SCANNED ON 10/27/2011

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 118174/98

Ed Codair NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

Dated: New Y rk:_y w York
SN

Frank Ortiz, Esq. "'Q‘ Julie ks
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC "t WILSON, ELSER, MQSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKHR LLP
700 Broadway Attorney fdr Defendafit
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42Y’ Stre
New York, ork 10017
Our File No. 05335.00(F ' L E D
SO ORDERED, | n
o7 stom K. Fiiter OCT 26 20m
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

OCT07 200




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 116324703
: 121905/98

Michael Laing 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,
w1thout 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

el

TLLIPSVE I 138

(;;wv 5 —
-diw M:"‘} Vot
- e

Frank Ortiz, Esq. .

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC \:\:

Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMP
150 East 42" Skgeet/ i E D
New York, New!York 1
Our File No. 053%35.00001 0cT 2 6 201

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler NEW Y

CT07 294

4710548v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 103939/99

Samuel Rosenblatt 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 Y07k, Niw York
The

1\
Frank Ortiz, Esq. - Julie R. Evang, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC WILSON, EIYSER, MQSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for[Defendght
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

0CT 26 201

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

OCT 0 7201y«

SO ORDERED,

erry K. Heitler

4546735.1




HOAGLAND; LONGO
MORAN, DUNST &
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

NEVY BRUNSWMCK,.MJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE; 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:
PETER P. HONAN and CATHERINE HONAN,

against

ACandS, INC., et al.,

LLA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

INDEX NO.: 107970/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

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

above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

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

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

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

DATED:19-S “NNew Brunswick, NJ

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

Kohier Co.

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

SO ORDERED:

DAVID A. CHANDLER, ESQ.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs,

Peter P. Honan and Catherine Honan
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler

0CT07 200

M

il

W-NINE-15

il

LED
0CT 2 6 201

CLERK'S OFFICE
YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 115803/05
104742/00
&
Raymond J. Farrell '
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 prejudlce, 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
ANAS AN

cy,@ﬂﬁz

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. : .
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway Attorney for Deféndant
New York, NY 10003 AW.C / RTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street
New York, New YorfLT0R 7 L E. D
Our File No. 05335.08001
e qCT 7 6 70
SO ORDERED, UNTY CLERKS OFFICE:

on, S’ K Heitler cO NEW YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY :  NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
This Document Relates To:
EUGENE R. DENEGAL AND NANCY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
DENEGAL, : JUDGMENT MOTION ASTO
FORD MOTOR COMPANY
Plaintiff(s),
- against - : Index No.: 100577/00
A.C. & S.,INC.,ET AL.,
Defendant(s).
X

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 ) /
ANS 2011 /'//
) oL oy
- W
By: Frank Ortiz; ESq<_ By: Evan L. Browne, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,Y.C. AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN
700 Broadway & DEUTSCH, LLP
New York, New York 10003 Attorneys for Defendant
Counsel for: Eugene R. Denegal and Nancy Ford Motor Company
Denegal 600 Third Avenue
New York, Nef’ olk t)ﬂ()l& D .
T: 212-593-67 ‘
F: 212-593-6970 0CT 26 M
" TY CLERK'S OFFICE
SO ORDERED: COUN NEW YORK

HON. SHER EIN HEITLER

{01039687.DOC PR
JCT 07201




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

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

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

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 100582/00

RICHARD H. MEHLROSE :
NO-OPPOSITION
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
- against -
A.C. & 8., INC., et al.,

Defendants.

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

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

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: .égézj¥lyn Ng¥ York

‘-Fra-ﬁ-l-i-—eft-:tz——E-aq PM%waado

o8eph M. 2

Weitz & Luxenberyg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Richard H. Mehlrose Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6™ Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000

Our File No.: 11084-2521
50 ORDERED: ' -

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

ocrorfF ILE D

OCT 26 291

COUNTY CLERKS o




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

-------------------------------------- X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COQUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 104560/00
REUBEN W. GOLDMAN
NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER
- against -
A.C. & 8., INC., et al.,
Defendants.
______________________________________ X
WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

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

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 dismigsed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Bro ;}. , New York
| h@ \9 , 2011
/ "
wFrank—eftézv—anvf%ﬁﬂ/4)w%%6 Joseph M, olillo, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Reuben W. Goldman

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

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherr itler

Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC

177 Montague Street
Brooklyn, New York

(718) 855-9000
Qur File No.:

112

01

soffi| LE D

OCT 286 261

0CT 07 2019

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC)
NEW YORK

o e e




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
......................................... x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY " NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S, Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 11580340
125779/99
Raymond J. Farrell
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
ANNG VM

N@/Oﬁ

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

New York, NY 10003

1§O ]:Zast 42™ Street
New York, New YorfC1 00 7 L E D
Our File No. 05335. 01
gct 26 20
5 OFFICE

SO ORDERED,

on. S K \Heitler COUM\{QE\%R aK

OCT 07 294,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 107534/00

James V. Lomanto 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 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

. _a/21]1l

A8 IR _ﬁ

Frank Ortiz, Esq. — JulieR-EVans,

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 'i\\ WILSON, EL$E OSKOWITZ,

Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN KER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10003 McCORD CORPORATION
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000
Our File No.: 06507.00131

SO ORDERED, % . F | L E D

Hor Shetry RvHeitler
OCT 26 20m
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

a78622v.1 0CT 07 2010




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

. X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION : NYCAL
---------------- X 1AS Part 30
This Document Relates To: : (Heitler, J.)
Arthur Taylor : Index No. 108905-00
Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND
: ORDER
FOSTER WHEELER, LLC
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Foster Wheeler, LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintif’s |
complaint against Defendant, Foster Wheeler, LLC, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
it is hereby

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

Dated: New York, New York
September 28, 2011

e -
{ LW h
—_ P L

Dennis Vegr B Q Frank M. Ortiz =~ =)

Sedgwick Detert Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.

Attorneys for Defendant Anorneys for Plaintiff
Three Gateway Center, 12" Fl, 700 Broadway
Newark, New Jersey 07102 New York, New York 10003

ocT 26 20M
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

$O ORDERED: NEW YORK. ;
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler




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

e e A e et e e e e e X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION : NYCAL
------------------------------------------------------------------------- X IAS Part 30
This Document Relates To: : (Heitler, 1.)
Louis F. Paonessa Index No. 109266-00
Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND
; ORDER
FOSTER WHEELER, LLC
Defendants.
eemn X

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Foster Wheeler, 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, Foster Wheeler, LLC, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
itis hereby

ORDERED, that upon natice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against Defendant,
Foster Wheeler, LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
September 28, 2011

m \ o //)

Dennis Vegmsg—" Frank M. Ortiz 7
Sedgwick Detert Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. -
Atorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff ‘
Three Gateway Ceater, 12" Fl. 700 Broadway

Newark, New Jersey 07102 New York, New York 10003

FILED

0CT 26 201

SO ORDERED: ERK'S OFFICE
Hon. Sherry Kleth Heitler COUNTKIS\,[(, YORK

0
Cro 7201y




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

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION : NYCAL
-------------- -~ - - ——————X 1AS Part 30
This Document Relates To: : (Heitler, J.)
Jesse McSherry Index No. 109427-00
Plaintifls, : NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT
~against- : MOTION AND
: ORDER
FOSTER WHEELER, LLC
Defendants,
_________________________________________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Foster Wheeler, 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, Foster Wheeler, LLC, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
it is hereby

ORDERED, that upon notice 1o all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against Defendant,
Foster Wheeler, LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
September 28, 2011

&N e
m 4 P Qﬂ SN

Dennis Vega, Edg— Q Frank M. Ortiz

Sedgwick Detert Weitz & Luxenberg, P.G;:Md

Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff
Three Gateway Center, 12" FIL 700 Broadway
Newark, New Jersey 07102 New York, New York 10003

FILED

ocT 26 201

Y
COUN NEW YORK

S0 ORDERED:




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

X

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

X (Heitler, 1.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No
ROBIN M. SORRENTINO (Deceased) 110306/00

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X Re: NOVEMEBR 2010 FIFO

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

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

without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York

A AT , 2011

FRANK ORTIZ AMES EDWARDS

WEITZ & LUXENBERG HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION

New York, NY 10003 ' CORPORATION, as Successor in
-Interest to TISHMAN REA
CONSTRUCTION CO., INWI L E D
200 1.U. Willets Road .
Albertson, New York 11507 qgcT 2 6 201

)294-5433
SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
Hon. Sherry Kie Heitler NEW YORK
0CT 07201

*_—“



HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAN,; DUNST &
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT AW

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERBON ST

PO BOX 480

NEVY BRUNSWICK, NJ

SOUTHJERSEY

70 WILTSEY'S ML RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 00-111125
This Document Relates to:

NO OPPOSITION
RAYMOND SARAMA AND GLADYS SARAMA SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
against
A.C. & S., INC., ET AL

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

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

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

C) 72

FRARI-ORTHZ-ESE- ToHn E. ﬂchmwo &
WEITZ & LUXENBERG

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Raymond Sarama and Gladys Sarama
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ

3.7/

ARl

STEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

Kohier Co.

