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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
-_"____l - - - - -_ - - -___l_r______________lr_-  x 

NYCAL 

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

Ed Codair NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: NewY rk N wYork 
9 p \ q ,  ( 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG PC ',%:+ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Our File NO. 05335.00 

SO ORDERED, OCT 2 6 2011 
COilN'TY CLEHK'S O F F i w  

NEW YORK 



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

IN TCE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ l r -________-___ l__ -____r__ l l___________-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 116 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

" l _ - _ _ _ - _ _ l " _ _ r - - _ _ l _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - I - - - - ~ - " - - - -  x 

2 1905198 0 This Document Relates To: 

Michael Laing 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X -_--ll____r-----l__"r--ll-r----"-----~----~-""-- 

WKEREFORE, defcndant 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 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

CLEWS OFFICE 
NEW yo*K 

4710548~ I 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- x  

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

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

Dated: New Yo , N w York qp;cII\ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC \\) 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

New York, NeyYork 
Our FileNo. OTU~.OOE~) L E D 

4 '  
OCT 2 6 2011 I 

SO ORDERED, 

4546735. I 



W 

2 

HOAQLAND, LONOO 
YORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, U P  
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATCRSON ST 
PO BOX 4so 
NNUBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 VWLTSEYS MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMONTON, NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

________~ ~ 

This Document Relates to: 

PETER P. HONAN and CATHERINE HONAN, 

against 

~ INDEX NO.: 107970/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

ACandS, INC., et al., I 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED:ld-q'I\ New Brunswick, NJ 

DAVID A. CHANDLER, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Peter P. Honan and Catherine Honan 

New York, NY 10003 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant , 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

i SO ORDERED: 
Honorable Sherry lein Heitler 

F I L E D  
OCT 2 6 2011 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ - 1 - - _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ 1 -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Raymond J. Fmell 

.. 

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

Index No: 1 15803/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - r - 4 - - - - - - -  

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
\ I F  1 I\. 

3 Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG '-4 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 RTON COMPANY A.W. C 

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

OFFICE. 
\ y  CLERKS 

COUN" NE\r\l YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



c 

EUGENE R. DENEGAL AND NANCY : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
DENEGAL, : JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 

Plaintiff(s), : 
FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

- against - Index No.: 100577/00 

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

\5  ,2011 

By: Evan L. Browne, Esq. 
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 

New York, Nef'ok 

700 Broadway & DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: Eugene R. Denegal and Nancy 
Denegal 600 Third Avenue 

T: 212-593-67 

(01039687.DOC ) 



SUPREME CC JRT OF TI E STATE OF NEW YOR 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
-X ___________-_ I_________________ I_____  

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 1 0 0 5 8 2 / 0 0  
RICHARD H. MEHLROSE 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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 §3212,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
Richard H. Mehlrose Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 1 7 7  Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our File No.: 11084-2521 
2 1 2 - 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  (718 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

_"".. SO ORDERED: 

Won. Sherry K. hfeitler 

OCT 2 6 2017 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
-. . 



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 _______________ll---_I_______________ 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 1 0 4 5 6 0 / 0 0  
REUBEN W. GOLDMAN 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 
-X ___- -_- - - - - - - - - - - - -_______________I__  

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 BURNWAM LLC, 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 BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: BroAkgm, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
Reuben W. Goldman  Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

1 1 0 8 F  I L O u r  File No.: 
SO ORDERED: 

OCT 2 6 2011 

COIJiJ T'Y' CLERK'S OFFlC 
0 7 2011 NEW YORK 



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

IN RE NEW YORJS CITY 
x " - - - - - _ l r _ - - l - - - _ _ " _ _ l - - - - r l - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
' NYCAL 

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

Index N m  
104 4210 
125779199 

Raymond J. Fmell 

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 oppositiun 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 u\. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant MCCORD CORPORATION, incorrectly s / h h  MCCORD 
CORPORATION, Individually and as successor in interest to A.E. CLEVITE, INC. and 
J.P. INDUSTRIES (herein after "MCCORD CORPORATION"), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against MCCORD CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 McCORD CORPORATION 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No.: 06507.00131 
2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, , F I L E D  : 
K T  2 6 2011 

CUUN 1 Y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

4728622~. 1 QCT 0 72011r 



Plaintiffs, 

Ucfcndan ts. 

Index No. 108905-QO 

NO OPPOSI'I'ION 
SUMMARY 
SW1)GMENT 
MQTlON AND 
ORDER 

WIIEllKFORE, Defendant, Faster Whceler, LLC, hereby requests suminary judgment in thc 

ahwc-cntitlud ctisc', pursuant tu Civil Practice Law und Rules Section 32 12, disinissing plaintifPs 

cornplaiilt against Defendant, Fostcr Wheeler, LLC, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thcrero, 

it is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon nolice to a l l  co-clefeudants, all c laim arid cross-claims against Dcfendant, 

Fostcr Whcelcr, LLC, bc and thc same iirc lrcrcby disirlissed with prcjudicc arld withotit costs. 

Dalcd: New York,  New York 
Scptcnlbw 78, 201 I 

so ORDERED: 

f '  I f 

I Hroadwav 
Ncw York, N&v York 10003 

F I L E D  i 
OCT 2 6 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S amas 
E NEW VQRR 



-against-  

NO OPPOSITIQN 
S U M M  A HY 
,IUIICM EN'I' 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

FOSTER WI-IEkXIIR, LLC 

Drfeendants. 

Dated: Nuw York, New York 
Soptcinber 2H, 201 1 

Wcitz & Luxenberg, P,C. 
Attorntsys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D .  
i 

OCT 2 6 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



Plaint i I t k ,  

N' C L 
IAS Part 30 
(Heitlcr, J . )  

Indcx No. 109427-00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
J U DGMEN*I 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, DeFcndont, Fostcr Whcclcr, LLC, hcrcby rcqucsts summary judynicnt in the 

abwe-ciititIed case, pirrsuaiit tu Civi I I'raclice Law a i d  Rilles Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against Defendant, Faster Wheeler, LLC, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

700 Braadway 
Ncw York. NCW Yosk 10003 



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 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 dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs I 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
q \7  ,2011 

FRANK ORTIE 
HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 

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

on, New York 11507 
94-5433 

L E D  ;: 
OCT 2 6 21311 

co j ;  jTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

0C-r 0 7 2011 

1" 



E 

HOAQLANO, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEY$ AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SWTH JERSEY 
7M W T S V ’ S  M, RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

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

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RAYMOND SARAMA AND GLADYS SARAMA 

against 

A.C. & S. ,  INC,. ETAL 

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

INDEX NO.: 00-1 11 125 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
%23*l.. 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

Attorneys for Plaint iff (s) , 
Raymond Sarama and Gladys Sarama 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 



+ 

WOAOLANO, LONOO 
MORAN, DUNSP & 
DQUKAS, LLP 
AnORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRMSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7M WLTSEY'S WL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMOFlTON NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

.. . 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD A. HAYES AND THEODORA HAYES 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 00-1 11672 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: \osCrl New Brunswick, NJ 

n 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Koh le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 

r 
' OCT 2 6 2011 

COUNTY CLH3ti'S OFFICE 
NEW YOHK 



SUPREME COURT OF TWE STATE OF NEW Y O R K  
COUNTY OF NEW YortK 

Plaintiffs, 

NYCAL 
IAS Part 30 
(Heitlcr, J,) 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

nbovc-untitled casc, pui*suant to Civil Prwtice Lttvv and Rules SCC~IQII 3212, dismissing ptaintiff's 

complaint tlgaiiist Dcfendnnt, Fostcr Wheelcr, LDC:, with prejudice, and Ihere being no opposition thcrcto, 

it is Irereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-dcfcdanrs, dl claims and crass-claims against Defendant, 

Fnsrcr Wlrccler, LLC, be and the same are liereby disriiissed with prejudice mid wirhout casts. 

Scdgwick Deicri 
Attorneys i'ur Dcfcndnnt 
T I I ~ C C  Getcway Center, 12''' FI. 
Newark, New Jcncy 07 102 

so OHUERED: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.xn"'-h ~ \ \ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
Ncw York, Ncw York lOOU3 



I 
1. 

This Document Relates To: 

SALVATORE J. VASTA and PATRICIA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
VASTA, JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 

FORD MOTOR COMPANY 
Plaintiff(s), : 

-against- Index No.: 113938/00 

AC & S, NC., et al., 
Defendant(s). : 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

By: Heather J. Gaw, Esq.0 
-ARR.ONSON RAPPAPORT FENSTEIN & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: Salvatore J. Vasta and Patricia 
Vasta 600 Third Avenue 

T: 212-593-67 

SO ORDERED: 



Eber V. Johnson 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

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

SO ORDERED, 

interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 

$Or1 Our File No. 07 

COUNTY CLtHKS OF- 
EW YORK 

OCT 0 7 20Nllr 
4728627v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
I - -___f -_________________________I____ X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  X 
This Document Relates to: 
Linda Dupraw, as Executrix for the 
Estate of Gerald Rabideau Sr., 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

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

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

Index No.: 115220/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summar: 

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

against defendant Burnham LLC, with prejudice, and there bein? 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a11 claim; 

and cross claims against defendant Burnham LLC, be dismissec 

with prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  
Dated: Brooklyn, New York OCT 2 6 2071 

/ a h  , 2011 

';Fbs vd2quc& Bq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
L i n d a  Dupraw, a s  Executrix f o r  Burnham LLC 
the E s t a t e  of G e r a l d  R a b i d e a u  177 Montague Street 
Sr. Brooklyn, New York 11201 

New York, New Yor Our File No.: 11084-2648 

So Ordered: 

700 Broadway, 6th Floor (718) 855-9000 

I 

7 2011, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE F NET YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
-------_------------------------__----x 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
___- f______________________f______l f_  -X 
This Document Relates to: 
Linda Dupraw, as Executrix for the 
Estate of Gerald Rabideau Sr., 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

Air & Liquid Systems Corp., et al., 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps 

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

Index No.: 115220/00 

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

Inc , hereby requests 

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 83212, 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 claim: 

bt and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
L i n d a  Dupraw,  as  Executrix f o r  Goulds Pumps Inc. 
the  E s t a t e  of G e r a l d  R a b i d e a u  1 7 7  Montague Street 
Sr. Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway, 6th Floor ( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  
New York, New Y o r  Our File No.: 6754-4778  

So Ordered: 



MARTIN PARDES and EVELYN PARDES, 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against - 

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

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

Index No.: 03/100782 eY3  00/ 1937 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY SUD(;MENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant: NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

r r n c q  rlaimq a c ~ a i n ~ t  defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the Same are .d+.VLl ----...- -~ -_ ---- - -. . . . 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Br klyn, New York a?- 7 / 3 1  1 

W ~ T Z  & LUXENBERG, P .c. I liV' * 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs j I & o d o  
700 Broadway 

-..-y f o r  Defendant 
IAnlTAL GRID GENERATION LLC -,. , ..-__ tague Street New York, NY 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, OFFICE \ 



HOAGLAND, LONQO 
YORAN, DUNST 8. 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSONST 
PO BOX 480 
N W  B R U N W K .  NJ 

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

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK SERRAVALLO AND VIVIAN SERRAVALLO 

against 

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

INDEX NO.: 00-1 19379 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

~. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
j?a2. // 

SEPHAKIE c. BAKER, ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attornevs for Defendant, 

orneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Frank Serravallo and Vivian Serravallo 

Kohler ko. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

OCT 2 6 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

't 



HOAQLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DWKAS, LLP 
ATTWMW AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATWSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
N E W R R U N W K ,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7M WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

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

This Document Relates to: 

HARRY A. BURTON AND BEVERLY J. BURTON 

against 

INDEX NO.: 11 9387/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

3ATED: 7s 11 
New Brunswick, NJ 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
N N S T  & DOUKAS, LLP 
Sttorneys for Defendant, 
<o hie r Co . 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaint iff (s) , 
Harry A. Burton and Beverly J. Burton 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



Warren J. Leonard 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

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

interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 
OW File NO. O r 6 f O V l  E D 

111 

SO ORDERED, 
OCT 2 6 2011 

4728634v.1 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X _________----_______I___________________-------------------~------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ____l___________-rr_____l_____l_________--------~------------------ 

This Document Relates To: 

GEORGE J. SA130 JR., as Executor for the 
Estate of GEORGE J. SABO and EMMA SABO, 
GEORGE J. SABO JR., Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 

FORD MOTOR COMPANY 
: 

Plaintiff(s), : 
Index No.: 123481/00 

-against- 

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

9 \ A-\, ,2011 

By: Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: George J. Sabo Jr., as Executor 
for the Estate of George J. Sabo and Emma 
Sabo, George J, Sabo Jr., Individually 

FEINSTEIN & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 100 16 
T: 212-593-6700 
F: 212-593-697 E D  

SO ORDERED: 
OCT 2 6  201' 

(01040230.DOC } 



HOAQLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATrORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NEWBRUUSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 

SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

PO BOX 480 

mi WLTSEY'S MILL RD 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MAUREEN WILBURN, AS PROPOSED PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
ROSARIO MORREALE 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 00-124525 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

DATED:  or^-^ \ 
New Brunswick, NJ 

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

SO ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Maureen Wilburn, as Proposed Personal 
Representative for the Estate of Rosario 
Morreale 
700 Broadway 

W N T Y  CLEHKS OFFICE 

. 

BW-FAMOUS-13 



Theodore F. Walker 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

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

interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 

eet 

Our File No. 075 aHo!od 2011 
a 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4728629v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_--___-_--_____l__________________I I____ X NYCAL 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARTIN PARDES and EVELYN PARDES, 

X (Heitler, J.) _ - - _ _ l l - - - _ _ _ _ - - - _ _ _ _ f - - - - - l - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - -  

Index No. := 
01/10619 

Plaintiff ( s )  I 
-against - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 

NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

Defendants. 
_- -___-______________I__________________ X 

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

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

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rule8 § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brggklyn, New York 

-man LLP WBITZ & LU 
f o r  Defendant 
GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs f i&/ado 

7 Montague Street New York, NY 10003 - e  
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-  
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

SO ORDERED, 

5500 Q 



Dennis M. Whalen NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant MCCORD CORI'ORATION, incorrectly s/h/a MCCORD 
CORPORATION, Individually and as successor in interest to A.E. CLEVITE, INC. and 
J.P. INDUSTRIES (herein after "MCCORD CORPORATION"), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against MCCORD CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

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

SO ORDERED, ~ 

McCORD CORPORATION 
150 East 4Yd Street 
New York, New Y ork 100 17 
2 12-490-3000 
Our File No.: 06507.00177 

F I L  
OCT 2 6 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

4728630~. 1 



L '  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 

MES EDWARDS 

Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

F I L E D ,  CORPORATION, as Successor 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

OCT 2 6 2011 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC". 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



c 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL C O U N T I E S  W I T H I N  NEW YORK C I T Y  
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  _ _ _ _ - - - _ _ - - _ - -  X NYCAL 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

___________l__l___l___---------------- X 
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 113260/01 
JOSEPH MCCARTHY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff , SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs .  

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
/ A / _ ?  I 2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Joseph McCarthy B u r n h a m  LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ - - -  - _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _  X NYCAL 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

---l______l______l___________II___ X 
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 115469/01 
EVA M. MAS1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

L a w  and Rules Section 53212, dismissing p l a i n t i f f s '  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  
1 0 1 3  , 2011 

." W*,i$w. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C*'*'?' ' 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
E v a  M. M a s i  
700 Broadway, 6tt1 F l o o r  
New York ,  New York 10003 

Frank Ortiz, E s q .  '*%* 'a, 

212-558-5500 

SO ORDERE- 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
B u m  ham LLC 
177 Montague S t r e e t  
Brooklyn, New Y o r k  11201 
(718) 855-9000 
Our- F i l e  No. : 

COUNTY CLERKS O F R E  
NEW YORK 



, c 

Daniel Torretta 

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

Index No: 115630/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

150 East 42”d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No.: 06507,00762 
2 12-490-3000 

i F I L E D  1 
SO ORDERED, 

OCT 2 6 2011 
COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 

NEW YOAK 

4728616v.l 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
NYCAL X _l__l___________-_l__-l------_----_----__ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ - _ _ _ l _ l _ _ _ l _ I - - - _ _ - - - _ _ _  I - _ - - I - - X 
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 115831/01 
WILLIAM P. TANNER 

. .  

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

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 t h e r e t o ,  

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: B r o o k l y n ,  New York 
r d 3  , 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
William P. Tanner  B u r n h a m  LLC 
700 Broadway, 6t” F l o o r  177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our File No.: 11084-2328 

Attorneys f o r  Defendant 

212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

S O  ORDERED: I 

- 7  

Hon. She>ry  K. Heitler 

F I L  
OCT 2 6 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_---l-______l_____l__-l--l---l---------------- X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. P a r t  30 

l__l_____l___l____l-_-------ll-------------- X .. 

T h i s  Document R e l a t e s  t o :  Index  No.: 118068/01 
JOHN J. CULLEN 

NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge H e i t l e r )  

NO-OPPOSITION 
P l a i n t i f f ,  SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- a g a i n s t  - 

A . C .  & S., I N C . ,  e t  al., 

WHEREFORE, d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC, he reby  r e q u e s t s  summary 

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

a g a i n s t  d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC, with p r e j u d i c e ,  and t h e r e  b e i n g  no 

o p p o s i t i o n  t h e r e t o ,  

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

and c r o s s  c l a i m s  against d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC, be d i s m i s s e d  w i t h  

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

Dated :  Brooklyn ,  N e w  York 
g l x y  , 2011 

C u l l e n  and Dykman LLF 
A t t o r n e y s  f o r  Plaintiff A t t o r n e y s  for Defendant  
John J. C u l l e n  B u r n h a m  LLC 
7 0 0  Broadwav, 6'h Floor 1 7 7  Montague S t r e e t  
N e w  Y o r k ,  N e w  Y o r k  1 0 0 0 3  Brooklyn ,  N e w  York 1 1 2 0 1  
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

O u r  F i l e  No.: llOE-!4 
S O  ORDERED: 

0 7 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
- _ _ _ - - - - _ _ _ - _ - - _ _ - -  _-_---l__---l__l--l X NYCAL 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

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

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 119235/01 
KAREL DVORAK 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

A . C .  SI S., INC. I et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, h e r e b y  requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

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

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 c o s t s .  

Attorneys for Plaintiff ''**." 

K a r l  Dvorak 
700 Broadway, 6"" Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

S O  ORDER- 

Attorneys for Defendant 
B u r n h a m  LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 
(718) 855-9000 

D Our  File No.: 110 

OCT 2 6 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICI 
NEW YORK OCT 0 1 2011 



c 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

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

Index No.: 119477/01 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby  requests summary 

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

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and t h e r e  being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
i d 3  , 2011 

-4. , Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  ' 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Bryan M. Price 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New Y o r k  10003 
212-558-5500 

S O  ORDERED: 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
Burnham LLC 
177 Montague Stree t  
B r o o k l y n ,  New York 11201 
(718) 855-9000 

D Our File No.: I F 4 1 1  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
___--_____-_-_____--_____I______________ X 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
---__--_______________1_____1___1_____1_ X 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PETER GIANGASPRO and ELIZABETH GIANGASPRO, 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. 1 

Index No.: 11/190052 

01/12039 m 
Plaintiff ( s )  , 

-against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

kGNJW4 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway F I  177 Montague Street New York, NY 10003 

OCT 2 6 2041 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

COUNTY CLEEK'S. OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 



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

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

NYCAL 

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

Index N : 120395 
%m&Y 

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 
q\Vi\u 

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

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler y CLERK'S OFFICE 
W W  YORM 



SUPREME, COURT OF TIHE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X _-___ll____l____l___---------f- 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STEVEN GOOD, as Personal Representative 
f o r  the E s t a t e  of EDWARD T. GOOD, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NA'TIONAL GRID, &., 

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

Index No.: 1 0 / 1 9 0 2 6 3  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
_____-_l___l____l_l_--_-l--l--_-l X 

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

LXIU ("NATTONAL GRID") I sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

- A N G  T S L H N D  POWER AUTHORITY , hereby requests summary judgment in the 
c ~ b o v e - e ~ : t i r l e d  case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dimissing p l a i n t i f f '  s complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and t h e r e  being no opposition thereto, 

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

c ross  claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

h e m b y  d i s m i s s e d  with pre jud ice  and without costs. 

