiffs 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 <J ->L- ,2010 

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, NY 100 17 

SO ORDERED, L 
SEP 2 3 2010 

1408836-1 

I 



WHEREFORE, defendant Trident Valve Actuator Co. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant 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 

E D  ! 
599 Lexington Avenue I 

New York, NY 10022 New York, New York 10022 

I 'I - \ 2010 
SO ORDERED, 

1 g r  q s ~  YQRK 
, r 

SEP 2 3 20~0'"*' 
00 I98929.WPD 

. . 

I 



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 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KQNIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 13* Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

SMITH, LLP 
599LexingtonAvenue F I L E 1) 
New York, NY 10022 

C ?"? 2 3 2010 

00198930.WPD 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

FRANK DESANTIS and PATRICIA 
DESANTIS 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor Rockwell Manufacturing 

Company (improperly sued as Flowserve Corporation, Vk/a Rockwell Manufacturers) (L'Flowserve 

US") hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 32 12, 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 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
2 p/. k .2010 
I' 

NIGSBERG, LLP 

88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, @- SFP23201U 
Hon. Slauky Klein-Heitler, J.S.C. 

1464702-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK ciTy ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

JOHN MLINCSEK and JOAN MLINCSEK, Index No. 190025-10 

Plaintiff (s), 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 
RESEARCH-COlTRELL, 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 Sectian 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant RESEARCH- 

COITRELL, INC. N/K/A AWT AIR COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all  co-defendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

RESEARCH-COlTRELL, INC. N/K/A AWT AIR COMPANY, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

/I Stephen Novakidis, Esq. 
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP F 1 
Attorneys for RESEARCH-COT 
AWTAIR COMPANY, INC, 
Three Gateway Center, 12'h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

180 Maiden Lane, 17fh Floor 
New York, NY 10038 

(973) 242-0002 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Honmrry Klhn Heitler, J.S.C. 

. .. . ... .. . .  . .- . . . . . .... . . ... . ~. 



.1' 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y'ORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ - _ _ " _ - - l _ _ _ " _ r l - - _ - - " - - l - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

4 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190036/10 

Nathaniel Murray 

- 

I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - _ _ _ _ l r l - - _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l  

I , i t < ,  + , t t  ; '  

WHEREFORE, defendant C A W E R  CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 1 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

prejudice and without costs. 

New York, N.Y., 10036 

i 

I 

No.: 10557.00823 

SEP 2 3 2010 
I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YON< 

x 
WILLIAM F. O'CONNELL and DIANE O'CONNELL, 
................................................................... 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

IndexNo.: 190051/10 

No Opposition Summary 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al, 

Defendants. Judgment Motion and Order 
x .................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, Defendant SLANT/FIN CORPORATION liereby requests ~ w a r y  

judgment in die above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing the plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant SLANTEIN 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/FPN CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with re' di G\LeD 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yorlc 
s-b- 8, Lo/  0 - 

Michael Roberts, Esq. 
WEITZ & LTKENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& Bradley, P.C. 
Attorneys far Defendant Slant/Fin Corporation 
1 16 John Street, 4'" Flaar 
New York, New Yorlc 10038 
(212) 619-4444 

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.C. & S .  Inc . ,  et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. P a r t  30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No. : ~ U U  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUD(;MENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant 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, , 
with arejudice and without costs. 

P @ s s e d  

ys f o r  Plaintiff 
urn ham LLC 

700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
N e w  York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  
Our File No.: 11084-2123 

SO Ordered: 

SEP 2 3 2018 



.)/ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 190058/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

KENNETH ALTUCHOFF, MOTION 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

i 

i 

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, 

that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

\ / Z & ? J  
Jennifer L. Budner, Esq, 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th floor 
New York, NY 10036 Weil-McLain F\LED 

1 mQ 
QCT * (2 121 65 1-7500 

SO ORDERED, 



Carlos E. Simmons 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190062/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3 2 12, 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 withou; costs. 

Dated: 2lld! 
B 3 Belasky, Esq. 

U BELLUCK & FOX LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4* Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

SO ORDERED, 

File No.: 10557.00828 

41 18249.1 



I .  
1 

. .  

SUPREME COURT OF TIiE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
PlElilItifYS, (Bdtler, J,) 

-against- 

A.0- SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et d., 
NO OPPOSlTJON SUMMmY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

WHEREFORE, befendm KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY NC., hereby request summary a 

judgmnt in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 53212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against dsfendant KAISER 6kTpSUM COMPANY INC-, wit11 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

oR1DEm]D, that upan. notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
defendant MISER GYPSUM COMPANY INC., be and the same hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without casts. 