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

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry KlelFleT;rL E ‘)

oct 26 201 i

CLERK'S OFFICE

T
COUN ! CLORK

0CT 07 2044




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 00-111672

This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION

EDWARD A. HAYES AND THEODORA HAYES SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

against

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

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

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

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

O(//\

" ec Vazquce,
Z & LUXENBERG

orneys for Plaintiff(s), P
dward A. Hayes and Theodora Hayes

DATED: 105-/1 New Brunswick, NJ

STEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

Kohler Co. 700 Broadway

40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 New York, NY 10003

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

SO ORDERED:
HOAGLAND, | ONGO '% b i
MORAN; DUNST & Hon. héﬁy Ki&in Heitler
DOLKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAWY :
NORTH JERSEY , F I L
40 PATERSON'ST : E D
PO BOX 480 : .
NEVY BRUNSWICK, NJ L f
o o | OCT 26 201
SUTE202
HAMMONTON; J 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

X

: NYCAL
X IAS Part 30

This Document Relates To:
Frank Fraccalvieri

Plaintiffs,

-4gainst-

FOSTER WHEELER, LL.C

Defendants.

{Heitler, 1)

[ndex N
NO OKF ON
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND

ORDER

X

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Foster Wheeler, LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

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

it is fiereby

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

Foster Wheeler, LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
September 28, 2011

Dennis VepsrLsg . )
Sedgwick Deteri

Attorneys for Defendant
Three Gateway Center, 12" F1.
Newark, New Jersey 07102

SO ORDERED:

Frank M. Ortiz "
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ™
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

g 10
, AR
7 O wS OFF\CE

Hon. Sherry Klein Heder

v CLE
cOUN ‘;éw YORK

0CTo7 24




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
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, INC., et al,,
Defendant(s).

X

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 arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

Stk fz,

BY: Frank Ortiz, Esq. By Heather J. Gaw, Esq.0
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ~AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN &
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP
New York, New York 10003 Attorneys for Defendant
Counsel for: Salvatore J. Vasta and Patricia Ford Motor Company
Vasta 600 Third Avenue
New York, Ne nLlﬁ D
T: 212-593-67
F: 212-593-697 26 I o
SO ORDERED: .S e ~rriGE
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER COUNﬂNE O

0Ci 07201

1036848v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ILA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, 1.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 114024/00
NO OPPOSITION

Eber V. Johnson 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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans .
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. WILSON, ELSER, M@SKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for [Defen
New York, New York 10003 ERICSSON 7, 48 successor in
interest to Anaconda Wire &
Cable Co.
150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017

212-490-3000

Our File No. 075F.O')0L E w
SO ORDERED, % . or

Hon. Sherry¥K. Heitler OCT 26 o

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
EW YORK

0CT 07 2011)

4728627v.1




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S5. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 115220/00
Linda Dupraw, as Executrix for the
Estate of Gerald Rabideau Sr.,
Plaintiff,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & 8., Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

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

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

FILE

with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 0CT 26 201
(/3 ; 2011 ERK'S OFFICF
NEW, YORK
/ .
Peter—Fambini—Beg. Jor Ya2qulZ B4q. g%?fiﬁ\lﬂ. Tafes Esq. g
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. llen and km P
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Linda Dupraw, as Executrix for Burnham LLC
the Estate of Gerald Rabideau 177 Montague Street
Sr. Brooklyn, New York 11201
700 Broadway, 6% Floor (718) 855-9000
New York, New York 1000 Our File No.: 11084-2648
f &N
So Ordered: &%:‘I//
Tt

oR— Sherry K. HEthQEJ 0 7 ZU"I




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

WHEREFQRE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc.,

gummary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case,

and there being no opposition thereto,

and crogss claims against defendant Goulds

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
,ﬂls/?ﬂ” 20T~

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc.,

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ x
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 115220/00
Linda Dupraw, as Executrix for the
Estate of Gerald Rabideau Sr.,
Plaintiff,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Air & Liquid Systems Corp., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

hereby requests

pursuant to Civil

Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

with prejudice,

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

Pumps Inc

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. ‘: ‘ l‘

ocT 26 201

COM CLERK'S Ol

h&€rry K. Heitler

0Ci o7 201

y EW YORK
Reter—Tambimi—Ese. Jof VAZqUcZ, b<q- stiﬁld. Tafm'w,.---
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. "Cullen and Dy LP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Linda Dupraw, as Executrix for Goulds Pumps Inc.
the Estate of Gerald Rabideau 177 Montague Street
Sr. Brooklyn, New York 11201
700 Broadway, 6% Floor (718) 855-9000
New York, New York 10Q03 Qur File No.: 6754-4778
So Ordered:




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

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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.5. Part 30
———————————————————————————————————————— X (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

MARTIN PARDES and EVELYN PARDES, Index No.: 03/100782

Olii'iii'
Plaintiff(s), @

NO OPPOSITION

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

-against~

Defendants.

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

, 2011

Dated: B§§7%iyn, New York

WEITZ &.LUXENBERG, P.C. '0}‘5”/'

Attorneys for Plaintiffs /Qlwgﬂy o
700 Broadway

/7 Montague Street New York, NY 10003 ‘:’
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 F \ L E_

(718)855-9000

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler COUNTiﬁaNYOﬂK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 00-119379

This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION

FRANK SERRAVALLO AND VIVIAN SERRAVALLO SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

against

A.C. &S, INC, ET AL

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice LLaw 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
7221/

STEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ. - ~ Mutthew St L
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN EITZ & LUXENBERG
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Attorneys for Defendant, Frank Serravallo and Vivian Serravallo
Kohiler Co. 700 Broadway
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 New York, NY 10003
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903
=
$0 ORDERED:
HORAN.DUNST S Hon. SKerty Riéin Heitler
i??ggﬁéblépAT LAV F I L E D
NORTH JERSEY ' .
4 PATERSON ST '
Mo BRNSWCK, -; OCT 26 201
01 WALTSEVS LL FD COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SUITE 202 NEW YORK

HAMMONTORN, NJ

\‘51
=




HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAN, DUNST &
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAWY

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON 5T

PO BOX 480

NEWY BRUNSWICK, N

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 119387/00

This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

HARRY A. BURTON AND BEVERLY J. BURTON

against

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

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

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

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

7. K. 1/

New Brunswick, NJ

DATED:

Q2

JOw E. RICHMOND, ESQ.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Harry A. Burton and Beverly J. Burton
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

Hon. Sherry Klgin I:Eitlei l‘-"

ocT 26 201

EW YORK

ST ANIE C. BAKER, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

Kohier Co.

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

SO ORDERED:

COUNTY
N

OCT 07 291y




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 119828/00
NO OPPOSITION

Warren J. Leonard 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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

Frank Ortiz, Esq. | Y Julie R. Exans, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. WILSON, ELSER,/MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney, for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 ERICSS INC., as successor in
interest to Anaconda Wire &
Cable Co.
150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017

212-490-3000

Our File No. 0?6?0?: E D

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler OCT 26 20U
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
- NEW YORK
4728634v.1 0CT 0 720 ]

oC




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY :  NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
This Document Relates To:
GEORGE J. SABO JR., as Executor for the : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Estate of GEORGE J. SABO and EMMA SABO, : JUDGMENT MOTION ASTO
GEORGE J. SABO JR., Individually, : FORD MOTOR COMPANY
Plaintiff(s),
Index No.: 123481/00
-against-
AC. &S.,INC, etal.,
Defendant(s).
X

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

3\ 3\ ,2011

”\:&Q& e —
By: Frank Ortiz, Esq. By Justin M. Kasmir, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P. AAR@JS@N RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN &
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP
New York, New York 10003 Attorneys for Defendant
Counsel for: George J. Sabo Jr., as Executor Ford Motor Company
for the Estate of George J. Sabo and Emma 600 Third Avenue
Sabo, George J. Sabo Jr., Individually New York, New York 10016

T: 212-593-6700

F: 212-593- 6970F I1LE D “‘

SO ORDERED:
ocT 26 201
{01040230.DOC } K'S OFFICE
TY CLER
COUNT | Ew YORK

OCT 07201




HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAN, DUNST &
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEY'S AT LAV

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

NEW BRUNSWICH, NJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUTE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 00-124525

This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

against

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 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: 10-5-1}
New Brunswick, NJ

%N;; C. BAKER, é’SQ.

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

s A

ICHAEL FANELLI, ESQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Maureen Wilburn, as Proposed Personal

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

SO ORDERED:

A

Representative for the Estate of Rosario
Morreale

700 Broadway

New York, NY 1000

| D

4

Fon. SFamy KieinHomgy | 2 0 2011 :

€QLUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ x

This Document Relates To: Index No: 103003/01
NO OPPOSITION

Theodore F. Walker 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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

fﬁ&g/ “

Frank Ortiz, Esq. .