7 a t o d :  3 r o a k l p ,  New York 

177 Montague Street 
3r(s , ' )k lyn ,  NY 11201 
( 7 1 J )  855-9000 

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

SO CIRDERED, 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 103352/02 

RAYMOND HICKEY, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: cf- 1 ,2011 
New York, New York 

h 

I 

WEITZ & L1- 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 F I L E D  
OCT 2 6 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK so ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
_ _ - * _ _ - _ l _ _ - r _ _ - " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ -  X 

NYCAL 

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

Gerald Kammerman 

Index e 
16/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

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

SO ORDERED, I 
- . . 

.I 

Hon. Sherry K. 'keitler 

Attorney for 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
212-490-3000 
Our File No. O7F.OOQL 

QCT 2 6 

4728632v.l 

COUNTY CLERKS 0- 
NEW YORK 

0 7 2011 



WOAQLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS &T LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
WBRUUSWICH. NJ 

SOUTH XRSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MkL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTCLN, NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD BARTOLOMUCCI AND MARY 
BARTOLOMUCCI 

against 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
2OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 01-120430 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, KOHLER CO,, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, KOHLER CO., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

DATED: 1&T-l\ New Brunswick, NJ 

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

SO ORDERED: 

& LUXENBERG 
for Plaintiff (s) , 

RICHARD BARTOLOMUCCI 
BARTOLOMUCCI 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

OCT 2 6 2011 

COUNTY CLLRK'S OFRE 
NEW YORK 0 7 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES W I T H I N  NEW YORK CITY 
-__---___----_-_-___-------_----___---  X 
I N  R E :  NEW YORK COUNTY I . A . S .  P a r t  30 

NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ( J u d g e  H e i t l e r )  
-___-_l_---l_l_--___- X - - _ _ _ - - - _ _ - - _ - _ _ -  .. 

This Document Rela tes  t o :  Index  No.: 120462/01 
V I N C E N T  COSTA 

NO-OPPOSITION 
P l a i n t i f f ,  SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- a g a i n s t  - 

A . C .  & S . ,  I N C . ,  e t  a]-*, 

D e f e n d a n t s .  
X - _ _ - - - - - _ _ _ - - - _ _ - - -  -_----_-------- . - -__ 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, h e r e b y  requests summary 

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

Law and R u l e s  S e c t i o n  5 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing p l a i n t i f f s '  Compla in t  

a g a i n s t  d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC, w i t h  p r e j u d i c e ,  and  there b e i n g  no 

o p p o s i t l o n  t h e r e t o ,  

ORDERED, that upon n o t i c e  t o  all c o - d e f e n d a n t s ,  a l l  c l a i m s  

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

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

A t t o r n e y s  f o r  P l a i n t i f f  A t t o r n e y s  f o r  Defendant  
Vincent  Costa B u r n h a m  LLC 
7 0 0  Broadway, 6 t h  F loo r  1 7 7  Montague S t r ee t  
N e w  York, N e w  Y o r k  1 0 0 0 3  Brooklyn ,  N e w  York 1 1 2 0 1  
212-558-5500  ( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 

Our F i l e  No. : 
S O  ORDERED:  

0 7 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. P a r t  30 
NYCAL X -__-- -__--__-- -___-_-_-- - - - -  L - _ _ - _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge H e i t l e r )  
X _--__--___---___--_----_-------------- 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 120471/01 
RUDOLPH BIBOW 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn New York 
, 2011 

D 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys for Defe 
Rudolph- B i b o w  B u r n h a m  LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th  F loo r  177 Montague Street OCT 2 6  2011 
New York, New Y o r k  loo03 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 GOUNIYCLEHKSOF~,~ 

Our F i l e  NO.: 1 1 0 8 4 - 1 N E W Y o R ~  

OCT 0 7 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES W I T H I N  NEW YORK C I T Y  
l___________l_l___ll_-----_----__----- X N Y  CAL 
I N  RE:  NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. P a r t  30 

ASBESTOS L I T I G A T I O N  ( J u d g e  H e i t l e r )  
X _ _ - _ l _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ - - -  -------_------ 

T h i s  Document Rela tes  t o :  I n d e x  No.: 120575/01 
BERTRAND E .  LINDSEY 

NO-OPPOSITION 
P l a i n t i f f  , SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- a g a i n s t  - 

A.C, & S . ,  I N C . ,  e t  al., 

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

WHEREFORE, d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC, h e r e b y  requests  summary 

judgment i n  t h e  a b o v e - e n t i t l e d  case ,  p u r s u a n t  t o  Civil Prac t i ce  

L a w  a n d  R u l e s  S e c t i o n  5 3 2 1 2 ,  d i s m i s s i n g  p l a i n t i f f s '  C o m p l a i n t  

a g a i n s t  d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC, w i t h  p r e j u d i c e ,  a n d  t h e r e  b e i n g  no  

o p p o s i t i o n  t h e r e t o ,  

ORDERED,  t h a t  upon n o t i c e  t o  a11 c o - d e f e n d a n t s ,  a11 claims 

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

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

Dated: B r o o k l y n ,  N e w  Y o r k  
t n / 3  , 2011 

F r a n k  O r t i z ,  E s q .  
W e i t z  & L u x e n b e r g ,  P.C. 
A t t o r n e y s  f o r  P l a i n t i f f  
B e r t r a n d  E. L i n d s e y  
7 0 0  Broadway,  6tt '  Floor 
N e w  Y o r k ,  N e w  Y o r k  1 0 0 0 3  
212-558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

Hon, She - r ry  K .  H e i t l e r  

C u l l e n  a n d  Dykman LLP 
A t t o r n e y s  for D e f e n d a n t  
B u r n h a m  LLC 
1 7 7  Montague S t r e e t  
B r o o k l y n ,  N e w  Y o r k  11201 
( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 

FT4C2 Our F i l e  No. : 

QCT 2 6 2011 
COUNTY CL-ERK'S OFRCE 

NEW YOHK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF N E W  YORK 
ALL COUNTIES W I T H I N  NEW YORK C I T Y  

I N  RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. P a r t  30 
NYCAL I I - _ - - - X _--____---__--_-____--------- - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ( J u d g e  Hei t ler)  
-_--____-______--___----_-----_----_--  ..  X 
T h i s  Document R e l a t e s  t o :  Index  No . :  120583/01 
MICHAEL A. RUZZI 

NO-OPPOSITION 
P l a i n t i f f ,  SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

- a g a i n s t  - 

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

D e f e n d a n t s .  
- _ _ - - _ - _ _ _ - _ - _ _  X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _  

WHEREFORE, d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC, h e r e b y  requests summary 

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

L a w  and R u l e s  S e c t i o n  53212, d i s m i s s i n g  p l a i n t i f f s '  Complaint 

a g a i n s t  d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC,  w i t h  p r e j u d i c e ,  and  t h e r e  being no 

o p p o s i t i o n  t h e r e t o ,  

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

and cross c la ims  a g a i n s t  d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC, be d i s m i s s e d  w i t h  

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

Dated:  Brook1 

F rank  O r t i z ,  Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg ,  P.C. 
A t t o r n e y s  f o r  Plaintiff 
Michael A, Ruzzi Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 1 7 7  Montague S t r e e t  
N e w  York, N e w  York 1 0 0 0 3  Brooklyn ,  N e w  York  11201 
212-558-5500  (718) 855-9000 

A t t o r n e y s  f o r  Defendant  

Our File No.: 1 1 0 8 4 - 1  

SO ORDERED: 

1 ,  

Hon. S h e x y  K .  He i t l e r  

D ,  

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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  30 

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

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 121113/01 
FRED A. HOFMANN, JR. 

NYCAL X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  - _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ - _ _ _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

Plaintiff, 
NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 
X _ - - _ _ _  

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil P r a c t i c e  

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 w i t h  

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: B r o o k l y n ,  New York 
/ d 3  , 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Fred A. Hofmann, Jr. Eurnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6t1' F l o o r  177 Montague Street 
New York, New Y o r k  10003 B r o o k l y n ,  New York 11201 

Our File No.: 11084-2607 

Attorneys for Defendant 

212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
x . .  __I___________________l____l___ll_____ 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 121118/01 
NATALE V. GRILL0 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

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, w i t h  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: Brook1 New York 

F r a n k  Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
N a t a l e  V .  Grillo Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6Lh Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 ( 7 1 8 1  855-9000 

Our File No. : 
so ORDERED: 

Hon. Heitler JNW CLERKS OFF\= 
tJ 4 -- 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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Gtorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Succes 
Interest to TISHMAN REAL 

SO ORDERED, 

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



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

FRANK S. BARBERA 

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

Index No. 01-121734 

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 plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Phan Alvarado, Esq, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 

(212) 558-5500 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

New York, NY 1003 8 Key Towers at Fountain 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 

ffalo, NY 14204 
T6)853-8100 f OCT 2 6 2011 ' 

c L E R ~  s OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, couN%Evq ~ o R K  

13381246.1 



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

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
X _f_- l - -__l""r-_l"___l- - - - - - l - - - - - - - -"- -~- - - - -  

NYCAL 

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

This Document Relates To: Index N Y m  
1 138/01 

John E. Behan NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

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

Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street E T  2 6 2011 
New York, New York 1001"7" 

Our File No. 07536.00001 
2 12-490-3 000 c;fJuIq I II CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YOFK 

SO ORDERED, 
Won. Sherry K. Heitler 

4728635.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _______________"r_ l -__________________ I_ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 122307/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _______ll_-l--______l__________l_l______- 

This Document Relates To: 

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

Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and Without costs. 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 

~ 

David M. Faggione 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Y 

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

interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 
our File No. 075FOaOb E D 

SO ORDERED, OCT 2 6 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS O F F I E  

4728638v.l 



MILLARD D. SHERLOCK (Deceased) 

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

Index No 
122391 /01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JUNE 2011 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: =,-Nejv York 
,2011 

L Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 

ES EDWARDS 
DEMERS & McM 

ttorneys for Defendant 
ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

- 

E 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 6 

OCT 2 6 2011 
New York, NY 10003 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CoNSTRUCTroN ’ INccDUNTY CLERKIS 

ew York 11507 NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

o w ? 2 0 1 1  



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

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 122391/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

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

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

Dated: New Y rk New York &/// 

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

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

150 East 42"d Street 

SO ORDERED, - 

New York, New 
Our File No. 053 

York 10017 
3 5 .mO 
I 

4637628.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ 3 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 122391/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X ill________--___-_______________________- 

This Document Relates To: 

Millard D. Sherlock NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
q \ \ T  \I\ 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

F I L E D  3 u 

OCT 2 6 2011 



JAMES JOSEPH FAULKNER 

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

Index No rn 225471 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MAY 2011 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 Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I .U.  Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

OCT 2 6 2014 

NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f l - - _ _ - - - - - - _ _ - - - - -  -X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_- - - -__________I__________l__________f  X 
This Document Relates to: 
James Joseph Faulkner and Alwine Irene 
Faulkner, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

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

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

Index No.: 122547/01 

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 83212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario 6 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

and without costs. 

F 1 

OFFlC 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice 

Dated: Brooklvn, New York 
1 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. H ( V a r d b  
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
James Joseph Faulkner and Mario & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  C o .  
A l w i n e  I rene  Faulkner I n c .  
7 0 0  Broadway, 6'h Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

18) 855-9000  
f File No.: 10924-2048 

So Ordered: 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler o c ~ 0 ~ 2 0 ~ 1  



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
______r_______r l______ l l____ l r__________-  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 122698/0 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

___"______ l______ l_______r______ l_______-  X 

This Document Relates To: 

John F. Wallace, Jr. NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
9 \ \ T  \I\. 

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

Julie WILSON,@~ICFF,  R. Eva , Esq. 

EDELMA &DI 
Attorney fo ndant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

i 
SO ORDERED, OCT 2 6 2011 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ___ l____-____ l___"______r_________ l_____-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 122698/0 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _____l- - -_ l____l"- - -_____I______________-  

This Document Relates To: 

John F. Wallace, Jr. NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X ___l"-_--__l"________-----l---"---l--- 

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

New Our File York, No. New 05335.0 Y or T0tLED 01 

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

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

a+;---- 
- 

oCT 'e! gal1 

couNfi CLERKS omCE 
. U *  

NEW YORK 

OCTO 12011 

SO ORDERED, 

4637628.1 



HOAGLAND, LONG0 
MORAN. DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWBRUNWKK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 V+ILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROXANN H. INTRILIGATOR, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF EUGENE F. HOFF 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 01-122701 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: lfi-ll New Brunswick, NJ 

n 

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

the Estate of Eugene F. Hoff 

SO ORDERED: 

' 0CT 2 6 2011 

C O U N ~  CLERK'S OFFICI 
NEW YORK 



.. . 

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
______l_______ll_______ll______l______l__ X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 12270 1 /O 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

' X  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summay 
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 
T \ \s i\. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

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

[ L E D  
OCT 2 6 2011 

CCMJNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



TN RE: NEW YORK CITY ; NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherr: 
This document relates to: 

K1 in Heitler) 

3UGENE F. HOFF, Deceased, : Index No.: 122701/01 

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

vs . 

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

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and w i t h o F  Tc. 
r 

OCT 2 6 2011 

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

New York, New York 10003 

Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
r l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ " _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ "  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Raymond Jarzynski 

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

Index No: 122788/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

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

47286 I8v. I 

McCORD CORPORATION 

P 150 East 4Yd Street 
New York, New York 100 
2 12-490-3000 
Our File No.: 06507,;01005 



SUPREME COURT OF THE S T A T E  OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
__-__l_l____________l_l___ll_____ll___ X 
I N  R E :  NEW YORK COUNTY I . A . S .  P a r t  30 

_l__l___ll__________l--l-------_l- X 
T h i s  Document Rela tes  t o :  Index  No.: 123065/01 
JOHN DOHERTY 

NYCAL 

A S B E S T O S  LITIGATION ( J u d g e  H e i t l e r )  
. .  

NO-OPPOSITION 
P l a i n t i f f ,  SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- a g a i n s t  - 

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

WHEREFORE, d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC, h e r e b y  r e q u e s t s  summary 

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

Law and  R u l e s  S e c t i o n  §3212, dismissing p l a i n t i f f s '  Compla in t  

a g a i n s t  d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC, w i t h  p r e j u d i c e ,  and  t h e r e  be ing  no 

o p p o s i t i o n  t h e r e t o ,  

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

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

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

Dated :  Brooklyq ,  N e w  York 

Frank O r t i z ,  E s q .  J o s e p h  M .  w g i i (  
W e i t z  & Luxenberg,  P.C. C u l l e n  and Dykman LLP 
A t t o r n e y s  for P l a i n t i f f  A t t o r n e y s  f o r  Defendant  

7 0 0  Broadway, 6"' F l o o r  1 7 7  Montague S t r e e t  
N e w  Y o r k ,  N e w  York 10003 Brooklyn, N e w  Y o r k  11201 

John Doherty B u r n h a m  LLC 

212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

S O  ORDERED: p" Our F i l e  No.: 1 1 0 8 4  

OCT 2 6 



I 

HOAOLAND, LONGO 
MORPIN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NwvBRUN~C11.  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONION, NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

CHRISTINE WISSING, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE FORTHE ESTATE 
OF ALFRED FREDERICK WISSING 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 01-123130 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED:I&$-I\ New Brunswick, NJ 

STEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ. J& E. RICHMOND, ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WElTZ 8 LUXENBERG 
DUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Attorneys for Defendant, Christine Wissing, lndivudually and a: 
Kohler Co. Personal Representative for the Estate oi 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 Alfred Frederick Wissing 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT 2 6 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
__-__l_____ll_____l__--------l---l X NYCAL 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY J.A.S. Part 30 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 123182/01 
MICHAEL PALAZZO 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

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: Brookiydlj New Y O r k  
, 2011 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Pl.aintiff -.’ 
Michael P a l a z z o  B u m  h am L LC 
700 Broadway, 6ti1 F l o o r  177 Montague Street 
New York. New Y o r k  10003 B r o o k l y n ,  New York 11201 

Attorneys for Defendant 

212-558-5500 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_-_ll_____-l_______________l___l___l__ X NYCAL 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1,A.S. Part 30 

l______l________l_______l___________l_ X 
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 124181/01 
EROTIDO LARRINAGA 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

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  & , 2011 

+ .x*rAL~ 
Frank Ortiz, E s q .  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C . ' .  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

4"P, <%+! , 

Erot id0 L a r r i n a g a  
700 Broadway, 6th F l o o r  
N e w  York, New Y o r k  10003 
212-558-5500 

SO ORDERED:  I 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
B u r n h a m  LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New Y o r k  11201 
(718) 855-9000 
Our F i l e  No. 11084-1 

F I L E D  
QCT 2 6 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK C I T Y  
____--_____-__---_________11______11__ X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I . A . S .  Part 30 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
___--lll_____---l____----_ll-------_-_------ X .. 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 100154/02 
RICHARD J. BARTOLOMUCCI 

NYCAL 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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 a l l  co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

D prejudice and w i t h o u t  costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New Y o r k  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C . ' v  
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
R i c h a r d  J. B a r t o l  omucci 
700 Broadway, 6tt '  Floor 
N e w  York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

OCT 2 6 2011 

FFICE 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
B u r n h a m  LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New Y o r k  11201 

Our F i l e  No,: 11084-2465 
(718) 855-9000 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
____------l__l_l___________II_________ X NYCAL 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

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

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 10@157/02 
J O S E P H  D .  FESTA 

NO-OPPOSITION 
P l a i n t i f f ,  SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, h e r e b y  requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing p l a i n t i f f s '  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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys for P l a i n t i f f  Attorneys for Defendant 
Joseph D. Festa Burn h am L LC 
700 Broadway, 6'h F l o o r  177 Montague Street 
New York, New Y o r k  10003 B r o o k l y n ,  New Y o r k  11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

SO ORDERED- 
--. 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

Our F i l e  No.: 
i 



SI PREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

I N  RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - -  -X 
This Document Relates to: 
Michael J. Amato and Theresa Amato, 

-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

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

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

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _  - 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 6 

DiBono Plastering Co. 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 c 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
Michael 3. Amato and Theresa M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 
Amato Inc .  
700 Broadway, 6t” Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



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  
X NYCAL _______II______-________l________l__l_ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

Weitz & Luxenberg Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant  
Michael  J. Amato Burn h am L LC 
700 Broadway, 6th  F l o o r  177 Montague Street 
N e w  Y o r k ,  N e w  Y o r k  1 0 0 0 3  Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our F i l e  No.: 11084-2484 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000  

I SO ORDERED:  

This Document Relates to: 
MICHAEL J. AMATO 

I 

Plaintiff, 

Index N o . :  100170/02 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

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

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 notice to all co-defendants, all claims 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
- l _ _ r _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ L _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  x 

NYCAL 

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

This Document Relates To: 

Gerald Kammerman NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

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

interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

Our File No, 0 7 F . 4 0  
2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, OCT 2 6 2081 

4728632v.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CHARLES CARUSO, SR., 

X ll_____"__r---------______ll____lr______----------"~-"---------- 

X _____r--------------_________r__________----------"------------- 

Index No. 100461/02 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION & ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 
X _1____"___----------_____1_1_______1____---------------_-_------ 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONTTE COMPANY, TNC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

3 C. Dino Halou s, Esq. 
McCullough Cinsberg Montano & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff' 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 F E D  

OCT 2 6 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

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

NEW YORK $"' , 
SO ORDERED, 

'. I 

QCT 0 '7 2011 



536.10748/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Honorable Sherry Klein 
This document relates to: 

DAVID L. LYNCH, Deceased, : Index No.: 1 0 0 5 8 0 / 0 2  

Ie i le: 

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

: NO OPPOSITION 
VS . 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, w i t h  

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and t h e  

"f='9"t E D 
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and witho 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 4 3 8  

New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

t Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
9 \\S \ (1 

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

SO ORDERED, 

1 SO East 42”d Street 
New Y ork, New York 100 17 
Our File No, 0 FYP0 D 

@T 2 6 2011 

CQWTY CLEHKS QFFGE 
MEW YWiK 

Hon, Sherry K. Heitler 



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

I N  R E :  NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X _____________-_----__________lll______ 

.. 