ORIDEREb, that upon notice to all co-dafhdants, aU claims and cross cIaims aggnst 
DcfendEults, be and the same arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

By: 

YY 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

LEWIS BJUSBOIS BISGAARD & SMITFI, LLP 
A /  

(212) 232-1406 

SQ ORDERED: 

Justice of thc Supreme C o w  
of the State ofNcw Y ~ r k  

4852-5362624A.l SEP 2 3 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ r l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

IN RE NEW YORK ClTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITTGATlON T.A.S. Part 30 

X _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - -  
This Document Relates To: Index No: 190096-20 10 

Mark Lonergan NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant TRMI-H LLC f/Wa TEXACO, Inc., (hereinafter 
“TRMI-H LLC”) hcrcby requests summary judgment in the above-enti tled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 
TRMX-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 TRMT-H LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

: t  i,/i (/A - 
ChrrRomanelli, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7th Floor 
New York, N.Y., 10003 

ew York 10017 

SO ORDERED, m- Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

’ 2010 
OCT - 

4051 017.1 



Plaintiff, 
- against - 

630 THIRD AVENUE ASSOCIATES, et al,, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

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 prejuhce and 

without costs. 

Datcd: New Yo , New York f l y  ,2010 

BY: 
Belluck & Fox, LLP 
546 Sth Avenue, 4* Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
(2 12)68 1 - 1575 

Patrick J. Dwyer 
SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER & 
BRENNAN, LLP 
2 Research Way, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Bryan Belasky - Princeton, NJ 08540 
(609)924-6000 
Attorneys for GOODRICH C 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL, 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No. 10-190138 

DONALD and BARBARA CONROY 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
. .- - .  

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the s m e  are hereby dismissed Fh\rebiL!' 

without costs. \ 2QIQ 

lk=MWmn, Esq. 
EARLY & STRAUSS, L,L.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20t" Floor 
New York, NY 100 17 
(212) 986-2233 

SO ORDERED, h--- 

Benjamin R. Dwyflsq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 
(716) 853-8100 

Hon. Sherry Kleih Heitler 

13098823.1 



I . .  I . . "  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

DONALD CONROY AND BARBARA CONROY, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 10-190138 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

INEERSOLL-RAND COMPANY (Individually and 
as Successor to ALDFUCH PUMP COMPANY and 
TERRY STEAM TURBTNE COMPANY), 
et al,, 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US. 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 plaintiffs 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/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Se.pkmbeC 13,2018 
New York, New York 

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC 
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, New York 100 17 
(212) 986-2233 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
TRANE U.S. INC. 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



., . 

n 

LEO REGINALD AKERS, 

Plaintiff, 

Index No. 190150/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendant ArvinMeritor, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant 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 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York F I L E D  
2 y t Q b J @ & ,  9 ,2010 

OCT - 1 2010 - NEW YORK 

KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 1001 9 

J@t Walsh, Esq. Peggy L. Pan, Esq. pBUNP/ CLERKS OFFlb 
LOCKS LAW FIRM, PLLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff FRIEDMAN LLP 
747 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 100 17 
(212) 838-3333 

(212) 506-1700 

AUG 2 3 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN R E  NEW YORK CITY 
X r l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - " - _ - _ l _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ "  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

George Robinson 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 7 

I Index No: 190170/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, 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 COWORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

OCT - 1 2010 
SO ORDERED, 

NEW YORK 
-0c)Nn cLawSOf=1SK;E Qr-; ( 6, b ) r  L O I D  

4046705. I 



SUPWME COUKT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

JOE MARTIN and 0, JAN MARTIN, 1. 

Plaintiff(s), 
-V- 

Index No. 190171-10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, et al. 

Justice Sherry K. Heitler 
Defendants. 

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, Now York 
September a, 20 10 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGER & ERRANTE LLP 

David Chandler, E 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212)452-5300 ucr - 1 2 0 , ~  

New York, NY 10016 

By: 

SO ORDERED: 



-against- 
Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARYJUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et d., 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

: IAS Part 30 Defendants . 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 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 Yar New York 1/71y/pm.- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: By: [/&g-, 
h i s  Kim 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264- West 40'' Street 
New York, New York 1 0 0 1 F  \ L E D 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 



Plaintiff(s), 

"against- 

AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC. et al.; 

Index No.: 190183/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants KIMBERLY-CLARK CORPORATION hereby 

request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules 532 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 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 

OWORATION 

F I L E D  New York, New York 10022 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor 

I x T  - 1 2010 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS omu 

SO ORDEMD, 

SEP 2 3 2010 



’ “ C  

SUP EME URT 1 THE STATE OF iEW ORK 

Raymond Finerty and Mary Finer@ Index N0.10-190187 
Plaintiffs 

-Against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Standard Motor Products, Inc., 
Defendant. 