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. OSKOWITZ,

Attorney for Plaintiff

700 Broadway Attorney for

New York, New York 10003 ERICSSON INC., as successor in
interest to Anaconda Wire &
Cable Co.
150 East 42" Street

s TEE D
Our File No. 0756&.?0% 201 :

. COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler NEW YORK

0CcT 07201

SO ORDERED,

4728629v.1




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

________________________________________ x
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
———————————————————————————————————————— x
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
MARTIN PARDES and EVELYN PARDES,
Plaintiff (s),
-against-
NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a
NATIONAL GRID, et al.,
Defendants.
———————————————————————————————————————— X

NYCAL

I.A.S5. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

Index No.: 03/10078
01/706198

o 9373

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice_Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and
crogs claimg against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

2011

4

Dated: B€§7klyn, New York
A

Y.
brney for Defendant

{718)855-9000

2/

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ‘0}‘”’4

Attorneys for Plaintiffs /quzQZJO

TIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway
/7 Montague Street New York, NY 10003

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500

S50 ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 107450/01

Dennis M. Whalen 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 CORPORATION”), hercby 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

/25l
\ g
'?{&A o5
Frank Ortiz, Esq. - -
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. N
Attorney for Plaintiff .
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003 McCORD CORPORATION
150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000
Our File No.: 06507.|001I7-7- \
SO ORDERED, ‘
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler OCT 26 201
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

4728630v.1 ocT o7 201




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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

JAMES JOSEPH FAULKNER

X

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

Index-Ne
(L]
547/01

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X 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
7N, 2011

Z Vhan Ala@de
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

R

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

MES EDWARDS

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Defendant
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION

CORPORATION, as Successor E l L E D
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY X

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.

200 I.U. Willets Road OCT 26 201

Albertson, New York 11507

(516) 294.5433 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK




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

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

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

Index No.: 113260/01

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTTION AND ORDER

hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case,

Law and Rules Section §3212,

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

opposition thereto,

ORDERED,

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

pursuant to Civi

dismissing plaintiffs’

that upon notice to all co-defendants,

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
(ol ., 2011
/d":% .‘.?'h g
SN e
A W A4
L .Y %,
_ et
Frank Ortiz, Esqg. Y

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ™'
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Joseph McCarthy

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

SO ORDERED:

Heitler

Hon. Sherry K.

Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC

177 Montague Street

New York
0

Brooklyn,
(718) 855-90

11201

Our File No.:%l,ot—lE D
OCT 26 2011 _g%‘

COUNTY CLERK'g
NEW YORK

0070 72014

1l Practice

Complaint

all claims

i

&

OHWCE?




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

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

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

—————————————————————————————————————— X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 115469/01

EVA M. MASI
NO-OPPOSITION
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

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

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

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
(ol3 , 2011
Aﬁ' .

' Vi, » &
.- A ¢ ok
Y E iﬂj‘” [ S
. oo e P2 A kNS
7o o Y F !
[ N e " . el
g [ Pt N )

o LI )
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ”Wﬂéﬂi €ph M. &#fioli Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Eva M. Masi Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000

Our- File No.: FMI)BLlﬁ D

SO ORDERE o
0CT 26 zan

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFicE
NEW YORK

OCT 07 201y

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler




COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

This Document Relates To:

Daniel Torretta

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

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

NYCAL
LA.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

7/23/1)

"t

AN
T LT

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorney for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry

4728616v.1

. Heitler

Julie R. Evasns, Esq.

Attorney fof Defefidant
McCORD RPORATION
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000

Our File No.: 06507.00762

FILED |
OCT 26 2011

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

00T 07 20




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

______________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
—————————————————————————— — = =)
This Document Relates to:
WILLIAM P. TANNER
Plaintiff,
- against -
A.C. & 8., INC., et al.,
Defendants.
______________________________________ X
WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC,
judgment in the above-entitled case, purs
Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing

against defendant BURNHAM LLC,
opposition thereto,

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

prejudice and without costs.