This Document Rela t e s  to: 
FRANK C .  PERRY 

P l a i n t  i f f  , 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM L L C ,  

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

Index No.: 101088/02 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

h e r e b y  requests summary 

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

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

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and t h e r e  being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

m%"&r.; 

T**c.s u 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
W e i t z  & Luxenberg, P.C. > ' \  

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
F r a n k  C. Perry 
700 Broadway, 6Lh F l o o r  
New York, New Y o r k  10003 
212-558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

Y 

Hon. Sherry K. H e i t l e r  

Cullen an$cDykrnan LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Burnham LLC 
177 Montague S t r e e t  
Brooklyn, New Y o r k  11201 
(718) 855-9000 
Our F-rile No. : 

OCT 2 6 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_-- - l l l__________l___-_- l l l - - - - - - - -__-__-  X NYCAL 
IN RE: N E W  YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

___________-_ll___l______I___________I X 
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 101110/02 
JAMES R. FLEMING 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

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 

a g a i n s t  defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED,  that upon notice t o  all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  b '  Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff A t t o r n e y s  for Defendant 
James R. F l e m i n g  B u r n h a m  LLC 
700 Broadway, 6'h F l o o r  177 Montague Street 
New Y o r k ,  New York 1 0 0 0 3  Brooklyn ,  New Y o r k  1 1 2 0 1  
212-558-5500 

SO ORDERED:  

(718) 855-9000 

D Our File No.: lip-13 

CLERK'S OFFICE 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ___"___rr_--_l______rr___l l_________l___-  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

John F. Nicholas 

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

Index No: 10 1247/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

q \ \ s  \ \ \ 

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

SO ORDERED, 

2 12-490-3000 
Our File No. p 3 1 . 0  

OCT 2 6 2011 

c O ~ N  I Y CLERKS OFFGE 
NEW YORK 

. . '  



, 
t 

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

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

NYCAL 

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

Robert Covert 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant RSCC WIRE & CABLE LLC, f/Wa ROCKBESTOS- 

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant RSCC 
WIRE & CABLE LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: 9 \\ S \ \ \  

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7fh Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

R, MOSKOWITZ, 

New York, New York 10 
File No.: 07696.01646 8Ef 2 G 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S 0FflC-Q 
NEW YORK 

472864th. 1 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant AT&T CORP., incorrectly s#a "AT&T", hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant AT&T COW. with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant AT&T CORP., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

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

n 

SO ORDERED, 

AT&T CORP. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 0 5 1 7 5 F v  ~ 

OCT 2 6 %011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

4728649~. I 



536.11036/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ClOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Honorable Sherry K1 
This document relates to: 

in Heitler) 

: Index N o . :  1 0 2 0 0 8 / 0 2  

: (June 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
ROCCO MATERO, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, : Group) 

vs * 
: NO OPPOSITION 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wjthou * F C d ,  

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintjff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eacjle Rock Avenue, Suite 35G 
P.O. Box 4 3 8  

Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x _ _ _ l _ - _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ c I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l c _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

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

Rocco Matero NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORLlER 

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 
\\S\\\ 

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

3 b  
QCT 2 6 2011 

SO ORDERED, 
e;OUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

0C-r 0 7 ZOfIl 



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 
9 \ \s \, \\. * Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

-a WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335 

OCT 2 6 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

*' 



.- 

L 

JRT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 

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 
,2011 

Wr/zoI I 
-smut\ Wirm tq ~ t .  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

S & McMANUS 
torneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor F U E D  n 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. OCT 2 6 2011 

n, New York 11507COUNTY C[-ERK'S O F F ~ C ~  
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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 co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

By: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Benjamin R. Dwyerbsq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
1 S O  Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 F l L E D  II (716) 853-8100 

flCT 2 6  20'' 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

OCT Q 7 2011 C Q U ~ ~ ~  CI.-ERK~ OFFICE 
HEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

13409973.1 



John E. Behan NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Cable Co. 

New York, New York 1001 
2 12-490-3000 
Our File No. 07536.00001 

150 East 42"d Street y.p 2 6 2011 

T ; ~ U I V  I Y CLERK'S 
NEN yoRK 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4728635.1 



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

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10291 5/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  X 
This Document Relates To: 

3 

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 
9 \. \s \ {/ 

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

n 

SO ORDERED, 

New York, New York 10017 
Our File No, 05335.00001 

F I L E D  
L 

QCT 2 6 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

OCT 0 1 2011 



Richard P. Heslin 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
NewYork,New k 0 7 
Our File No. 05360bL E D 

OCT 2 6 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

4637663.1 



- -  e .. " -  I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
\\S \L! 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC13 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

m Julie R. Evans, sq. 
KOWITZ, 
LLP 

N COMPANY 
1 SO East 4Yd Street 
New York, New York 10017 



5 3 6  * 11469/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Honorab 
This document relates to: 

30 
e Sherry Klein Heitl 

RICHARD A. WOOD, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No. : 103058/02 

(June 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and witho p q,k- 
OCT 2 6 2011 

I % 
& FLINN 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
IndexNo.: 120 

RAYMOND HICKEY, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: 9- 7%- ,2011 
New York, New York f 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

D ;  850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
-------I_I____________l____________l_l X NYCAL 
IN R E :  NEW YORK COUNTY I . A . S .  P a r t  30 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 103352/02 
RAYMOND J. HICKEY 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff , SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in t.he above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defer,.lcnt BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition th2reto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

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

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
d b  / 3  , 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Raymond J. Hlckey Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6tt '  Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, NelJ York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

O u r  F i l e  No.: 11084-2417 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

SO ORDERED:  F I  D 
OCT 2 6 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 



;SUPREMZ COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
________l____l_____l________I___________ X 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_____ll____________l_l______l___l_______ X 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STEVEN GOOD, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of EDWARD T. GOOD, 

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

02/10335 
Index 

NO OPPOSITEON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff ( $ 1 ,  
- a g a i n s t -  

NATIONAL G R I D  GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

Defendants * 
x 

FJHEREFORE, d e f e n d a n t ,  NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d /b /a  NATIONAL 

GXID i"NAT'1ONAL GRID") , sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

h e r e b y  requests summary judgment i n  t h e  O N G  J S L A N D  POWER AUTHORITY, 

abovc-enticled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules  5 3212, 

d i s x i s s i n g  plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

p r e j u d i c e ,  and t h e r e  being no opposition thereto, 

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

cr'3ss claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID b e  and the same are 

hereby  dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

7 -  t *,,- ~a L L ~ :  S r o o l . , l ~ ~ n ,  NPW York  

v Dykrnan LLP 
1-ney f o r  De fendan t  f i t @  PJA TONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 

1 7 7  Montague Street 
B r o o k l y n ,  NY 11201 
(713) 855-9UOO 

SO G R D E R E D ,  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
N e w  York, NY 1 0 0 0 3  

F ( 2 1 2 )  558-5500 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

WHEREFORE, defendant RSCC WIRE & CABLE LLC, f/wa ROCKBESTOS- 

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

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

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

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

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

defendant RSCC WIRE & CABLE LLC, be and the s 

and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7' Floor 
New York, New York 10003 & CABLE LLC 

New York, New York 100 17 
File No.: 07696.01 

SO ORDERED, 

- -  
4639885v.l 



Ralph Vincent and Linda L. Vincent 

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

Index No: 103443/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant AT&T COW. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant AT&T COW. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant AT&T CORP,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: 

700 Broadway, 7th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

File No.: 05 175.00220 

0 
--*- 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e q x .  Heitler 



j36,17435/AJM 
SUPREME COURT O F  THE STATE OF NEW 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

rhis document relates to: 

aLPH VINCENT, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

JNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
3t al., 

Defendants. 

YORK 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

103443/02 Index No. : 

(June 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

clivi1 Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

he crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor 

same are he smissed with prejudice and 

& LUXENBERG 
& FLINN 

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

72 Eagle R o c k  Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. gox 438 
East _ .  Hanover, N e w  Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_13____r l____"______ I____________________  X 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 103443/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " l _ _ _ _ r l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I I _  x 
This Document Relates To: 

Ralph Vincent NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

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

5; 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry PHeitler 

Our File No. 05335.0000 



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

IN RE NEW Y O U  CITY 
-_____- - -_____- - - -" r___l__ l_____l___r___-  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 103443/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

r -_" - - - -_ r___- - - - - f -_ l__________ l_______"  X 

This Document Relates To: 

Ralph Vincent NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536,15986 
2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
OCf 2 6 2011 

COUNTY CLEOK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

VJNCENT 



ASBURY C. WASHINGTON and LOUETTA : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
WASHINGTON, JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 

FORD MOTOR COMPANY 
Plaintiff(s), : 

-against- 

ABB LUMUS CREST, et al., 

Index No.: 103454102 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

CY\&\ ,2011 

PPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: Asbury C .  Washington and 
Louetta Washington 600 Third Avenue 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 

New York, New p\Ob 
26 tu!' T: 212-593-6700 

93-6970 0 ~ 1  

SO ORDEED: 

(01040259.DOC ) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  _ - _ _ _ - _ - _ _ _ _ _  X NYCAL 
I N  RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

________________--_______l___lfll_____ X 
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 104106/02 
DANIEL C. BLAKE 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

L a w  and R u l e s  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 c o s t s .  

Dated: Brooklyn New York 
q l t r ,  2011 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
D a n i e l  C. B l a k e  
700 Broadway, 6t" F l o o r  
N e w  Y o r k ,  N e w  York 1 0 0 0 3  
212-558-5500 

SO ORDER- 

iolillo, Esq. 
Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
Burnham LLC 
177 Montague Street 
B r o o k l y n ,  New York 11201 

Our File No. : IF10 
(718) 855-9000 , 

OCT 2 6 2011 

Hon. -ThZ??? 
COUNlY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



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

I N  R E :  NEW YORK COUNTY I . A . S .  Part 30 
X NYCAL _-_-____-_______________lll_ll________ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
. .  X 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 104308/02 
J E R R Y  DIAMOND 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

Defendants. 
X -I---__-_-________________________II__ 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

L a w  and Rules Section § 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint. 

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

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

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

Dated: Brooklyn, New Y o r k  
f 0 I3 , 2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  * * * < ' r .  

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Jerry  Diamond 8 urn h am L LC 
700 Broadway, 6th  F loo r  177 Montague Street 
New Y o r k ,  New Y o r k  10003 B r o o k l y n ,  New Y o r k  11201 

D 212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 
Our File No.: 11 

S O  ORDERED: 

-*..., ~ 

K. Heitler Hen.\ 



John A. Reinard 

* I - - - - - - - - - -  - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

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

SO ORDERED 
Hon. She& K. Heitler 

Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
2 12-490-3000 
Our F i l e p .  r 5 t O O g l  

* I  
a ;  

OCT 2 6 2011 

COUNTY CLEM 
NEW YQAK 

4728639v.1 ' 0 S W ( (  



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

Index No: 105 175/02 

Francis E. Cosgrove 

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 
%\5 \ I\ 

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

New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFlCG 
NEW YORK 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
_ _ l _ l _ _ _ _ _ l l l _ _ _ _ _ l _ I - - - - I - - - - - - - - r - - - - - - - - - - - - -  X 

NYCAL 

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

William D. Pulvermacher and Carol Pulvermacher, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a 
"CARRIER CORPORATION as successor in interest to BRYANT HEATING & 
COOLING SYSTEMS" (hereinafter "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 defendants CARRIER CORPORATION with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: 9 \ \ s  \ \ \  

700 Broadway 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

New YorLNew York 10017 
212-490-3000 
FileNo. 10557.00 

OCT 2 6 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

4639798~. 1 



William D. Pulvermacher and Carol Pulvermacher, 

X 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant S.W. ANDERSON SALES CORP. hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs> complaint against defendants S.W. ANDERSON SALES COW. with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants S.W. ANDERSON SALES CORP., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: q \ \ 5  \ 1\ 

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

New York, New York 100 17 
2 12-490-3000 
File No. 11227.000 

_"I 

SO ORDERED, 
OCT 2 6 2011 



I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

with prejudice and without costs. 

.- 
Weitz & LuxenbeEPC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1 
File No.: 05335. P4 

QCT 2 E 2511 

V. 1 



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

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105559/02 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

x - - - . - - c - - - - - - - - r - - - - - - - - - - - C C - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

John Reina SUMMARY 

X 13_c_____"l l_-_______le-- - - - - - - Ic- - - -"-~-- - - - - -  

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

"CT 2 6 20tt 

COlJNlY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

av Q 7 2011 
4705098~. 1 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 105559/02 

JOHN REINA, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: 9- 2 7  ,2011 
New York, New York 

Q 7 4 2 ! k  6 Jennifer L. Budner, Esq, 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

F I L E D  850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 OCT 2 6 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
r____l - - - - -_ -_r l" l - -_______r________r_ l_-  X 

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

Index No. 0 5716-0 

AS BEST0 S LITIGATION 

- - - - -_-rr_"_-- - - - -_ l I r__________c_I_____-  X 

This Document Relates To: 
1 1 1684-02 

Charles E. French NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York n 

' Weit& Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

EFUCSS 
interest to Anaconda 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street? 
New York, New York 1o@gT 2 6 2011 

Our File No. 0 7 5 3 6 . m m  CLERK'S 0 ~ ~ 1 ~ ~  
2 12-490-3000 

NEW YORK 

4733878v.l 



PETER GIANGASPRO and ELIZABETH GIANGASPRO, 

Plaintiff (s )  , 
-against - 

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

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JWD-NT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Br 

$a 
fo r -  Defendant 
GRID GENERATION LLC 

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

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
7 0 0  Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 i 

QCT 2 6 2014 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_l_____l__l___l____---------_--------- X NYCAL 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

__-________I___________I___________ ---x 
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 105777/02 
JAMES BRENNAN 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ( J u d g e  Hei t le r )  
.. 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

A.C. s( S., INC., e t  al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

Law and R u l e s  S e c t i o n  s3212, d i s m i s s i n g  p l a i n t i f f s '  Compla in t  

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and t h e r e  b e i n g  no 

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

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

and  cross claims against d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC, b e  d i s m i s s e d  with 

prejudice and without c o s t s .  

Frank  O r t i z ,  Esq. ~1 

Weitz & Luxenberg,  
A t t o r n e y s  for P l a i n t i f f  
James Brennan 
7 0 0  Broadway, 6'h Floor 
New Y o r k ,  New Y o r k  10003 
212-558-5500 

SO ORDERE- 

C u l l e n  and  Dykman LLP 
A t t o r n e y s  for Defendant  
B u r n h a m  LLC 
1 7 7  Montague S t r e e t  
Brooklyn, N e w  Y o r k  11201 
( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 
Our File No.: 11 1 

8CT 2 & 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFtCE 
NEW YORK 



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

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

j Index No.: 106266/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID SPITZ, AS PROPOSED 
ADMINISTRATOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
IRVING SPITZ, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Simkins Industries, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Ij 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Simkins Industries, with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Simkins Industries, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,201 1 

“NSY. ctER;;’s CFWE 
S T %  NFW YORK 

, . ?  

C%Z .i ’ j; b> 
CaroTlV1. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Simkins Industries 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New Y ork I0004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Irving Spitz 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

695-0002 

(N0080939-1) OCT o 7 2011 



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 - .  ________ll___l__---____l__l_ll________ 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 106304/02 
CHARLES H. GEE 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, h e r e b y  requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against d e f e n d a n t  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: B r o o k l y n ,  New York 
/ ' i l ?  I 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff D I Charles  H. Gee B u m  ham L LC 
700 Broadway, 6t" Floor 177 Montague S t r e e t  
N e w  Y o r k ,  New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

OCT 2 6 2011 

cos;.; i y CLEHK'S 0 FIGE 212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000  
Our F i l e  No.: 11084-2453 NEwYoRK 

SO O R D E R E D -  J 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler OCT 0 7 20114 



SUPREME COURT OF THE S T A T E  O F  NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

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

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

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 106310/02 
ANGEL0 T .  D 'AGOSTINO 

NO-OPPOSITION 
P l a i n t i f f ,  SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

Defendants. 
X l____l___-____________________________ 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC,  h e r e b y  requests summary 

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

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

a g a i n s t  defendant BURNHAM LLC, with p r e j u d i c e ,  and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. L-%yzT cl"%* 
Weitz & L u x e n b e r g ,  P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
A n g e l o  T. D'Agostino 
700 Broadway, 6t" F l o o r  
New York, New Y o r k  10003 
212-558-5500 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defa i i lWTY CLERK'SOFFIC 
Burnham LLC NEW YORK 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 
(718) 855-9000 
,Our F i l e  No.: 11084-1 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
____ll___l_-______l-__---ll---lll- X NYCAL 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. P a r t  30 

__________-__-_________l__l________l__ X 
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 106314/02 
I . D .  CAPLES 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Secti-on 53212, dismissing p l a i n t i f f s '  Complaint 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without cos t s .  

Dated: Brookly New York 
,% 4?LY , 2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ' \ ) '  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
I. D. Caples 
700 Broadway, 6''' F l o o r  
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Burnham LLC 
177 Montague Street 
B r o o k l v n ,  New York 11201 

E D  ! . 7 (718) "s5-9000 
Our File No.: l 1 0 f 7 z -  

K T  2 6 2911 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFlC 
W YORK 

OCT 0 7 20% 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
-_____r_______r___l_____l___r_ l_ l_____r_-  X 

NYCAL 

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

This Document Relates To: IndexNo: 1 

Eric Dreimiller NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4729902v.l 

interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Str 
New York, New 
2 12-490-3000 

TY CLERKS OFFICE 
W YORK 

OCT 0 7 2011 



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.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARGARET STERNER AS EXECUTRIX FOR ! 114859/02 
THE ESTATE OF DONALD L. STERNER AND i 
MARGARET STERNER, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, j 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 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, N York pi(i,B" 201 1 -- 2z.Zz 7z #/A 
Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Donald L. Sterner 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-0653AS 

(N0042173-1) OCT 0 'I 2011 



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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/y{ ,2011. 

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 1 
New York, New Yark 1002 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 L E D  

OCT 2 6 zm (212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 



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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, WC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

OcT 2 6 2011 
Dated: New York, New York /cy{ , 2011. 

cou~+p( CLERK'S OFRCE C . D - 4 f ,  NEW YORK 
C. Din0 HaloulovEsq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 



SUPICEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RONALD J. DEON, 

X --___________"_t-r-----------------"---------------------------- 

_ _ _ ~ _ I ~ _ ~ ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l _ r _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - ~ " ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~  X 

Index No. Q 06963/0 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - NO OPPO 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant, 
1_-1_------_________11___1______________-----------------~-~---- X 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York E D  2 '  1 
QCT a 6 2011 

COUN \ y C!.E_RK'S OFFICE 

C. e Dino -D=L Haloulbs, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

W YORK 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a1 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

claims and cross claims against 

same are hereby dismissed with 

Dated: New York, New York 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, 

(646) 435-0300 

I 

oca 2 6 ?019 

"I. 