WHEREFOm, defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. hereby requests su cm- ’ 

1 ZUIQ 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Skti06 3212, 

r *  

dismissing .plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Standard Motor Products, IC. withQhbdice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEED, that upon notick to all co-defendants, all claims and cross clm 

defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. be and the same axe hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated New York, New York 
,2010 

,A’”? 3- 
Brendan Tully, Esq, 
Levy, Philips, Konigsberg 

800 Third Avenue. 
New York, New York 10022 
212.605.6200 

McCarter & English, LLP 

Standard Motor Products, Inc. 
245 Park Avenue, 27* Floor 
New York, New York 101 67 
212.609.6800 ’ 

. Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

MEW218040.I 
ME1 t0208477v.1 SEP 23 2010 



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 ____1_____""_"1__-------------------------"------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Velan Valve Corp hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Velan Valve Corp. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

defendant Velan Valve Corp be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Dated: New York, New York 

- v  

David Chandler, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003-9536 
2 12.558.5500 

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 

Richard P. O'Leary, Esq. c/ 
McCarter & English, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Velan Valve Coy.  
245 Park Avenue, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 10167 
2 12.609.6800 

MEI\S218040.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

- VINCENT DRAGONE, 

Plaintiff(s), 
-v- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION as 
Successor by Merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, INC., et al. : 

Defendants, 

Index No. 190 192- 1 0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Justice Sherry K. Heitler 

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 UEL 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 pr 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
SepternberI$,2010 

WEITZ & *, P.C. 

By: : 
David Chandler, Esq. / 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10 New York, NY 10016 

(212) 452-5300 Oci - 1 $#I@ 

SO ORDERED: NEW V’W* 
WUN-Ty W K F ?  9) ‘ h i  



PI ai n ti ff s , 
- against - 

A.W. CHESTERTON, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

OICDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a The B.F. Goohch 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 CORPORATION7 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 prejulce and 

without costs. 

Dated: New k, New York Ph7 ,2010 

546 SLh Avenue, 4th Floor SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER & 
New York, NY 10036 BRENNAN, LLP 
(212)68 1-1575 2 Research Way, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Princeton, NJ 08540 

(609)924-6000 
Bryan Belasky Attorneys for G O O D R I C ~ & ! & I ~  



-- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD T. GOOD 
Index No. I20396101 

103357l Qz 
@ 02 6 3/ 1 9  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

prejudice and without costs. 

J 
DATED: [qq 7 ,-,201 0 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
8 88 Ve te raan se~r ig h way 
H a u p I p  I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GLENN RITZEL 
Index No. 19026911 0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 
# 

DATED: ~ 4 ( m  ,2010 

Attorneys fi lai iff 
Weitz & Luxenb 
700 Broadway - 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Borg-Warner Corporation 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

Hauppauge, N y'I"t E D 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X " _ - - _ _ r _ - - l - - - - _ - - - " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - " - - - ~ - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Joseph Mullen 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I Index No: 190270- 10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT I 

MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable Co., without 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable Co., be and 
the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York,Bcw York 

New York, New York 10003 
t to Anaconda 

2 12-490-3000 
Our File No. 07536.00 

4109010.1 SEP 2 3 2016 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK ClTY 
X _____-l--l______---_l_l_______l__l______- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190270/10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

x ______-----____I---___l____l___________l- 

This Document Relates To: 

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 32 12, 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. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
, 700 Broadway 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
SIEMENS INDUSTRY, INC., Successor 

in Interest to SIEMENS ENERGY & 
AUTOMATION, INC., 

SIEMENS ENERGY INC., 
SIEMENS ENERGY INC., as Successor 

150 East 4Znd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

l$\LEQ in Interest to MURRA 

Our File No. 00965.00342 1 2010 
SO ORDERED, ocl - 

Nm&$g$H- 
’ Plaintiff incorrectly named these entities within the complaint. The proper entity named in this action should havr&MENS 
INDUSTRY, TNC., Successor in Interest to SIEMENS ENERGY & AUTOMATION, WC.” 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 SIEMENS ENERGY & AUTOMATION, INC.!’ I 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

i 

MIKE CHAFKLES BENSON and VICTORIA 
BENSON JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

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 321 2, 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. 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

as successor Rockwell Manufacturing Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

Hon, -Klein-Heitler, JS.C. 
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MIKE CHARLES BENSON and VICTOFUA NO OPPOSITION SUMILIAR 
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 32 12, 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: 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc., 
solely as successor Rockwell Manufacturing 
Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

I 

SO ORDERED, 

1478852-1 