New York
2011

Dated: Brooklyn,

rolz

’," TN A

o K3 ‘s "

., poi S
0 i

% .&»ﬁ #

¥ P e . p -

b
(\‘muﬁ an

hereby requests summary

with prejudice,

NYCAL
I.A.5. Part 30
(Judge Heitler)

Index No.: 115831/01

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

uant to Civil Practice
plaintiffs' Complaint
and there being no
defendants,

all claims

LLC, be dismissed with

Frank Ortiz, Esg. &y

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.Cu'

Attorneys for Plaintiff
William P. Tanner

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

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC

177 Montague Street

Brooklyn, New York 11201
(718) 855-9000
OQur File No. 11084-2328
OCT 26 2011

@GTTQ gm OFFIGE




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

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

judgment in the above-entitled case,
Law and Rules Section %3212,
against defendant BURNHAM LLC,

opposition thereto,

ORDERED,

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

New York
2011

Dated: Brooklyn,

6/(1,?,

._ ,’ h }

hereby requests summary
pursuant to Civil Practice
dismissing plaintiffs'

with prejudice, and there being no

that upon notice to all co-defendants,

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

Index No.: 118068/01

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Complaint

all claims

Frank Ortlz, Esq
Weitz & Luxenberg,

T,
g ,—.-mr L

P.C."

Attorneys for Plaintiff
John J. Cullen

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

50 ORDERED:

Heitler

Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC

177 Montague Street

VL E D
OQur File No.: 116‘%"!4
[_KSCFHC&
CQUNW \N\\IOHK

0CT 07201




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 119235/01
KAREI, DVORAK
NO-QOPPOSITION
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
- against -
A.C. & 5., INC., et al.,
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

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

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

Dated: Brooklyn, New York

110[3 , 2011

5
~ .
"‘?ﬁ % P 3
. g
N A o it

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

fillo, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.&w. %
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Karl Dvorak

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

SO ORDER

Hom~Sherry K. Heitler

Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC

177 Montague Street
Brooklyn, New York
(718) 855-9000

Oour File No.: 110%&125451 E D

OCT 26 2011

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

OCT072011  Newyomk

11201




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

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

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

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 119477/01

BRYAN M. PRICE
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
Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint
against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with preijudice, 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
_e0l3 , 2011

™ N‘M 5 ) v;: v it
e RS R Y
K_ﬂ—:{-"_"a“.\\«.ﬂ,pm': '{:Mh g‘-m ,_1.-."”’(1' VMI\&J‘_WP‘%"&
B Yo
Frank Ortiz, Esq. %%N%K Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ™ Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Bryan M. Price Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000
Our File No.: 1ﬁ4’1L E D
SO0 ORDERED:
f - 0T 26 201
COUNTY ¢ , ;
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler NE;figgiOHWCE

0CT 07 2014




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

---------------------------------------- X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.5. Part 30
———————————————————————————————————————— X (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

PETER GIANGASPRO and ELIZABETH GIANGASFPRO, Index No.: 11/190052

‘iiiié‘iﬁai.

NO OPPOSITION

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

Plaintiff (s},
-against-

Defendants.

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

New York
2011

Dated: Broo
)

Ben iz,

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

L Y
ZONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway F l L E D

NA

177 Montague Street : New York, NY 10003

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 ; .

(718)855-9000 [ o 0CT 26 201
CQUNTYCLEMQSOFHCE

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK

Hon. %aeTry K. Heitler

0CT 07 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X - _
This Document Relates To: Index N?“ E:!!Ml.
09539/02
Henry T. McLoughlin 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
ANNS \ AL

~ O Ok
AN

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER/LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defend

New York, NY 10003 AW. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Stréet .
New York, New York 100 ;
Our File No. OSBBS.O%l li L E D R

‘ l.
SO ORDERED, 0cT 26 2o
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 1Y CLERK'S OFFICE

OCTO 7 2355’\;\1 YORK




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

—————————————————————————————————————————— b4 NYCAL

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

STEVEN GOOD, as Personal Representative Index No.: 10/190263
for the Estate of EDWARD T. GOOD, 0 s

01/120396
Plaintiff (s),
-against-
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a MOTION AND ORDER
NATIONAL GRID, et al.,

Defendants.

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

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

Dataed: Brooklyn, New York

/ol 3, 2011

VL~ ehs)zn

' Esq. ‘ ’ .
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,qE?%.A’Je/ &/5;},{&

5 Attorneys for Plaintiffs
NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway
177 Montague Street New York, NY 10003

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500
(718)855-9000 ' F E %m E D

0CT 2 & 207

50 ORDERED,

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

0CT 07201

Hon. rry VK. Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
Index No.} 0

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 103352/02
RAYMOND HICKEY,
Plaintiff(s),
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 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.

pated: A~ LT 20m1
New York, New York

A4

A2~ M

Frank-