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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, NC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, “THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

c*/ 
C. Din0 Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53’d Street, Suite 100 

York 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

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

SO ORDERED, 

(646) 435-0300 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

PATRICK J. CIRBUS, 

_______________________l_llff___r_______----~~------__-_--~"~--- X 

______1_1111_"1"__1_-------------_----"---------------~--------- X 

Index No. 
Plaintiffs, 

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

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

r 
Y 

C. Dino Ilaloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 

F- 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 L - b  "'a 

New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendanq . 4- 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 fit; ;* 6 2011 (212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LAWRENCE D. ROOKEY AND PATRICIA A. 
ROOKEY, 

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

j Index N .. 10 00610 e 
Plaintiffs, 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KJAJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Lawrence D. Rookey and Patricia A. Rookey 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 ork New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

4544550AI 

{ N0090166-1} 



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

IN RE: NEW YOFX CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROBERT H. LA GOE, 

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

X ___1_1_1-_1__------__-----------------~------------------------"- 

07006/02 

I n d e x N 0 - D  

Plaintiffs , 

- against - NO OPPO 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 
X ______________~___"_l l_ l r__r____________- - -~~~"~- - - - - - -~ -~"~~~- -  

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
h / / C  ) 2011. 

d ino Haloulo , Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100. 
New York, New York 10022 

FTT Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 QCT 2 6 2011 

C-,UN~ CLERKS OFFICE 
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

NEW YORK 

SO ODERED,  

QCT 07 2011 



Defendant. 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no' opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

D 1 *  
C b i n o  Haloubs, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Paw$s  2 6 2011 

L 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 a u ~ - < y  CLEKK'S . * -I, OFFICE 

NEW YUHK New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

rrzr;ru~-<y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K l e w e i t l e r  



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

P 1 aint i ffs , 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No. 1 18004/02 
/+-iM%@ v 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

CL&/ 
C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New Yor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 D (646) 435-0300 

h 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
C O U N ~ Y  CLERK'S OFFICF 

NEW YORK 



HOAOLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT L A W  

WORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWVBRUMCK, NJ 

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

1 

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

A / 2 0 / 2 6  I 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

1 

This Document Relates to: 

MARY LOU LA GOE, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of ROBERT H. LA GOE, and MARY LOU LA GO€, 
Individually, 

against 

ACandS. INC.. et al.. 

A / 2 0 / 2 6  I 

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

INDEX NO.: 02-107006 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Koh le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXENBER%, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Mary Lou La Goe, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of Robert H. La Goe, and Mary Lou La 
Goe, Individually 
700 Broadway 

SO ORDERED: 



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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a1 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the 

claims and cross claims against 

same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/U/f ,2011. 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 1 

(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 
/ *  > 

r\qS OFFIG 
0% SO ORDERED, fJJJ\\ I '.I L 

NE; 
OCT 0 7 2011 

B *  



HARVEY KESSLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 OCf 2 6 fOl1 
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

cou~\tn CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

THE OKONJTE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No. 11 75 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

C. Dino Halouk,  Esq. 
McCuilough Ginsberg Montan0 
Attorneys for Defendant 

berq P' 
td$ 'I ' II IL 

*,?L 'i: ;: G ? $11 320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

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

--.. 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



RANDALL A. KACER, 

PI ainti ffs, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

C, Dino HaloulozEsq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 1 OGf 3 5  2011 (212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 I 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

LAWRENCE STERN, 

X --1""------------____________1111_______------"----------~------ 

X r--_------__________I_lrlf__r___________-~~~~-------~~~~-------~ 

1 07 1 0210 
Index No*P Plaintiffs, 

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

Defendant. 
X --_r-------------_______1111__1_________-----~-----------~~""--- 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
io/<,* 7 201 1. * C. Din0 Haloulos, Esq. 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 1 
New York, New Yo 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 D 
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 c 

fJc1 2 6 2011 

SO ORDERED, courdfl CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK I 

m'I" 0 7 2Ufl  



RICHARD K. GEARY, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

IndexNo. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFOE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC,, hereby requests 

' with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

claims and cross claims against 

same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York /gf ,2011 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY I0003 oc7" 2 8 2371 
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

CwNTy CL-ERc(5 
NE lv YO/#( 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MATTHEW J. DeGAETANO, 
X ---_--------------____l_f_________l___ll------------------------ 

Index No. 1071 83/02 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION & ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

L E D  Dated: New York, New York 
/ A / / /  ,2011. 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

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: 

CYNTHIA SCHULTHEIS and LYNDA O'BRIEN 
As Co-Administratrices for the Estate of MATTHEW 
J. DEGAETANO, and CYNTHIA SCHULTHEIS, 
and LYNDA O'BRIEN, as Co-Executrices for the 
Estate of JEANNE DEGAETANO, 

Index No.: 107183-02 

." - 

Plaintiff( s) 

V. 

A.C. AND S. Inc., e., et al. 

Defendants 
c 

I NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AN~WWBRK K 
WHEREFORE, Defendant Norfolk Southern B h a d  herby requests Summary 

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

dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant Norfolk Southern Rdre id  with prejudice, 
CQAHffl&+M4 @ 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

{V0052453.1} 



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

Defendant Norfolk Southern Railroad, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: White Plains, New York 
September 16,20 1 1 

I 
Law Offices of Weitz ZLuxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
NY, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

Thonias M. Smith, Esq. 
Eckert Seamans Cherin & Mellott, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 

10 Bank Street, Suite 700 
White Plains, NY 10606 

Norfolk Southern R&kwd & f ?&+ f : *N 

(914) 286-2807 

F I L E D  
OCT 2 6 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 13 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

"_"______-____l__lrl l -________l__llf______l-  X 
This Document Relates To: 

c , -  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

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

I I  
e/ gy * 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. N Y  I0003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
I50 East 4 2 ' I d  Street 

O ?  2011' 

4706317~ .  I 



Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, NC.,  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

c 

C. Dino Haloul&, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, w 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

10 21/02 
Index 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

c. 7Lk& 
C. Din0 Haloulos, Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 10 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 558-5500 n I (646) 435-0300 @-T 25 2011 

C\.FRKS OFWE i 
NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

Index N o e  

NO OPP 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, XNC., 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 K T  2 6 2017 
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE"- 
NEW YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

STEPHEN A. MANDELL, 

__1_______________1"lr__________l__l____--~~~~~-----~~~--------- X 

l____________"r__"__________I___________--~------------------~-- X 

Index No. 1134 
Plaintiffs, 0 0740 1 / 

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

Defendant. 
X ____"llr--r-----________1____________11_"-----------------~----- 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, NC.  

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

? C. Din0 Haloulo , Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

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

OCT 2 5 2011 ; SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klkn-Heitler 

OCT Q 7 ~mourur,  CLERKS oFncE 
NEW YORK 



SUPFEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WILLIAM A. MATICE, 

r_______""___________r________l_________~~-----"------~-------"- X 

____"lr_________lrt_______I_____________--------------------~--- X 

Plaintiffs, I n d e x N 0 D  10740 1 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER THE OKONITE COMPANY, N C . '  

Defendant. 
_r______l__r_______"_l_r_______ll______l"----------------------" X 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York e 
C. ino Haloulo , Esq. 
McCullaugh Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

, A  (212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 
OCT 2 6 20'11 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
0 7 2011 NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



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 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 107401/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STEPHEN A. MANDELL, 
Plaintiffs, 

I 
-against- ! NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants, 

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

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

,2011 

Stephen A. Mandell 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 

New York, New York 10003 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

2383-25556AH 

(N0042173-1} 



! (Heitler, J.) I Index No.:= 
: 
i 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN M. FAGAN, AS THE EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF JOHN J. FAGAN AND JOAN 
M. FAGAN, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
"against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, l 
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. 

,2011 

- .  
(jdttorney f o p  fendant 

Tishman Li rdating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

AW Plaintiffs 
E e of John J .  Fagan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25555R 

{N0042173-1} 



Index No. 1 16798/07 
Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, NC. ,  

1 14296/02 e 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

. Din0 Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 1002 

fi 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 FILED B (212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

1 
OCT 2 6 2011 

SO ORDERED, 
~ J J U N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YOHE 
OCT 0 7 2011 



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

' NYCAL 

1 (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

MICHAEL DEAN, as Proposed Executor for : Part 3o 
the Estate of ROSE DEAN, 

: Index No. 107761-02 Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 
_________"_r_-__________II______________--~-----------_~- X 

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

above-entitled cases, 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, 

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

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

Dated: 9 \ t \ \ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROSE P. DEAN, 

X _______________1__"___l____________l____------------------------ 

X ____r_________________________________I_--"------"-"------------ 

Index No. 107761/02 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION & ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I!/., ,2011. 

l,K'; 2 s 2031 

C-HKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE7 Defendant THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

C. Dino Halouh,  Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Mantano & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 10 
New York, New York 10022 

E D  
OCT 2 6 2011 

f 

couN-cy ~ L ~ R K S  OFFICE i 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, NEW YoRK I 



Index No, 108356/02 
Plaintiffs, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

c *D--bf 
C. Dino Haloulo , Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY I0003 New York, New York 
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



~ 

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

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

I 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, PNC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/d/f ,2011. 

4 
1 

FaTeL E D *. ' 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broad way 
New York, NY 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 OCT 2 6 2011 

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

SO ORDERED, 
tlon. Shermein-Heitler 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



. -  

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ALFRED J .  KOPERA, 

X -________"__r-------____l_l_____________------------------------ 

X _____1_"_-_________-1__1___________1____------------------------ 

Index No. 108872102 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION & ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

C. Din0 Haloul&, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 10 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff' 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

-3 OCI 2 6 291' 1; 

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

cauNn CLERKS OF''€ ' 
SO ORDERED, NE\NYO* ,-' ".. r 



- 

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: w w  York, New York 

' A t t p s  for Plaintiff I 

700 roadway 
New York, NY 10003 

-. 

SO ORDERED, 

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

?: \ 
OCT 2 6 2011 

' i  : ,  

4706546v.l 



Index No. 108877/02 
Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/o/f ,2011. , 

Frank Ortiz, bsq. >v*mA +a1 C. Uino Haloulos, hsq. 
%*bs.u, 'h, Weitz & Luxenberg 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montana & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53"' Str 
New York, New York 100B 

y, 

(212) 558-5500 A I  (646) 435-0300 

- e t ,  Suite 

SO ORDERED, 3 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_l_-"__-____r_____-r__ l_____l___r_____l_-  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Henry T. McLoughlin 

, -  I- - I- - I- " " 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
.JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- x  

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

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 
q \ \ S \ U  

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

Our File No. 05335.0 YPYI,E D New York, New Yor 

1 ,  

OCT 2 6 2011 



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

X ______-_________-___1__1_____1__1___1_ 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION X (Judge Heitler) 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .. I_-L---l--_---l--_- 

This Document Relates to: Index  No.: 109549/02 
FRANK CATALAN0 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff , SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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 a11 co-defendants, all claims 

and CrOSS claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
Frank C a t a l a n o  Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6tt' Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 B r o o k l y n ,  New York  11201 

Attorneys for Defendant 

212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 
Our File No.: 1 1 0 8 F 7 1 3  



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ( Judge  H e i t l e r )  
_-_l__-_______l_____l______________l__ X 
T h i s  Document R e l a t e s  t o :  Index  No.: 109554/02 
JOSE T R I N I D A D  

NO-OPPOSITION 
P l a i n t i f f  , 

- a g a i n s t  - 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., I N C . ,  e t  al., 

Defendan t s .  
____l___l_____l____l----_----- - - - - - - I - X 

WHEREFORE, d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC, he reby  r e q u e s t s  summary 

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

a g a i n s t  d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC, with p r e j u d i c e ,  and t h e r e  b e i n g  no 

o p p o s i t i o n  t h e r e t o ,  

ORDERED, t h a t  upon n o t i c e  t o  a l l  co-defendants, a l l  c l a i m s  

and  cross c l a i m s  a g a i n s t  d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC, be d i s m i s s e d  with 

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

Dated: Brooklyn ,  New Yock 

1 .,pu" d<y- 

Frank O r t i z ,  E s q .  K. ...cp"+ 
W e i t z  6! Luxenberg,  P . C :  
A t t o r n e y s  for P l a i n t i f f  
Jose T r i n i d a d  B u r n h a m  LLC 
700 Broadway, 6'-11 F l o o r  177 Montague S t r e e t  
N e w  York, New York 10003 

A t t o r n e y s  f o r  Defendant  

Brooklyn ,  New York 
( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 F2i1 
Our F i l e  No.: '11084-1 

212-558-5500 

SO ORDERED:  >-" Hon. S h e r r y  K .  He i t le r  
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFt 

NEW YORK 



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  30 
NYCAL X ____l_l____________l_l_l_l_l _ _ _ _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X __l__-l___-___________l_______l____l_l 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 109561/02 
JAMES F. SMITH 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

A . C .  & S., I N C . ,  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, w i t h  prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
f d 3  , 2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
J a m e s  F. S m i t h  Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
N e w  York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Attorneys for Defendant 

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

SO ORDERED: 
OCT 2 6 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFlC 
NEW YORK 



Index No. 10964 1 /02 
Plaintiffs, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/qJ' ,2011. 

~, ,{ (;LEBKs OFFICE 
. / Mui N E w y ~ ~ K  

C. DKHalouMs, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

.." SO ORDERED, 



Index No. 109642/02 
P1 ai ntiffs, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

'THE OKONlTE COMPANY, INC., 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/o/Y ,201 1. 

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broad way 
New York, NY 10003 

I L E D  
OCT 2 6 2011 (2 12) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Maurice J. Hourihan 

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

Index No: 109642/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

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

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A,W, CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42" Street 

SO ORDERED, 

New York, New York 1001 7 
Our F i l e N o . 0 5 3 3 5 . 0 ~ 1  1 L E D , 

47065 I4v .  1 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Allen Chisley 

. "  , -  e 

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

Index No: 125%4XL 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _ _ _ _ d _ * * * " I  

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

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, N Y  I0003 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d 
New York, N 
Our File No, .I 

OCT 2 6 2011 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 
COUN-ry CLERK'S OFFICE 

,I  II 

4 7 0 6 3 3 1 ~  1 



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

Plaintiffs, ($#E--== 
- against - 

WHEREFORE7 Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party 

Dated: New York, New York 

--I 

C. Dino Haloul& Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

: IndexNo.: 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIS R. GAVIGAN, 126765102 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- : NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C .  & S., INC., el al., 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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 w York, New York +# z 7 ,2011 
F I L E D  

FFICE 

MCCIVNEY & KLUGEK, 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 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25692U 

{ NO0421 73-1 } 

QCT 0 7 20111 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIS R. GAVIGAN, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I WHEREFORE7 defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: Ne York, New York q 4  7 ,2011 

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

Willis R. Gavigan 
 WE^ & LUXENBEKG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

454-6638V 



WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, I N C ,  hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

QCS 2 6 2011 c 9 &?/- ~ L E R K ' S  r* OFFICE 
C. Dino Haloulzs, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montmo & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

NEW YORK 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index 

v 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, PJC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 z 

(646) 435-0300 n (21 2) 558-5500 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES A. ROBINETT, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

. ̂̂  

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

ey for Plaintitts 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-6638AN 

{ NO0901 66-1 ] 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Plaintiffs, I 
- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 
X _______1___---_________r__________l_____---~~~~-----~~---------- 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

m C. Dim Halou os, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, QCT 2 6 ? O f f  

C0LW-Y CLEHK'S 

OCT 0 7 2 0 1 ~ E W  YoRK 



SUPMME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WILLIS GAVIGAN 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, si 

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

Index No. 02- 1 10269 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

:d 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 co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

By: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant, 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fou 
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, 

Buffalo, NY 14202 
) I 853-8100 

R 

SO ORDERED, 

13595928.1 



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

X NYCAL _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ f _ f t _  

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

This Document Relates to: 
Lucy Waldron, Individually and as 

Index No.: 110319/02 

Executrix for the Estate of Weslie 
Waldron, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

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

Defendants. I 
-X I 

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

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 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: BrookJrNew Yo;;ll 

LEFW'S OFFfCE han Alvarado, Esq. 2- Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Lucy Waldron,  Individually and M a r i o  & DiBono Plastering Co. 
as Executrix f o r  the  Estate of Inc. 
Weslie Waldron 177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York, New York 1000 718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

ur File No.: 10924-1 

So Ordered: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOSEPH S. COLLESANO, 

X -------------------___1__111_____1_1____------------------------ 

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

Index No. 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTTON & ORDER 

1 1 07 1 7/02 
Plaintiffs, 

- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, NY 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant > 

1. 700 Broadway 320 East 53rd Street, Suite lOgk" . $'""I* 

(2 12) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 ,,,i I r & i'd\\ 

:,w LM New York, New York 10022 fed 

$>L, t :, 

cou~N CLERKS 
NEW yoRK SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry KleinMeitler 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
r_____l - - - -____l r r___________l_r__l l____-  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 10776102 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

__--___I________-- - -_____l l___l_______lr-  x 
This Document Relates To: 

Faro P. Wale 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

with prejudice and without costs. 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.0000 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

v. 1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES A. ROBTNETT, 
X ________________________________1__11___------------------------ 

Index N o . G O G >  
Plaintiffs, 1268 12/02 

1 10269/02 
- against - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

C. Din0 HaIoul& Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners Weitz & Luxenberg 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherrwein-HeitIcr 

OCT 2 6 2011 



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

GEORGE HENRY BISHOP, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index N < ? r s  
6965102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONXTE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

(646) 435-0300 F I L E D . \  (212) 558-5500 

PA, 
j \  

SO ORDERED, OCT 2.6 1011 
' I,,,- 

C O U N ~  CI.C.fiK'S OFFICE 
NEW YUfjK 



- against - 

THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

f 

P 

C. Din0 Halo&, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendanv 

New York, New York 10022 
E D  Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 320 East 53rd Street, Suilte 100 1 3 1  

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 QGi  : 6 23ilt 

SO ORDERED, 
COUNIY C1LICIK'S OFFICE- 

NEW YOHK 
."  



I c 

Index qF 
4/04 

, "  

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 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. N Y  10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York. New York IO0 17 
Our File No. 0 5 3 F f I  E 

OCT 2 6 2041 SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
O C T O 7 # ~ Y O ~  

47073 1 ov. I 



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

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

NYCAL 

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

Ronald G. Pepperday 

Index &Z?z 
1 1 1254104 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
OFtDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York n 

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

SO ORDERED, 
OCT 2 6 2flV 

New York, New York 10017 
212-490-3000 
Our File No.: 06 

4705520~. 1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X l _ r _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ 3 r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

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

Augustine P. Massello 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant RSCC WIRE & CABLE LLC, f/Wa ROCKBESTOS- 

SURPRENANT CABLE COW, s/h/a ROCKBESTOS WIRE & CABLE CO., individually 

and as successor to and/or also known as The Rockbestos Company, Cerro Wire & Cable 

Co., Inc. and Rockbestos-Surprenant Cable Corp. (hereinafter RSCC WIRE & CABLE 
LLC) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant RSCC WIRE 

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

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: *E// k G I I l  

.-- 
Kush Shukla, Esq. 
WILENTZ GOLDMAN & SPITZER 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7* Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

New York, New York 100 17 
File No.: 07696.00432 Qcl 2 6 

a.uNT\( CLERKS OFF'& 
HEW vow SO ORDERED, 

4721529~. I 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
-_ l___ - -_ l____ l_ -"_____r___ l____________-  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Charles E. French 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

__-___"l__l"__r-ll___-l-l----lrl-l-l-lr-~ x 

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

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

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

PjfiL E interest to Anaconda 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street' 
New York, New York loa0 J 2 6 2 0 1 ~  

Our File No. 07536.@@@ITY CLERKS 
NEW YoRK 

2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 

OCTO72011 
4733878v.l 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York I L E D  
OCT 2 6 2011 

COUN ~y CLERK'S OFFICE 
:,HEW YORK 

C. Dino Haloulbx Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff' 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
Index No.: 112587/02 

Defendant( s). : 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

9 \  a-\ ,2011 

700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: Howard H. Haberer I 

Attorneys for 
Ford Motor 

New York, New Yor&60% 
600 Third Avenue 6 2u\\ 

0 

SO ORDERED: 



RICHARD K. GEARY, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., 

lndexNo. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY , INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

D 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10O22 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 OCT 2 6 2311 (212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

CQCPNT'y CLERKS o ~ ~ ~ ~ g  
YOt+K 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/4/f ,2011. 

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners Weitz & Luxenberg 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 558-5500 n ,  (646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

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

Milton Earl Cherry 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

4/6/zal I 
-NU<\ d<ifowit;L, €? I Julie R. Evans, Esq. 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, N Y  10003 

4 7063 2 I v I 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

I 

I Dated: New York, New York 

r 

C. Dino Haloul>s, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 ".a 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

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

32 1 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 



e - - -  - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

x 

WHEREFORE, defendant MCCORD CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a MCCORD 
CORPORATION, Individually and as successor in interest to A.E. CLEVITE, INC. and 
J.P. INDUSTRIES (herein after "MCCORD CORPOFUTION"), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against MCCORD CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

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

Weitz & Luxen 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

McCO 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New Yor 

Our File No.: 06507.01 16@ 1 6 2011 2 12-490-3000 

4705515v.1 



c 

3ERALD E. ALLEN and SHIRLEY L. ALLEN, : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 

Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

-against- 

A.C. and S. INC., et al., 
Index No.: 113276/02 

Defendant(s). : 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

rn\\S- ,2011 

T FENSTEIN & 
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: Gerald E. Allen and Shirley L. 
Allen 600 Third Avenue 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 

New York, New York 100 16 
T: 212-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 F I L E D  

QCT 2 6 2011 SO ORDERED: 

1036886~. I 



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

X __l_r---_________-__I___________________---------l---------~~--- 

WILLIAM J. BERTON, 

32771 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 
IndexNo* e Plaintiffs, 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER THE OKONITE COMPANY, NC,,  

Defendant. 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

1 (212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

(-JCT 2 6 ?@I1 
SO ORDERED, 

C Q U N ~  GLEHK'S QFFlCE 
NZW YORK 

0 7 2011 
,"I 

/' 

, ,  



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

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

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

32 1 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

<*a@, 
C. ino Haloulo , Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 I D P '  (212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

OCT 2 6 2091 

C O U N n  CLEHK'S OFFICE 
OCT 0 72011 NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kkn-Heitler 

43 5-0300 

QC'b 0 7 

I L E D  
OCT 2 6 2011 a 4 

20 tdOUluTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 1 Index.- 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SHIRLEY RIDDELL, AS ADMINISTRATRIX ; 345102 
FOR THE ESTATE OF DONALD RIDDELL, 
AND SHIRLEY RIDDELL, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- \ MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Tnc., with prejudice 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. E D  m @ $  
t4 

CLERKS OFFICE 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Donald Riddell 
Wm'rz & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571 -0652 B 

(N0042173-1) 



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

Index No.: 113565/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

DONALD RIDDELL, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: ct/ 1 I ,2011 
New York, New Y z k  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG,P.C. SEGAL, McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 11 0 
New York, NY 10022 i (212) 558-5500 

i I  (212) 651-7500 I 

SO ORDERED, fl 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SHIRLEY RIDDELL, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF DONALD RIDDELL, 
AND SHIRLEY RIDDELL, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 1 13565/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: T\law York, New York 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGBR, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

/ A  41 7 
\ w\ 

Estate of Donald Riddell 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 // (212) 558-550U 

/New York, Nkw York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 1 
Hon. Sherry Kl& fleitler 

45448488 

(N0090166-1) 



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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

New York, New 
(646) 435-0300 

York 1 

COUN'TY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YQRK 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, XNC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

- 
C. Dino H a l o b ,  Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Dekndant 

New York, New York 10022 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 320 East 53rd Street, Suite 10%: : Ea 
New York, NY 10003 L-3?p9 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, ’ 

Hon. S h e s l e i n - H e i t l e r  



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X r_ll---r_"l___"----_____________________- 

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

Index Nm 
Ralph Colon 

u 
NO OPPOSITION 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, flew Yo 

SO ORDERED, 

4706357v. I 

Our File No.[05335.00001 
OCT 2 6 2061 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

Index No.: 114013/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ELMER ALBERICO, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: 7/17 ,2011 
New York. New York e Jennifer L. Budner, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

1 
U E D  

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

W 2 6 2011 4 
1 

SO ORDERED, Y CLERKS OF- 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler NEW YORK 



- against - 

THE OKONlTE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attornevs for Plaintiff 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan 
Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Brdadway 
New York, NY 10003 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 OCT 2 6 2011 

(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 
> ,  

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICF 
NEW YORK 1 



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

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

i IndexNo.: 

i 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN M. FAGAN, AS THE EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF JOHN J. FAGAN AND JOAN 
M. FAGAN, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, 

,201 1 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

k, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25555R 

{ NO042 173-1 1 



A N D E W  S. NEER, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, NC., 

Defendant. 

Index No. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, WC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

x Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 1002 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 k 

3 ,  F I L E D  (212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

QCT 2 6 2811 
~ U N T Y  CLEHKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 0 7 2011 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARGARET STERNER AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF DONALD L, STERNER AND i 
MARGARET STERNER, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEEFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, N York 
,201 1 4 

JQ%b&QhL= 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Donald L. Sterner 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO042 173-1 } 

2571-0653AS 

OCT 0 ~ 2 0 1 1  



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

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

\ Index No, 114999/0 a THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROLINE K. FREDERICK, INDIVIDUALLY ! 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOHN RONALD FREDERICK, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs, 

7 201 1 
OCT 2 6 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of John Ronald Frederick 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Y ork, New Y ork 10004 ew York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-65484 

CN0080939-I } / 



b 

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.) 

i Index No. 114999/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROLINE K. FREDERICK, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOHN RONALD FREDERICK, 

0 
Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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. L E D  
QCT 2 8 zof j  

. .  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of John Ronald Frederick 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

(N0080939-I } 

1122-4202 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROLNE K. FREDERICK, INDIVIDUALLY \ 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOHN RONALD FREDERICK, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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. E D  

~~4~~ @I 
Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of John Ronald Frederick 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
1235-3730 

N0080939- I } QCT 0 7  2071 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
- 

THS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROLINE K. FREDERICK, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOHN RONALD FREDERICK, 

Plaintiffs , 

-against- 

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

NYCAL 
I.AS. 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 $ 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. 

, 201 1 

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

’ L  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of John Ronald Frederick 
W m z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0042173-1 

2383-2566OC 

OCT 0 7  2011 



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

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, 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, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

D :  
1 
1 OCT 2 6 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 1 

- 
SO ORDERED, 



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

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INCa 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/O/< ,2011. 

Frank-sq.- - \ . =Ai&=-- C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 1 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 

~. 5-2 

700 Broadway 320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 ,, , #g 
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 0 7 2011 



Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC,, 

Index No. 7571/0 e 
NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party 

Dated: New York, New York 

C. Dino Halouh,  Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
Attorneys for Defendant i 

New York, NY 10003 New York, New Yark 10022 ! 

PI$ inrl Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 u v f  2 5 ZDf'S ! 

a u ~ 1 y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

NEW YORK 

8 ~ 

"sy- 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



ROBERT H. LA GOE, , 
Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index N 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
h//$ ,2011. 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 fECT 2 6 2011 
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

/ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry ti[ieM-Heitler 

OCT 07 2011 

CQtJNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
W W  YORK 



, . . .  
C” 

HOAGLAND, LOW00 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DQUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNSWIEK, NJ 

SOUTHJERSEY - -- 

SUTE 202 
HAMMONTON NJ 

701 wrsws  MILL RV 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MARY LOU LA GOE, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of ROBERT H. LA GOE, and MARY LOU LA GOE, 
Individually, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 117995-02 

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. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

WENDY R. KAGAN, ESQ. c/ 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Go. 
40 Paterson Street I PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

.. -. . . . . . 

WZOj20lj 
SAMUEL MEIROWIT~SQ.  
WEITZ g, LUXENBERG,-LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Mary Lou La Goe, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of Robert H. La Goe, and Mary Lou La 
Goe, Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 , 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

i F I L E D ! :  
McCullough Ginsberg Montano & P m g s  2 6 ~~~~ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 

GOu~-yy CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O K  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LAWRENCE D. ROOKEY AND PATRICIA A. 
ROOKEY, 

i 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT : MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., NC. ,  et al,, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Lawrence D. Rookey and Patricia A. Rookey 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

w York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

4546550AI 

{ NO0901 66-1 ) 



- against - 

THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party 

Dated: New York, New York 
/o/< ,2011. 

cd C. Dino Haloulo , Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New Yor F0VL E D (212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 
OCT 2 6 2011 

COUN7Y CLERK'S OFRCE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ c _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ ~  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Eric Dreimiller 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- x  

WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSWN INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co,, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

n 

SO ORDEED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4729902v.1 

MOSKOWITZ, 

interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Stre 
NewYork,New& &Oh E D 
2 12-490-3000 



Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

'I 

C. Dino Haloulos~Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

F I L E D  3 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 1 

OCT 2 6 2011 4 i (212) 558-5500 I 

SO ORDERED, 
~ U N T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and CFOSS claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, JNC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

e C. Din0 Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street 
New York, New Yo 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff( s), 
-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 119370-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al, 
Defendants, 

-,,-.,,,-,,,,,,*-,,,-"----------"--~~-x 

- - - -  WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITTCOWORATION f;wa JTT INDUSTRIESJNC., - _ _  - . 

sued herein as "BELL & WSSETT CO.," and its past and present parents, affiliates and 

subsidiaries and its predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns 
("Defendant"), hereby request Summary Judgment in the aboveatitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Scction 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 
Defendant with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that up00 notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against Defenht,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Signed by Defendant: June 1,201 1 

Signed by Pldntift LD +t.-hgr a\ , 2 0 ~  
\ 

Mar Bibro,Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue, ZO* F1. 
New York, New York 10017 
(2 12) 986-223 3 

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC 
Attorneys €or Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
7" Floor 
New Yark, NY 10 105 

+ 
12) 548-2100 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E Q 
OCT 2 6 3,011 

CI.k.RK'S OFFICE 
NEW 



WILLIAM J. BERTON, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index N<$- 
277102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant 'THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

QCT 2 6 2811 

NEW YORK 
C O U N ~  CLERK'S OFFiCE 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 0 'I 2011 



WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

r C. Dino Haloulos, 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Pakners 
Attorneys for Defendant 

New York, New York 
320 East 53rd Street, S 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 D 
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

OCT 2 6 2011 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler NEW YORK 



MATTHEW D. ZUREK and STELLA ZUREK, : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 

Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

-against- 
Index No.: 122434102 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : 

Defendant(s). : 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby requests summary judgment 
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 
complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7 \ \ 5  ,2011 

N RAPPAPORT FENSTEIN & 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: Matthew D, Zurek and Stella 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 

Zurek 
-~ 

600 Third Ave 
New York, N e p k  lbl 
T: 212-593-67 

1036867~. 1 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 123970/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

I'riurK. Zhh E. 
OILER WORKS 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14t" Floor 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, New 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

". 

SOORDERED, , 

Hon. 



P 1 aint i ff( s ) , 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 123970/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice. 

and therc being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, TNC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudicc and 

without costs. A 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

- CLEAVEFL~ROOKS, IN 
Barry McTieman & Mo 
2 Rector Street, 14t” Floor 
New York, New Y O I @ Q ~ ~ ~ ~ , ~ N  VOW 

G L E ~ ~ s  afsfle 

(212) 313-3600 

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: 

DAMIANO QUATTROCCHI, : T.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff( s), 

X ___________________I1______________11__1~-~-~-------------------- 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 123970-02 
-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests suinniary judgment in the 

above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff7s complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

78hR 6 fl;chWhJ, &S$. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



a 

H O A O W ,  LONGO 
MQRAN. WNST 8 
DWKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NQRTW JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 180 
NNVBRWNWK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL FID 
SUITE 202 
WMMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES R. COSBEY, AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR 
THE ESTATE OF JOAN M. COSBEY AND 
CHARLES R. COSBEY, INDIVIDUALLY 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-124444 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: lO-S-l\ New York, New York 

WENDY R. KAGAN, 
HOAGLAND, 
DUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 1 
Charles R. Cosbey, as Administrator for the 
Estate of Joan M. Cosbey and Charles R. 
Cosbey, Individually 
700 Broadway 

lr € D 
! 



I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X __- - - - -____ 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 

I 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
I50 East 42"d Street 
New York, N p t  f f ~ E  D 
Our File No. 335. 0 

OCT 2 6 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK d+" 

"," , 

470633 I v.  I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WILLIAM J. SWANSON, 

X ________________________llll_ll_l___l__r------------------------ 

X ____________________Ill____l__l__rlf__r_------------------------ 

Index No. 125907/02 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION & ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a1 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/b&, 20 1 1. 

co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 

C. Din0 Haloul&, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant zm 

320 East 53'd Street, S u i t h O  
New York, New York 40022 

OCT 2 6 2011 > I  

COUNTY CLERK'S O ~ G E  
NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _-_----_---___l___-l_l_r_l_r_l______el_r-  

This Document Relates To: 

Ralph Colon NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
NewYork,NewYo 10 7 
Our File No.~05335.00001 

F I L E D  
OCT 2 6 2011 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

4706357~ .  I 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, NY 10003 

C. Dino Haloaos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 

e, 700 Broadway 320 East 53rd Street, Suite 10 
New York, New York 10022 :: 

(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 " 3 T  2 6 21511 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 



- against - 

THE OKONlTE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

New York, N? 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, New 
(646) 435-0300 

, I  

SO ORDERED, 

York 10022 

F I L  
OCJ 2 6 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



WILLIS R, GAVIGAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No 
1 10269/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party 

Dated: New York, New York 

cn.a7/ C. Dino Haloul , Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

(646) 435-0300 n (212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN E: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIS R. GAVIGAN, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N o e  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: Ne York New York 4/27 -2011 

Attomey for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Willis R. Gavigan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3454 

SO ORDERED, 

454-6638V 

(NOOYO166-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S.Part30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIS R. GAVIGAN, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
! NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. & S., JNC., et al., 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 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 w York, New York 4!- z 7 ,2011 
I L E D  

FFICE 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25692U 

OCT 0 7 20lli 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES A. ROBINETT, 

X ll_-lr--------__----Il_r_r____f_________------------------""---- 

X _------c__-rr__r__------------------""--------------~----------- 

68 12/02 
IndexNo* P 1 269/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONJTE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

320 Eas; 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I . A S  Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexN 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES A. ROBINETT, 1 10269/02 
C(i-zZ& 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
\ NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants, j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,201 1 

ey for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENRERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Co. James A d  A. Robinett .I' 

sq- 
Attorney for Defendant 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

4544638AN 

(NO0901 66-1 ) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York F I L E D  
QCT 2 6 2011 

P D*b/ ~ L E R K ' S  OFFICE 
C. Dino Halouh,  Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

NEW YORK 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

(646) 435-0300 

V 

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler OCT 0720 11 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 
9 / 2 7  ,2011 

By: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
1 80 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 

40 Fountain Plaza, S 
Key Towers at Fount 

Buffalo, NY 14202 
16) 853-8100 

(212) 558-5500 

OCT 2 6 2011 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler NEW YORK 4 

13595928.1 



- against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 
X ................................................................ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

CL& 
C. Din0 Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 700 Broadway 

Hon. Sherry KleiA-Heitler 

QCT 2 6 2011 
I 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 1 : 
NEW YQRK 



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.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SHIRLEY RIDDELL, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF DONALD RIDDELL, 
AND SHIRLEY RIDDELL, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & $., INC., et a/., 
Defendants. j 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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, a11 claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., .be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. wF* bLl ? 

Rbbert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-0652B 

(N0042173-I } 



SUPREME COURT OF TIlE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 127406/2002 

FRANK ;LIONASTER0 md CAROLINE 
MONASTERO, 

Plninti Iff, 

- against - 
A.0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et d,, 

De fendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
S U;Mh.1ARY JU DGBIENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, defendant CUMMWS, MC., dhla CLJMlNS ENGINE 

COMPANY, NC., hereby requests summary judgment in the abovwntitkd case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against dufendunt CLMMINS, INC., s/h/a CUIvIMNS ENGINE COMPANY, MC. with 
prejudice, and there being 110 opposition thereto, 

OIWERED, that upon noticc to all ca-dcfcndnnts, 4 1  claims rind cros claims 

against defendant CUMMINS, WC., s/h/a CUMMINS ENGINE COMPANY, TNC. be, 
and the same arc hereby, dismissed with prejudice wmd without costs. 

I 

SINGER Sr BLUIONEY, LID. 
Attorneys for Dofenclmt 
COMh.IMS, MC., ma CUhlMINS 
ENGINE COMPANY, INC. 
850 ' l l h c l  Avenue, Suite I 100 

New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 

2456442 

F I L E D  
OCT 2 6 2011 

WUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 127406/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

F M N K  MONASTERO, 
Plaintiff@), 

- against - 
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEE-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, 

ORDEFLED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: f$J ,2011 
New York, New York 

p p  P 

,> 
-”*. Je er L. Budner, Esq. 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 F I L E D .  850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

OCT 2 6 20” 
SO ORDERED, 

NEW YQRK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
___l___ll___-__l__r_l----r---_-l-----_-l- X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates To: 

William D. Pulverrnacher and Carol Pulvermacher, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a 
“CARRIER CORPORATION as successor in interest to BRYANT HEATING & 
COOLING SYSTEMS’’ (hereinafter “CARFUER CORPORATION”) hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants CARRIER CORPORATION with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Dated: 9 \ \ S  \ \ \  

Frank Weitz * Ortiz, & Luxenberg, Esq. P.C. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

New York, New 

File No. 10557.00 
2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

463979Xv.l 



SWREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN lW NEW YORK COUNTY 
X "_l_r_--r____ll_l__r_____l_l l_____l_r___- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates To: 

William D. Pulverrnacher and Carol Pulvermacher, 

IndexNo: 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant S.W. ANDERSON SALES CORP. hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants S.W. ANDERSON SALES COW. with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants S.W. ANDERSON SALES CORP., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: q\\s \ 1\ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

File No. 11227.000 

C 
SO ORDERED, 



MARTIN PARDES and EVELYN PARDES, 

I 

Plaintiff (5) , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, &., 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. ) 

00/119373 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUD-NT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

yn, New York 

y f o r  Defendant Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
ONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
Montague Street New York, NY 10003 Q 

(212) 558-5500  f@\LE Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

fJc1 2 6  20" 
SO ORDERED, 

\ 

i 



** 

H O k O W ,  LOW0 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
WUKAS, LLP 

PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTHJERSEY 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES R. COSBEY, AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR 
THE ESTATE OF JOAN M. COSBEY AND 
CHARLES R. COSBEY, INDIVIDUALLY 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.. ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 03-101 129 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New York, New York 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: - 

* ATTHE PARK, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. I 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Charles R. Cosbey, as Administrator for the 
Estate of Joan M. Cosbey and Charles R. 
Cosbey, Individually 

I / I  

SHERRNL~IN 

QCT 0 12Ola 
OCT 

L E D  
2 6 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



* 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _ r r r _ _ _ _ _ _ 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 
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 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC \A 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

f 

SO ORDERED, 

A.W.CHEST RTO COMP Y 
1 5 0 E ~ t 4 2 ~ ~ F ! ! 6  11 E D 
New York. NewtYork 1 17 

4710548v.l 



FI*W k Fraccalvicri 

Plaintiffs, 

NYCAL 
IAS Part 30 
(Heitlcr, J.) 

hidex N e  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUKIGhl KN'T 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WNEREIWKE, 13cfcndillit, Foster Wlioulcr, LLC, hereby rcqucsts summary judgriient 111 the 

abuvc-cniitlcd caw,  pursuan t  to Civil Prlrcticc Ltiw and R u l e s  Section 32 12, diumissing pluintifl's 

cornplaint agaiiist Defc17dm1r, Fostor Wheeicr, LLC, with prejudice, and Ihcrc bcirig 110 opposition tlicreto, 

i t  is hcrcby 

ORI)EIIED, rim upon notice to all co-dcfcndants, all claims and cross-claims against Defendant, 

FCISIW Whcelcr, LLC', bc and the s m e  tire hcrcby dismissed with prejudice and w i t h o u t  GQS~S. 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

c* 
C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  it'' (646) 435-0300 

QCT 26 2011 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - -__-- - - - - l -_ l_"_"________l______lr____-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates To: Index No: 

Ronald G. Pepperday NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant MCCORD CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a MCCORD 
COWORATION, Individually and as successor in interest to A.E. CLEVITE, INC. and 
J.P. INDUSTRIES (herein after "MCCORD CORPORATION"), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against MCCORI) CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
MCCORD COWORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York n 

Weitz Luxenbe& P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

New York, New York 100 17 

Our File No.: 06 7.01 5 FI D 212-490-3000 

QCT 2 6 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

Coj!Jl'!;i:Y C;LERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

4705520~. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Ronald G. Pepperday 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs . 

Dated: New York, New York 

I 
i €59 . 

WEITZ & LUXEN~ERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY IO003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 4Znd Street 
New York, New York IO01 7 
Our File No. 0 5 3 r f l  1. E 

OCT 2 6 2041 SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
Q C T 0 7 8 N Y O R K  

47073 IOv. I 



SUPREME CLURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

JAMES G. KUTKUHN and BARBARA L. 
KUTKUHN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

"against- 

Index No.: 11 1957104 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.W. CHESTERTON, et. ai., 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BIRD INCORPORATED hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendants, BIRD INCORPORATED with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

BIRD INCORPORATED be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

&t M QL 
Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
BIRD INCORPORATED 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-1 
Manasquan, New Je F47k E New York, New York 10036 

(732) 528-8888 
I 
i r  < \ (212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 
Judge Sherry Klein Heitler 



WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

C. Din0 Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10 $\LED 
OCT 2 6  20'l 

Ty <;L\*\{p?S  ow^;^ 
Sherry Klein-Heitler COUN NEw~ORK 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED 

,0003 

Hon. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF N N  Y6RK 

R 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MARILYN PLOECKELMANN, Individually 
and as Administratrix to the Estate of SIDNEY 
WILLIAM PLOECKELMANN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

Index No,: 114369104 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BIRD INCORPORATED hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendants, BIRD INCORPORATED with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. + 
Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
BIRD INCORPORATED 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor 
New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

Manasquan, (732) 528-8888 New pPBEED 
OCT 2 6 2011 

SO ORDERED, 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
l--________l_l_l_____--l--l--ll-------l-- X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1,A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates To: 

Gerald Elmont Allen NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant MCCORD CORPORATION, incorrectly &/a MCCORD 
CORPORGTION, Individually and as successor in interest to A.E. CLEVITE, INC. and 
J.P. INDUSTRIES (herein after "MCCORD CORPORATION"), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against MCCORD CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
MCCORD CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

New York, New Yor 

Our File No.: 06507.01 16DC' ' 
2 12-490-3000 >. 6 ;'$\\ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

47055 15v. 1 



Raymond J. Farrell 

- .. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N o m  

125779199 

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 
\I< \ I\, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

ON COMPANY 
150 East 42”d Street 
N e w Y o r k , N e w Y o f P O q 7 L  E P I 

Our File No. 05335. 001 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY Z.A.S. Part 30 
-X NYCAL _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f l - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f _ _ _ _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - I I - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _  

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 115803/05 
Raymond J. Farrell and Carole A. 
Farrell , 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X __________________-I_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 i 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a11 claimi 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co 

Inc., be dismissed w i t h  prejudice and without c o F . 1  L 
n, New York 

Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
M a r i o  & DiBono Plastering C o .  
I nc .  
177 Montague Street 

k-lyn, New York 11201 

azquez, Esq. 
Luxenberg , P . C . 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Raymond J. F a r r e 1 1  and Carole 
A .  F a r r e l l  
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  
Our File No.: 10924-2210 

So Ordered: 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



MERLE G. BURGIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC,, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street, Suite 10 
New York, New York 10022 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

(646) 435-0300 
n 

(212) 558-5500 
I 

SO ORDERED, / 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



\ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY j NYCAL _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROLINE K. FREDERICK, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOHN RONALD FREDERICK, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 Y rk New York /?$q ,2011 

(Attorney for t f e n d a n t  
Courter & Co pany, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of John Ronald Frederick 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1122-4202 

QCT 0 7 2011 
{ N0080Y39-I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROLlNE K. FREDERICK, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOHN RONALD FREDERICK, 

j I.A.S, Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 11 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

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. 

,201 1 

I .  

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of John Ronald Frederick 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York New York 10003 

( 2  12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
1235-3730 

(N0080939-1} QCT 0 7 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROLINE K. FREDERICK, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOHN RONALD FREDERICK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., etal., 
Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2011 

.. 
U 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Y ork, New Y ork 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of John Ronald Frederick 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO0421 73-1 } 

2383-2566OC 

OCT O ' I  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NE.W YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROLINE K. FREDERICK, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOHN RONALD FREDERICK, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., NC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yor , N w York qy ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of John Ronald Frederick 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-6548Q 

(N0080939-1) 



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: 
Donna Marie Michalski, Individually and 
as Executrix for the Estate of Martin 
Michalski Sr., 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 1 0 0 0 2 1 / 0 7  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario 6 

DiBono Plastering C o .  Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all c l a i m s  

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

D Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without co 

oĉ T p 6 2611 

~ ~ ~ ~ . ; ; O F F ~ C I  

ustin M. Tafe, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Donna M a r i e  Michalski, M a r i o  & DiBono Plastering C o .  
I n d i v i d u a l l y  and a s  Executrix Inc .  
for t h e  E s t a t e  of M a r t i n  177 Montague Street 
Michalski  Sr. Brooklyn, New York 11201 

New York, New York .File No.: 10924-6327 

So Ordered: 

700 Broadway, 6th F1 718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

C3CT 0 7 2011 Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

x __"______1"______~_---__~~-----~~~~---_~~~-----~~~----"--------- 

ANDREW S. NEER, 

Plaintiffs, 
107404/02 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53'd Street. Suite 100 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 



4 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 190145/09 

ANDREW J. VENIER AND PATRICIA VENIER, ! 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

GENEERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, er al. 1 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, New York Protective Coverings, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled cast, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff$ complaint against defendant, New York Protective Coverings, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, New York Protective Coverings, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

- 
Kwar~n M.Cook, Esq. 
Attorracy for Defesdwnt 
New York Protective Coverings Andrew J. Venier and Patricia Venier 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Yo* New York 10004 

WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPI?zER, P.A. 
1 10 William Street, 26th Floor 
New York, New York 10038-3901 

(212) 509-3456 

I .  

SO ORDERED, 



---+.*a Y -  *.-.. ..-I-- 
INRE: NEwYoRKcouNTY : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LlTIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS To: 

ANDREW J, VENIER AND PATRICIA VENIER, ! 

i 1,A.S. Part 30 
i (Hcitler, J,) 

i IndexNo.: 190145/09 

Plaintiffi, f NO OPPOSITION 
is-YJuDGMENT 

-against- !- 
I * 

GENEERN, ELECTRIC COMPANY, et al. 

Defenda.uk f 

WHEREFORE, defendant, New York Protective Coverings, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above mtitle8 w e ,  pursmt to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dimkin g 

plainti&’ complaint against defendant, New York Protective Coverings, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, New York Protective Coverings, be and the same are hereby dismissed with Prejudice 

and without costs. F I L E Q  
Dated: New Yo& New York OCT ? 6 2011 

2011 

-!, Attorney for D e f w  

New Yo& Protective Coverings 
M C G m  &KLUGE& P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Yo& New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

w, GOLDMAN & SPKER, P.A 
110 william streat, 26thFloor 

Ymk 10038-3901 

SO ORDERED, 

Q 7 2011 

http://Defenda.uk


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COWTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

In re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THOMAS WILLIAMS 

r -  

Index No: 190350/09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

WHEREFURE, defendant, Pass & Seymour, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Pass & 

Seymour, 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 Pass 

& Seymour, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice AND without costs. 
A 

WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & &TZER 

Kevin d. Berry, Esq. 
Attorneys f i r  Phintgs 
110 William Street - 26‘h Floor 
New Yark, New York 10038-3901 
Telephone: (2 12) 267-3091 

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Pass & Seymour, Inc. 
1 SO0 AXA Tower I - 100 Madison Street 
SyTacuse, New York 13202 
Telephone: (3l5J56j-4500 



* 
\ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190363/09 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GERALD MOORS AND JOAN MOORS, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., ; 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, 0-011-Reynolds Engineering Company, Inc., heret: request 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Croll-Reynolds Engineering 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, Croll-Reynolds Engineering Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

W 

Croll-Reynolds Engineering Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & UUGER,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Gerald Moors and Joan Moors 
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
546 Fifih Avenue, 4" Floor 
New York. New York 10036 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0074257-1) 

1273-0030 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

- X  NYCAL _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ - _ - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. P a r t  30 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
-X - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ - _ - _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: Index No.:190349/09 
WILLIAM E. TURNER, 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - MOTION AND ORDER 

ANCHOR PACKING COMPANY, et al., 

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 cos t s .  

Belluck & Cullen and Dykman LLP 

WILLIAM E. TURNER G o u l d s  Pumps Inc. 
546 Fifth Avenue 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10036 Brooklyn, New York 

Attorneys for Defendant 

'PI L E [ (718) 855-9000 
Our File No.: 6754-10794 

OCT 2 s 2011 

W U N  TY CL.kHK's OFF 
OCT 0 7 ~ Y O R K  

So Ordered: 
K. Heitler 



vs . 

AMERICAN ART CLAY COMPANY,, et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant BASF CONSTRUCTION CHEMICALS, LLC hereby 
requests summary judgment in the above-captioned case pursuant to CPLR Rule 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant BASF CONSTRUCTION CHEMICALS, 
LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
defendant BASF CONSTRUCTION CHEMICALS, LLC, be and the same are hereby 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
September 22,201 1 

GHETTA PARK 
360 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 1001 7 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

39 Broadway, 34th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Tel. No,: (212)-404-5 
Tel. No.: (212)-986-2233 BASF 

SO ORDERED, 



ISUPREME COURT OF THE STAT& OF NEW YORK 

IN= IWWYORKClTY ASBMTOS 
LITIGATION 

NATHANIEL MURRAY, I 
Plaintiff, 

couwry CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

so om-: 



IN RE NEW YORK CiTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION N YCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 

X JUSTICE HEITLER - - - - - - - - . - - - - - - - , . - -_r_________l_________"------~~*~-----"--" . - - - - -  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CARLOS E. SIMMONS 
INDEX NO.: 19006Y I O  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY AJDGMENT 
Zt'i"EDni mi3 "uRDSW 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Sur-Seal Gasket g. Pack!ng, Inc., hereby requests summary 
judgment in the aboveentitled case pursuant to civil praaice :aw arid rules .Section 3212 
dismissing plairitiff's complaint against defendaiit Sur- St?@ Gasket si. Packirrg, m., and 
there being 170 opposition thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claitrs 
agzinst defendant Sur-Seal Gasket & Packing, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed 
wdth prejudice and without costs. 

" .  

546 Fifth Avenue, 4'" Floor 
NE?W York, NY 10136 
Attcmsvs for Waintiff&) Carlos Simmons 

: ' - ?,i\ '.* 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Sur*-Seal Gasket & Packing, /ticA 

"- SO ORDERED: _"-I 

Honorab 



IN RE NEW' YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION N YCAL 
i.AS. PART30 

X JUSTICE HEITLER "- - - -_ . -_r - - - - - -" .1 - - . - - - - - - - - - - - - - -" - - - - - -~ - - . "" - - -" - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CARLO5 E. SIMMONS 
INDEX NO.: 19006U70 

-against - NO OPPOSlTlON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOllON AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Sager corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 
in the above-entitled case pursuant to civil practice law and rules section 3212 dismissirig 
plaintiff's complaint against defendant Sager Corporabon, and there being no opposition 
thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant Sur-Seal Casket & Packing, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 
with wejudice and wirhout costs. 

546 Fifth AvePm,  &' Floor 
New York, NY 1W36 
Attorne ys for .mlaintiiffcs,, Carlos +&sL 

4 9  

DICK/€, M CCAM E Y & CHILCOTE! P. C. 
41 South Haddm Avenue, Suite 5 
Haddonfield, IVJ 08033 

AttOrrieyS for Defendant, Sager Corporation 
f / W a  Sager Glove CorDvration 

(856) 354- 0192 



1 r 

RECEWFD SEP 3 o m SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I I Index No.: 190073/10 
I 
I 
I 
I 

KEIL STERN AND SCOTT STERN AS CO- 
EXECUTORS OF THE ESTATE OF ARNOLD i 

STERN, DECEASED AND SHIRLEE STERN, 
LIVING SPOUSE SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

NO OPPOSITION 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
Plainti ff(s), I 

-against- 

I 
I 

ABS POWER BRAKE, INC., et al., 
I Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Sterling Decor Concept, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Sterling Decor Concept, Inc., with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross cl 

Sterling Decor Concept, Inc., be and the same are 

r 

Michele J. dittlernan, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Sterling Decor Concept, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Arnold Stern couNTy 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Fl. 
New York, New York 10036 

OFF'" 

p@r4 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 0 7 2011 
{NOMS927- 1 ] 

27064002 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ I _ _ _ _ _ I - _ _ _ _ _ - - c r _ _ - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190082/10 

Paul Crane and Arlene Crane 

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 CORPORATION be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

/m 
New York, New York 10036 

New York, New York 100 17 
2 12-490-3000 
File No. 105$7.009 

t 



f, 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
X - - - - - - - - - -_____________________l l l f__f  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X I - - f - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 
DONALD CONROY and BARBARA CONROY, Index No.: 190138/10 

Plaintiffs, NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. 
----x . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

PFIZER, INC. , 

Third-party Plaintiff, 

-against- 

CUSHMAN & WAKEFIELD, INC. , 

Fourth-Party Plaintiff, 

-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et a l . ,  

OFFICE 
WHEREFORE, fourth-party defendant Spence En&@i&’?!&#”&~ Inc. , 

NE 
s /h / a  Spence Engineering Co., Inc., Individually and as Successor 

to Nicholson Steam Trap (’Spence”) , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 83212, dismissing fourth-party plaintiff‘s 

Fourth-Party Complaint against Spence, with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 



with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
September 15, 2011 

for Fourth-Party 

Plaintiff Spence Engineering Co., I n c . ,  
Cushman & Wakefield, Inc .  s /h /a  Spence Engineering Co., 
101 Eisenhower Parkway Inc.  ( I n d i v i d u a l l y  and a s  
Roseland, NJ 07068 Successor t o  Nicholson S t e a m  

Trap) 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 
(718) 855-9000 

So Ordered: 

le No.: 11040-125 

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 

OCT 0 7 2011 



54765- 321579 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVI! YORK 
CQUNTY OF NEW YORK 

--against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOllON AND ORDER JAY INSTRUMENTS & SPECIALTY, INC., e t  a!. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Jay instruments 8r Specimy, Inc., /weby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case pursuant to civil Dractice law and rules 
Section 32 12 dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Jay Instruments & 
Specialty, InC., and there being no opposition thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defmd3nt Jay Instruments & Spedalry, lnc., be and the same are hereby 
dismissccr with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: < 2'1 / I (  

I '  i ::" ,>(]]] 

Fifth Avenuz, 4" FIOot- 

Attorneys for PlaintiKfs) Ron 
and D ~ i 7 s  KZY Dummitt 

--l__l-IIIIIc----- - --_c- 

Rob C. TonoGbanua, Esquire 
DICKIE, M CCAMEY & CHILCOTE, P. C. 
41 South Haadon Avenue, suite 5 
Hada'onfield, NJ WU33 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Jay Instruments 8; Specialty, Inc. 

(8561 354- 01 92 

SO ORDERED: 
Honorable Sherry Hein Ueitler 

SO ORDERED: 

0 7 2011 



53691-321443 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION N YCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 

X JUSTICE HNTLER ----l___"______"__l"--------___---I----"-------------------~-~"------- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RONALD W. DUMMITTAND DORIS KAY DUMMITT 
INDEX NO.: 190196/10 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tasco Insulations f/ W a  Asbestos Service Company, 
hereby requests summary judgment in ttie above-entitled case pursuant to  civil practice 
law and rules Section 3212 dismissing plaintiffs complaint agajnst defendant T ~ S C O  
Insulations f /Wa Asbestos sewice Company, and there being no opposition thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all m-defendants, all claims and cross c-laims 
against defendant T a m  Insulatiom f/k/a Asbestos Service Company, be and the Same 
are hereby distriissed with prejudice and without costs 

D a w  43 /2q/5, 

,I :ii l l BellUCk B FOX, LLP 

New York, NY 10036 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4"' FIO 

Attorneys for Plaintiff&) Ron++ 
ana  ori is Kay Dunrmitt 

D ;  

Rob C. Tonoyhai7ua, Esquire 

47 South Haddo17 Avenue, Suite 5 
Haddonfield, mJ 08033 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

DICKIE, MCCAMEY & CHILCOTE, P.C. 

(856) 354- 01 92 

SO ORDERED: 



IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION N YCAL 
1. A. S. PART 30 

X Jl.lST1CE HEITLER ______.__.."_""_-__1_r----------------------""~~-"--~---~-"---"----- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RONALD W, DUMMITTAND DORIS KAY DUMMITT 
t'NDEX NO.: 190196/ I O  

,4gainst - 
SUR-SEAL GASKET 8 PACKING, INC., et a/. 

WHEKEFORE, defendant, Sur-Seal Gasket & Packing, Inc., hereby requests summary 
judgment ii7 the abOV€?-entitled case pursuant to civil piactice law and rules Section 3212 
dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Sur-Scal Gasket 24 Packing, !nc., and 
there being no opposition thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant Sur-Seal Gasket & PacRing, rnc., he artd the same are hereby dismissed 
with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: % / J &  

.- . 

'. I F " ; ; 
I C  . N e w  York, NY 1GO.36 

<A~:(yrIp\/s f p  plRlylI/?yc! *!yWj nl rr)?,??itt 
and Doris Kay Dumrnitt 

-_ 
Rob C. Tonogbanua, Esquire ----f-tt E D 
DICKIE, MCCAMfY 62 CHILCOTEIpP.C. 
41 south Haddon Avenue, suite 5 OCT 2 6 2 ~ 1 1  
Haddonfield, NJ 08853 

Attorneys for Defendant, NEW YORK 
sur-seal Gasket & Packing, Inc. 

(as61 354- 01 92 co u N ' ry !-E 63 K'S OFFICE 



SEP I 9  '1019 

IN RE IVEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION N YCAL 
/.A. S. PART 30 
JUSTICE HEITLER 

INDEX NO.: 190196/10 
RONALD W, DUMMITTAND DORIS KAY DUMMlTl 

-against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Sager Corporation f /k/a Sager Glove Corporation n/Wa 
The Sager Corporation, a dissolved Illinois Corporation, hereby requests summaw 
judgment in the aboveentitled case pursuant to civil practice law and rules Section 3212 
dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Sager Corporation f/ W a  Sager G!ove 
Corporation n/ k/a  The Sager Corporation, a dissolved Illinois Corporatlon, arid there 
being no opposition thereto; 

ORDERED, that w o n  notice to all co-defendanrs, all claims and cross clain7s 
against defendant Sager Corporation f/ k/a Sager Glove Corporation n/Wa The Sager 
Corporation, a dissolved IJiinois Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and withcut costs. 

Bryan Belasky, Esquire 
Belluck 8 FOX, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, a" Floor 
.n!ey: vc)r.Lft PiV y7GYG 
Attorneys for PlaintihW RQnald Dummirt 
and Doris Kay Dummitt 

P ----_--- -____I- 

Hob C. Tonogbarrua, Esquire I 
DICKIE, M CCAhl EY & CHlL COTE, P. c . 0 ~  r 
41 South Haddon Avenue, suite 5 2 6 2011 

SO ORDERED: ------ 



IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION N YCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 

X JUSTICE HEITLER " " _ " - - - - _ _ _ " " _ _ * _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - -  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RONALD W. DUMMITT AND DORIS KAY DUMMITT 
IAWEX NO.: *190196/ I O  

-against - 
NACLE, PUMPS, INC., et ai. 

NO OPPOSlnON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOnllN AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Nagle 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 Nagle Pumps, Inc., and there being no OPpOsitiOn 
thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defend3nt N a g k  Pumps, lnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

6elluck & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4fn Floor 
New York. NY 10036 

-73 c -- f 

Rob C. Tonogbanua, Esquire 

41 South Haddon Avenue, Suite 5 
Haddon field, NJ 08033 

Attorneys for Defendant, Nagle Pumps, Inc, 

NEW ,,oRK DICKIE, MCCAMEY & CHILCOTE, P.C. 

(856) 354- 07 92 

SO ORDERED: 
Hono 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL C O U N T I E S  W I T H I N  NEW YORK CITY 

I N  R E :  NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
X NYCAL ___---llllll-lllll--_-------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X _----_--------------_-------------------- 

T h i s  Document Relates to: Index No.: 190263/10 
EDWARD T. GOOD 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

A . O .  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendan t s .  

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, h e r e b y  requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules S e c t i o n  53212,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

a g a i n s t  defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition t h e r e t o ,  

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice t o  all co-defendants, a l l  claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed w i t h  

prejudice and w i t h o u t  costs. 

Dated: B r o o k 1  

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
E d w a r d  T. Good B u m  ham L LC 
7 0 0  Broadway, 6'h F l o o r  1 7 7  Montague Street 
New York, N e w  York 1 0 0 0 3  Brooklyn, New Y o r k  11201 
212-558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

(718 
Our 

Hon. Sherpy K .  Heitler 



';UPREMI;: COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OE' NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I'HIS DOCUMENT R E F E R S  TO:  

X -_.-___lll_lll_l_l_llIll--______-_--____x 

X 

STEVEN GOOD, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of EDWARD T .  GOOD, 

Plaintiff ( $ 1  I 
-against- 

NATIONAL G R I D  GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et a. , 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

01/120396 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b /a  NATIONAL 

( , r 7 ~ r )  ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued h e r e i n  as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

AJNC T S J , A N D  POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

, :ibove-entitlecJ. case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crr)ss claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby  dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

3 a ~ ~ 2 . d :  E r c ~ k l ; ~ ~ ,  N e w  York 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
ONAL G R I D  GENERATION LLC 7 0 0  Broadway 

17 7 Montayue Street New Y o r k ,  NY 10003 
Y r o o k l y n ,  NY 11201 
('713) 855-9000 F l  ( 2 1 2 )  558-5500 

S O  ORDERED,  

OCT 2 6 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



-against- 
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, 
as Successor by Merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc., 
et al., 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant BWLF, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant, 

BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
i F I L E D  
I* 

OCT 2 6 2011 

< - = = = -  COUNTY CLERKS o ~ C E  
NEW Yam 

Ted Eder, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs MAHONIZY, LTD. 
546 Fifth Ave, 4* Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED, r 
Hon. Sherry Kl& Heitler 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES MARQUSEE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 2010/1902&6 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
(212) 681-1575 

(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, I \  I 

Hon. S h & a e i t l e r  
I 5 

OCT 2 6 2811 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBEsTOS 
LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES MARQUSEE and HELGA 
MARQUSEE, 

Plaintiff(s), 
V. 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPOFUTION, as 
Successor by Merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc., et 
al., 

Index No.: 190286-10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, WEEM MANUFACTURING 

COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, M E E M  MANUFACTURING COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  f '  
4 

Dated: w m  31 I 
New York, New York 

B 6  Belasky, Esq. 
Belluck & Fox, L.L.P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
546 Fifth Ave, 4'h Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

Lisa WPascarella, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Rheem Manufacturing Company 
243JBd6te 34 

(212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 

asquan, New Jersey 08736 



f 

Plain tiffs , 
NO OPPOSITION 

- against - SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

AIR 8 LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
Successor by merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc., 
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., 
Individually and as Successor to Tappan and 
Copes-Vulcan, et al., 

Defendants. 
X _-_---__-““-_-_lrr_-____1______1_______1-----------~-------------”~----- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., 

Individually and as Successor to Tappan and Copes-Vulcan (hereinafter 

“ELECTROLUX”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, ELECTROLUX, with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto. 

claims against defendant, ELECTROLUX, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

-L 
CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ. 
Hodges Walsh Slater LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTSl INC., 
Individually and as Successor to Tappan 
Copes-Vulcan 

Belluck & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4‘h FI 

(212) 681-1575 

White 55 Church Plains, Street, NY 10601 Suite C t E D  
QCT 2 6 2521 

‘ O U N n  CLERKS OFFICE 

Tel: 9 14-385-6000 
Fax: 914-385-6060 

/ 
So Ordered: YORK 

QCT 0 7 2011 



* 

SUPTUEMI? COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES MARQUSEE and HELGA 
MARQUSEE, 

Plaintiff(s), 
V. 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
Successor by Merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc., et 
al.. 

Index No.: 190286-10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BIRD INCORPORATED hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint 

against defendants, BIRD INCORPORATED with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

BIRD INCORPORATED be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Dc7k)ber %B1( 
New York, New York /' d Br an Belasky, Esq. 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4* Floor 
New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 

2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 
BIRD INCORPORATED (1 

Manasquan, New 
(732) 528-8888 



r-3 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

CHARLES MARQUSEE and HELGA 
MARQUSEE, 

Plaintiff(s), 
V. 

Index No.: 190286-10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS QORBORATION, as - 
Successor by Merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc., et 
al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC. fMa AMERICAN STANDARD INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, T U N E  US 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 US INC. fMa AMERICAN STANDARD INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: w r  3, 
New York, New York 

BELLUCK & FOX LLP 
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h Floor 
New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

' 

SO ORDERED, 

z 

BFMATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
TRANE US INC. f/k/a AMERICAN 
STANDARD INC., 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

OCT 0 7 2011 
Judge Sherry Klein Heitler 



, *  '2 " 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE1 NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 

X NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

0 v 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT Tbb Document Appliw TO: : 

AARON RICHMAN, : 
X Index No.: 1902W10 

WHEREFORE, defendant Ewtman Kodak Company hereby requests summary 

judgment In the above-cntitlad case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and R u b  Section 3212, 

dismissin8 plaintiffs' complaint agdnst defendant Eastman Kodak Company With prejudke, 

and them being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and crosmcldms agdnst 

defendant Eastman Kodnk Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed With prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: NewYotk,NewYork 1 
March 17,201 1 

& Fox, P.C. 

&tbn RiElrman 
546 Fifth Avenue. 4" Floor 

so 

Gregg J. B 

61 Broadway, Suite 2820 
New York, NY 10006 New YO&, NY i 0036 

(212) 681-1575 &/ , (212)980-8866fl 

ORDERED, 
Won. Sherry K. Hcitler 



-against- 
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant, 

BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

*- \ 

Theodore Eder, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRJDGE SINGER & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, S . 
New York, New YctgOC#2 L E D 

Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD. 
546 Fifih Ave., 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

1 00 

SO ORDERED, 
c&~,ys 

YORK 



This Document Relates To: 
MANUEL A. CHINEA and JANET M. CHINEA, 
Plaintiff(s), 

Index No.: 190323110 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

ORDER 
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendants, LOWER FIFTH REAL ESTATE COW. with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereo, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

LOWER FIFTH REAL ESTATE COW. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: 
New York, New York 

95- 
Brian Early, Esq. 
EARLY & STRkJSS, LLC 
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20" Floor 
New York, New York 10017 
(212) 986-2233 

Q,ujt;Lab- 
Yael Frieda Bronner, Esq. 
Law Office of Leonard Eli Bronner 
Attorney for Defendant 
Lower Fifth Realty Corp. 
11 1 East Jericho Tpke., 2"d Fl. 
New York, New York 1 1501 



S E P .  2 6 ,  2 0 1 1  9 : 4 4 A M  WEITZLUXENBERG NO, 0730-P. 1 
- 

: 
c 

X w ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ w w 9 - - s ~ s ~ - s ~ 9 ~ - . s ~ 9 ~ - ~ ~ w m ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  

This Document Relates To: Indm NO.: 190327-10 
JANET SASONZ, as Pmolzd Reflreblentative for the Estate 
of ISRAEL SASONI, and JANBT SASONZ, Individually, 

NO QPPQSlTION 

omm 
Phillthqs), SUMMGRY 

-againat- JUDGMENT MOTION AM) 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al, 
Defbndmt, 

mWFORE, Defbda~t, W E m m U S E R  COMPANY, sued herein 
ag ''WEYERHAEUSER CO,", and I& pad md premt parents, al iates  ami aubaidiaries 
and its predecessors md BWC~SIOFS in intaast and its a&mtg, hairs and a s i p  
C'Defendant"), hmby request S m  Judgment in the aboveatitled m e ,  pursuant to 
Civil Ptmtice Law and Rules Section 3212, disrnking pl&W a oornpla.int against 
Defmdmt with pxajudioe, and them b o b  no oppoeition thereto, 

olaims ~ a i n p t  Dsfendmt, be and the same are hereby &missed with prqjudica atld without 

i . Signed by Defmdant: September 16,201 1 

20,lll 

WEITZ & LUDNDERG~ P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 55895500 

so ORDERED, 

7"' Floor 
New York, NY 10105 

212 S'c8-2rSQ 
- (212) 548-2100 

http://oornpla.int


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 190332/10 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION 
WILFRED GOGEL, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plainti ff(s), MOTION 

- against - 
AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 
~ __  

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter ("WEIL- 

MCLAIN") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 
Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same ate hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

11 

: Jennifa L. Budner, Esq. 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 

546 Fif& Avenue, 4* Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
(888) 808-0428 

I '  SINGER dk MABONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant ' nrl 2 6  " 

y v -  - 

Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

New York, NY 10022 
cou~n CLERKS OFF'= 

NEW yORK 

SO ORDERED, 



WIIEREFOQX, defendant, TISHMAN CONSmIJCTION 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 dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: , New York 
,201; 

DANNY KRAFT JR. 
WEITZ & LUXEN 
Attorneys for Plainti 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INCGOUN' *w .qoBK 

KS OFFICE c,-Ep 

I.U. Willets Road 
ertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPKME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK: I.A.S. PART 39 

JOHN CHILAfiSKI and HELEN CHILARSKI, : New York City Asbestos Litigation 
: (NYCAL) 

Plaintiffs, . Index No. 190391/10 
V. 

3M COMPANY, et al., - NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant AEROSPACE PRODUCTS INTERNATIONAL, 

INC. (incorrectly sued herein as “Aerospace Products IntL”) hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant AEROSPACE PRODUCTS INTERNATIONAL, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant AEROSPACE PRODUCTS INTERNATIONAL, N C .  be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: August 8,201 1 
New York, New York 

BRYAN CAVE LLP 

By: 
Daniel P. Waxman 
Jonathan E, Ginsberg 

1290 Avenue of the Americas 
New York, New York 10104 

Attorneys for Defendant Aerospace Products 
International, Inc. (incorrectly sued herein 
as “Aerospace Products Intl. ’7 

(2 12) 54 1-2000 

NAPOLI BERN RIPKA LLP 

By: Kardon Stolman I ! L E D  
QCT 2 6 2011 Richard Thomas 

350 Fifth Avenue 
Suite 74 13 
New York, New York 10 1 18 

Attorneys for Plaintirs 

SO ORDERED: 

~ U N T Y  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK (212) 267-3700 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

1637535.1\(7050267\0316854 



, , 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 190400/10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK T. SKRABACZ AND MARTHA 
SKRABACZ, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- / SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aurora 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, Aurora 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, Aurora Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1003-0426 

{N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

PEDRO REGALDO RODRIGUEZ, 
X ____l_r____r__-rr_l_Icr___x_x_I_________-~"-"---~_--~------------- 

Index No.: 19045 1 - 10 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Plainti ff(s), 

-against- SUMMARY 

A.P. MOLLER-MAEKSK, mC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC., by its 

attorneys, Harris Beach PLLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. be and the same are hereby 
\ 

dismissed with prejpdice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

\ 
William T. Miedel, Esq. t 

HARRIS BEACH PLLC 
Attorneys For Defendant 
ARMSTRONG INTL, INC. 
100 Wall Street, 
NewYork,NY 

s i !  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ISAAC RUBIN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) ,L@& 
Index No: 201 l / !  

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, LLC 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 be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h Floor 
(212) 681-1575 

D A & f U  ERRANTE YAVITZ 8z BLAU 
LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 

F ) i  i \  
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

COLI' 



This Document Relates To: 

ISAAC RUBIN and SHEILA RUBIN, 

Plaintiff, 

Index No.: 190008/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
successor by Merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc., et ai, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US lNC. fWa AMERICAN STANDARD INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC. fMa 

AMERICAN STANDARD INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo, 

ORDERED. that umn notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

AMERICAN STANDARD INC., be and the same are hereby 

BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
TRANE US INC. fMa AMERICAN 
STANDARD INC. 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 2430 Route 34, Sui A- 8 F I b E l l .  

New Jerse 08736 
888 8CT 2 6 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFIE  
NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC., by its 

attorneys, Harris Beach PLLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. be and the same are he 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

4- 

William T. Miedel, Esq. 
H A W S  BEACH PLLC 
Attorneys For Defendant 

100 Wall Street, 23rd Floor 
New York, NY 10005 

& LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway ARMSTRONG INTL, INC 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

UTA ENDRESS AND ROLF ENDRESS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190034/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks 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, The Fairbanks Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
s m  d - tz, 201 1 

CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

owedeo N. Okoh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
The Fairbanks Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Uta Endress and Rolf Endress 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

504-0706 

{N0083640-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY Index No.: 11-190041 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X -___1--1_"-----__-__llr_________________---------~"-------"--------- 

X .................................................................... 

This Document Relates To: 

PAUL VICKERS MOTION AND ORDER 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I . -  
_ -  X ___1-11-""----------_------------------I-~-__-"--------------------- 

I. _ - . . - . - . . - -. - _ . - . - - - -_ .- . . - - - _ - _- . - - 

WHEREFORE, Defendants, American Premier Underwriters, Inc., Penn Central 
Corporation and Consolidated Rail Corporation hereby request summary judgment in the above- 
entitled case, pursuant to CPLR § 3212, dismissing Plaintiff's Complaint against Defendants, 
American Premier Underwriters, Inc,, Penn Central Corporation and Consolidated Rail 
Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon Notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-claims against 
1 Defendants, American Premier Underwriters, Inc., Penn Central Corporation and Consolidated 

Rail Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plains, New York 
August 20 1 1 

EARLY & STRAUSS LLC ,. ECKERT SEAMANS CHERIN & MELLOTT 

c 

\ Thomas M. Smith, Esquire- 

' 

Derell D. Wi!son, Esquire 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20* Floor 
New York, New York 100 17 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Consolidated Rail Corporation 
American Premier Underwrite 
Penn Central Corporation 

10 Bank Street, Suite 1061 
White Plains, New York 10606 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

GRANTED: 
J. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No: 201 1/190043 

LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH MARTIN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Union Carbide 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 Union Carbide Corporation with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Union Carbide Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

VITZ & BLAU 
LLP 
Attorneys for Union Carbide Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

(212) 681-1575 

(2 12) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 201 1/190043 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH MARTIN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, LLC 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 be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

1 

~ttomeys for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
(212) 681-1575 

ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK NYCAL 

JOSEPH MARTIN and DORIS MARTIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-V- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS., et al. 

Defendants. 

Index No. 20 1 1 - 190043 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMR Corporation (“AMR”) hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant AMR with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

AMR Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

New York, NY 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED: 
Justice Sherry K. Heitler 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & 
BLAU LLP 



0 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 : (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 190043/11 

I I 

Plaintiff(s) : NO OPPOSITION 

I 
I 

I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH MARTIN AND DORIS MARTIN, 
I 

: SUMMAlRY JUDGMENT 
-against- : MOTION AND O E R  

I 
I 

I 
I 
1 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et aI., I 

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, THE NASH ENGINEERING COMPANY, hereby requests 

' summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, THE NASH ENGINEERING COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, THE NASH ENGINEERING COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

A +  a with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NewYo 

THE NASH ENGINEERING CO 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

JOSEPH & h T N  

SO Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York I0003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

QCT 0 7 2011 



*- 
U 

&FIwn $6 3 o n~ 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
t (Heitler, J.) 

; Index No.: 190043/11 
I 

THIS DOCUMElNT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH MARTIN AND DORIS MARTIN, 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s) : NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ; MOTION AND ORXlER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
1 

I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

Defendant( s), 

WHEREFORE, defendant, KENTILE FLOORS, INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, KEWTILE FLOORS, INC. with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, KENTILE FLOORS, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor$ N e 7  York 

KENTILE FLOORS, INC. JOSEPH MARTIN 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

546 Fifth Avenue 
New Yo&, New York 10003 A 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-11048 



Joseph Martin and Doris Martin 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants “AVCO CORPORATION,” “CESSNA AIRCRAFT 

COMPANY” and “TEXTRON, 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 “AVCO CORPORATION,” “CESSNA AIRCRAFT COMPANY” and “TEXTRON, 

INC.” with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants “AVCO CORPORATION,” “CESSNA AIRCRAFT COMPANY” and “TEXTRON, 

INC.” be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4‘h Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

I50 East 42“d Street 

PIP’L E D \ New York, New Y 
File No.: 00363.00 6 i \  

‘ i  SO ORDERED, OCT 2 ti 2011 ’ !  
i 

CQUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 
E W  YORK 

P”TOmltl 
-151 I16Y I 



Joseph Martin and Doris Martin NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ROCKER SOLENOID 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 ROCKER SOLENOID COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant ROCKER SOLENOID COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

FLLUCK & FOX-LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 41h Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

SO ORDERED, - 

150 East 42" 
New York, New Yark 100 17 
File No.: 09310.00@!l I 1 &_ 

C 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x _ _ l _ _ _ - - _ r _ _ _ * - - c c c - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190043/11 

Joseph Martin and Doris Martin 

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. 

Jose Belluck, Esq. 
BE P UCK & FOX LLP 
At rney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 41h Floor 
New York, New York 10036 CARRIER CO 

I50 East 42nd Street 
New York. New York 100 1 7 

451 1042 I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_ I_____________- - - - -_ f_______________  -X NYCAL 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 30 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Klein-Heitler) 
-X 

This Document Relates to: 
JULIAN ALFONSO and THERESA ALFONSO, Index No.: 190046/11 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, MOTION AND ORDER 
as Successor by Merger to BUFFALO 
PUMPS, INC., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant Howden North America, Inc., herebi 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant tc 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

Complaint against Howden North America, Inc., with prejudice, anc 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all claims anc 

cross claims against defendant Howden North America, Inc., bE 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

rooklyn, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Julian Al fonso  and Theresa 
A l fonso  
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 (718) 855-9000 

File No.: 11231-112 

So Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
x _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l " _ " " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - l l r - r - - " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190049/11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l l " " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - l - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

Joseph Delle Cave NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., incorrectly s/h/a 
"AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC., Individually and as Successor to Amtico Floors" (herein 
after "AMERICAN BILTRITE INC.") hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 
complaint against defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE INC. with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants AMERICAN BILTFUTE INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

BenDar h e,Esq, 
Weitz & Luxenderg P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 

4714473v.1 

D File No. 13 139.000 



I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORR 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

-X -_l+---------------__-------------------- 

X 

PETER GIANGASPRO and ELIZABETH GIANGASPRO, 

1 _ _ - _ - - - - - -  

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID w i t h  

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

I hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al,, 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. ) 

01/120394 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID") , sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment i n  the 

/ 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

rlvn, New Yor Dated: BrooI  

,3 jX? i i z  LLP-  
f o r  Defendant 
GRID GENERATION 

177 Montaque Street 

c- WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. - 

LLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - _ l _ - r _ - - r - ” - r c I - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ ”  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Peter Giangaspro and Elizabeth Giangaspro 

, -  e I I  1 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190052/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a 
CARRIER CORPORATION, Individually and as swccessor in interest to BRYANT 
HEATING & COOLING SYSTEMS (hereinafter TARRIER 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 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant C A W E R  CORPORATION be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York d<h 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yark 10003 

I 

New York, New York 10017 

File No. 10557.00936 
2 12-490-3000 

47 18803~. I 0C-T 0 7 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW Y O N  COUNTY 
X _"__l"_-------------___l___ll_ll_l______- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190069/ 1 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ " _ _ _ 1 1 " " _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - 1 - r - l r - r l - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

Leighton Lewis NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BILTFUTE INC., iacorrectly s/h/a 
L6AMERICAN BILTFUTE, INC., Individually and as Successor to Amtico Floors" (herein 
after 'LAMEMCAN BILTRITE INC.") hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 
complaint against defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE INC. with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants AMERICAN BILTFUTE INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff / 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

47 14490~. 1 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York. New York 100 17 
2 12-490-3000 
FileNo. 13139.0 

COUNTY CL.EHtC'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



*ST.PPtME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest tn TTSHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgrncnt in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendants, 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 defendants, 

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: New York, New York 

BONNIE srhm w C~LF 
MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS BELLUCR & FOX, LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 5& Ave, 4* Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

Attorneys for Defendants 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

CRANE CO., et al., 

NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION (NYCAL) 

ASBESTOS MATTER 
INDEX NO.: 190082/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

De fendant s . 

X 
WHEREFORE, defendant AMEC Construction Management, Inc. (“ACMI”) hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ Complaint against defendant, ACMI, with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossclaims against 

E D  defendants ACMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wi 

Dated: New York. New York 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP GANGEMI LAW FIRM, P.C. CLERK‘S OFFICE 
ClDUNV NEW YORK LQJ/dfl t 

Salvatore G.  Gangmi 
700 White Plains Road, Suite 338 
Scarsdale, New York 10583 

(212) 681-1575 (914) 725-5800 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs I Attorneys for Defendants Ah4EC 

Construction Management, Inc. 
-~ 

SO ORDERED: 
Honorable Sherry Mein Heitler 

OCT 0 7 2011 



L. ? 

P 1 aint i ffs, 

-against- 

CRANE CO,, et al., 

NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION (NYCAL) 

ASBESTOS MATTER 
INDEX NO,: 190082/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defend ants . 
________________________________________-------------------------~~--- 

X 
WHEREFORE, defendant Morse Diesel International, Inc. ((LMDII") hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant, MDII, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossclaims against 

defendants MDII, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Octpkr 3 ,2011 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP GANGEMI LAW FIRM, P.C. 

Salvatore G.  Gangemi 
700 White Plains Road, Suite 338 
Scarsdale, New York 10583 

Attorneys for Defendants Morse 
(914) 725-5800 

Bryan7 elasky 
546 Fifth Avenue - 4'h Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
(212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH PRODUCTS, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION UMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 190082/2011 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants BLACKMAN PLUMBING SUPPLY hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants BLACKMAN PLUMBING SUPPLY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants BLACKMAN PLUMBING SUPPLY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Bryan Belasky,Esq. S u $ a  Halbardier, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs{]n 1 I , I  , Atto ys for BLACKMAN PLUMBING 
Belluck&Fox W l V l l f [  I I SUPPLY 
546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 

Barry McTiernan & mow 
2 Rector Street, 1 m F  

so ORDERED, 

New York, New 
(212) 313-3600 

Hon. Shen! Kle in-Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RYLAND L, HOLMES AND CARRIE HOLMES, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190109/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Karnak Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Karnak 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, Karnak Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York F I L E D  
QcT 2 6  '"' p p  ,2011 

OFFICE 
Ev\r YORK 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ryland L. Holmes and Carrie Holmes 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 , New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

78 1-0048 

(N0083640- 1 } 

OCf 0 1  20111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 190109/11 

RYLAND L. HOLMES AND CARRIE HOLMES, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C .  & S., INC., et ai., 

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Momill Co., Inc, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., 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, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2011 

- 1  c 

y &4k Z d F  
Laura B. Hollman, ECq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Ryland L. Holmes and Carrie Holmes 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

963-0276 

(N0083640-1) 0 7 2011' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE! STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WALTER D. GUTHRIE, 

Plainti fls), 

- against - 
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 1901 14/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WBIGMCLAIN 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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

1 

&Jb& 
me N. Megerian, E 

McCAMBRI 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

New York, NY 10036 Wd-McLain 
(8881 808-0428 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



- against - 

Plain tiffs , SECOND 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., 
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., 
Individually and as Syccessor to Tappan and 
Copes-Vulcan, et al., 

Defendants. 
------_______l_r__________II____________-"-----------"-~---------------- X 

WHEREFOREl Defendant, ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., 

Individually and as Successor to Tappan and Copes-Vulcan (hereinafter 

"ELECTROL$JX"), hereby requests summary jddgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuaht to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, ELECTROLUX, with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

claims against defendant, ELECTROLUX, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plains, New York 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

Bonnie Steihwolf, Esq. - CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ. 
Belluck & Fox, LLP ' 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h FI 
New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

Hodges Walsh Slater LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC,, 
Individually and as Succe 
Copes-VuIcan 
55 Church'Street, Suite 21 1 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Tel: 914-385-6000 
Fax: 914-385-6080 CLERK'S O F F I ~  
Our File No.: 089-606 GSH 

OCF 2 6 2011 

NEWYORK 

So Ordered: 



Plaintiffs, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s h h  The B.F. Goodrich Company, 

and as Successor in Intcrcst to Goodrich - Gulf Chemical, Inc., hercby requests Summary Judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules, Section 3212, lsrnissing 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, dl Claims and Cross-Claims against 

Defendant GOODRlCH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice i ~ n d  

wit 11 out costs . 

Dated: New York, New York 
n 

BY: BY: 

New 

Patrick J. @ y e p  
SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER & 
BRENNAN, LLP 
2 Research Way, 
Princeton, NJ 08540 

Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION 

venu 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Jc rdan  C. Fox, Esq. (609)924-6000 

A 

SO ORDERED 
v 

Hon. S h e r r w t l e r  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WALTER GUTHRIE and LONA GUTHRIE, 

Plaint iff(s), 
V. 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

Defendant(s). 

Index No.: 190114/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFOREy defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING 

COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
A 

defendant, N E E M  

with 

TURING COMPANY, be and the Same are hereby dismissed I 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Rheern Manufacturing Company 
2430 Route 34 New York, NY 10036 

(212) 681-1575 w Jersey 08736 

Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 



This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190114/11 

WALTER GUTHRIE and LONA GUTHRIE, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff(s), JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
V. ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

Defendantts). 

----------------------------------------------------------------x 
WHEREFORE, defendant, BIRD INCORPORATED hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendants, BIRD INCORPORATED with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereo, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant BIRD 

without costs. 

TED be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 

BRAATEN PASCARELLA, & LL g \ L E D  
1 2 6 20'' Attorney for Defendant 

2430 Route 34, Suite s OFFICE 
BIRD INCORPORATED~ 

Manasquan, New Jer R6 .- 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates To: 

WALTER GUTHFUE and LONA GUTHRIE, 

Plaintiff(s), 
V. 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

Defendant(s1. 

Index No.: 190114/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC. fMa AMERICAN STANDARD INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC. f/Wa 

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 US INC. f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Jordan 
BELLI - ,  , 

Attorneys for pliintiff(s) 
546 Fifth Avenue, qfh Floor 
New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

I 

BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
TRANE US INC. fMa AMERICAN 
STANDARD PIC., 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RICHARJI G. SADLOWSKI, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 1901 15/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEE-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: f)ll/ ,2011 
New Yor , New York 

/ 

ene Megerian, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 D 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 F I 

New York, NY 10022 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ c _ 3 c _ _ c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Joseph Adams and Barbara Adam 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1901 18/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BILTFUTE INC., incorrectly s/h/a 
“AMERICAN BILTFUTE, INC., Individually and as Successor to Amtico Floors” (herein 
after “AMERICAN BILTFUTE INC.”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 
complaint against defendants AMENCAN BILTFUTE INC. with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

2 12-490-3000 
~3 6 #ifill 

FileNo. 13139.0001~cT ‘ 
COUNTY CLEHKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

4687610v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
GEORGE ZACHMANN and ARLENE 
ZACHMANN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 190140-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING 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, W E E M  MANUFACTURING 

COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, be and the same 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: m m  3, 281 I 
New York, New York 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Rheem Manufacturing Company 
2430 Route 34 

Belluck & Fox, L.L.P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
546 Fifth Ave, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 



GEORGE ZACHMANN and ARLENE 
ZACHMANN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 190140-11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US INC. f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD 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 defendants, TRANE US INC. fMa 

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 T U N E  US INC. fMa AMERICAN STANDARD INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: m b e r  3, Zo' 
New York, New York 

BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
TRANE US INC. fMa AMERICAN 
STANDARD INC., 
2430 Route 34, Suite A- 18 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Attorneys for plaintiff(s) 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

a ." -,- (732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 
Judge Sh-n Heitler 

0 7 20 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 ZACHMANN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 201 1/190140 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND OliDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

NTE YAVITZ & BLAU 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
(212) 681-1575 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27'h Street, 12'h Floor 
New York. NY 10016 

SO ORDERED, 

/ (212) 452-5300 



-against- 
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.0 SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et. al., I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

Defendants. 

named herein as “Greene, Tweed & Co., Individually and as Successor to Palmetto Packings, 

hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant GREENE TWEED, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, GREENE TWEED, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs to either party. 

Dated: N w York, New York h /%Y ,2011 

4 

6 2011 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, New York 1OO%r 2 

546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 

a 
(2 12)68 1 - 1575 



-against- 
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintifrs complaint 

against Defendant BW/IP, Inc,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant, 

BWIIP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Theodore Eda, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRlDGE SINGER & 
MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

New York, New York 10022 
F I L E D  New York, NY 10036 850 Third Avenue, Suite 110 4 

4 

QCT 2 6 2011 

NEW YORK 

4 a 
1 

SO ORDERED, -- COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE ' 

0 7 2011 



c ,  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

GEORGE ZACHMANN and ARLENE 
ZACHMANN, 

. -  
Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 190140-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, TUTHILL CORPORATION, solely for 

Murray Turbine (“Defendant”), hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against 

Defendant TUTHILL CORPORATION solely for Murray Turbine with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without casts. 
I t  e o i  

Dated: mbef- 3, za1 
New York. New York 

Belluck & Fox, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff($) 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4‘h Floor c t k  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims -_ --.* * i f  .I .- - e 1- 

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice &d without casts~. 

New York, New York 10036 ‘ 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Tuthill Corporation solely for 
Murray Turbine 

Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(212) 681-1575 2430 Route 34 

(732) 528-8888 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - 1 _ " _ _ _ - - - 1 - 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l r l - - - - - - - 1 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Ronald Marshbum and Diane Marie Marshburn 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190142/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- x  

WHEREFORE,' defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a 
CARRIER CORPORATION, Individually and as successor in interest to BRYANT 
HEATING & COOLING SYSTEMS (hereinafter TARRIER 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 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

4718858v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK NYCAL 

HENRY E. APFELBAUM and JUDY APFELBAUM, Index No. 201 1-190156 

Plaintiffs, 

-V- 

AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Goodall Rubber Company (“Goodall”) hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Goodall with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Goodall Rubber Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

BELLUCK & F 

By: 

546 5tK Avenue, 4* Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & 
BLAU LLP 

c 

- 1 16 E, 27‘h Street, 12th Floor 
N e w Y o r k , N p q 6 L  E D 

4 
4 OCT 2 6 2011 1 
1 

C F W T Y  CLERKS oR.b[=E: 
~~~ - 

(212) 452-53 
- -. 



-against- 
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., et al., 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against Defendant BW/IP, Inc,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant, 

BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Ted Eder, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 
MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 11 
New York, New York 100 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN KE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This document Relates to: 
HENRY E. APFELBAUM and JUDY 
APFELB AUM 

X NYCAL ____l___*1ll__rr_________l___________lr_-------~------------- 

I.A.S. Part 30 

X ______________111_*________rfl_f________----------"---------- 

Index No. I90 156/20 1 1 

PIaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

"against- 

AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., ct al. 

erroneously named and nonexistent entity, Will Scientific) ("VWR") hereby requests summary 

judgment in this action, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs' 
I 

Complaint against VWR International, LLC and Will Scientific with prejudice, and there being I 
no opposition thereto, 

\ I  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agai 

VWR International, LLC and Will Scientific be and the same are hereby 

prejudice and without costs. 
?-- 

J, Montalto 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Henry E. Apfelbaum and Judy Apfelbaum 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

Attorneys for Defendant 
VWR International, LLC 
1 177 Avenue of the Americas, 41'' Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ - - - - - - _ _ r - - - _ _ _ _ c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190156/11 

Henry E. Apfelbaum and Judy Apfelbaum 

- , -  - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- -  x 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

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. 

Jdkph Belluck, Esq. FLLUCK & FOX-LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 41h Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

SO ORDERED, 

New York, New 
File No.: 10557.0 

----+ I 

f3CT 2 6 2011 
W d T Y  CLERKS OFFICE 

HEW YORK 

v. I 



Thb Document Relates To: 

HENRY E. APFELBAUM and JUDY APFELBAUM, 

Index No.: 190156/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

ORDER 
Plaintiff, JUDGMENT MOTION A N D  

-against- 

AMIEIUCAN STANDARD, INC., et al, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, TRANE US INC. fMa AMERICAN STANDARD INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC+ f/Wa 

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 US INC. f/Ma AMERICAN STANDARD INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with p r e j d c e  and without costs. 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h Floor 
New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

24; 
-k 

201 \ 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
TRANE US INC. f/Wa AMERICAN 
STANDARD INC., 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUN'I?OF lVkW YORK 

-x --C-.-----.-ll--..--- 1 - 1 1  

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I 

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190156-11 

HENRY E. APFELBAUM and JUDY APFELBAUM, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Plaintiff, ORDER 

-against- 

AMEFUCAN STANDARD, INC,, et al, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BIRD INCORPORATED hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendants, BIRD 

ORDERED, that 

RATED with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo, 

e to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

BlRD MCORPOR e and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
.- . --- --_ */ e ,201 I 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
BIRD INCORPORATED 
2430 Route 34. Suite A-18 New York, New York 10036 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
[ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No,: 190160/11 

STEPHEN A. MARTIN AND BRIGID MARTIN, / 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co,, 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, Atwood & Morrill Co,, Inc, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
lo!? ,2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NkW YUm 

Attorney for Defendant 
Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Stephen A. Martin and Brigid Martin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

963-0293 

{N0083640-1} 



E * 4 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

JOHN J. PATANE New York Asbestos 
Plaintifls Litigation (NYCAL) 

- against - Index No. 190161-1 1 

BORG-WARNER CORPORATION, ET AL., 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

Defendants JUDGMENT AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, International Truck and Engine Corporation, (now by operation of 

name change only known as Navistar, Inc.) (‘Wavistar”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

titled case, pursuant to CPLR $32 12, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against defendant, Navistar, along 

with all cross-claims against it, with prejudice, there being no opposition hereto, it is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 

International Truck and Engine Corporation, (now by operation of name change only known as Navistu, 

Inc.), be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

Dated: * 
Eckert Seamans Cherin & Mellott, LLC 

By: & W d ?  
klidbeth A. Weill, Esquire 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
International Truck and Engine 
Corporation, (now by operation of name 
change only known as Navistar, Inc.) 
50 S. 16’ Street, 22“d Floor 
Two Liberty Place 
Philadelphia, PA 1 9 1 F  I L E D 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

QCT 2 6 2011 
SO ORDERED: 

Date: COUNP( CLEHI:’s ob-F/m 
NEW YORK 



Plaintiffs , 
-against- NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGEMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.; 

Defendants. 
X ____r____---_lfl_____f__fl______________------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant REZNOR CORPORATION i/s/h/a REZNOR hereby request 
summary judgement in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant REZNOR CORPORATION i/s/h/a 
REZNOR, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants all claims and cross claims against 
defendant REZNOR CORPORATION i/s/h/a REZNOR be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

546 Fifth Avenu 
New York, New Yark 10036 

n 

ThOMAS A. MONTIGLIO, ESQ 
AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 
REZNOR CORPORATION i/s/h/a REZNOR 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 535-5433 

COUN i -Y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ____r_______l__________________________I- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 9022 1 / 1 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " " _ l ~ - - - - " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

Gerald Beers and Jane Beers 
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 CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New YQrk, New York 

Josefkiw . Belluck, E/ 
BELLUCK & FOZLLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4* Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

< -1 . .". 

Our File Number: 10557.00881 

41 39701v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190234/11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ " _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r l _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: 

Gloria F. Cassano, Individually and as Executrix of the 
Estate of Richard M. Cassano, deceased 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _______--l-----l"_______l______rl_______- 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL DYNAMICS CORPORATION, incorrectly 
s/h/a "GENERAL DYNAMICS CORPORATION, Individually and as Successor in Interest to 
Electric Boat Corp." (hereinafter "GENERAL DYNAMICS 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 GENERAL DYNAMICS 
CORPORATION without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant GENERAL DYNAMICS CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed 
with prejudice and without costs. 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4* Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
GENERAL DYNAMICS 
CORPORATION 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

4734334v.1 



I 

WHEREFOE, 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 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _____- - l -___-_ l____-r l___l__________l___-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190234/11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _____- I________-__ -___ l_______r_______ l_ -  

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Gloria F. Cassano, Individually and as Executrix of the 
Estate of Richard M. Cassano, Deceased. 

X _ _ _ - - c _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ - - l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ r _ _ _ _ -  

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 E L L U J  & FOX-LLP 
Attorne for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4‘h Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

150 East 4 2 ” S r e e t  
New York, New Y $ ~ $ l t  E D . \ 
Our File No. 0533 1 1  


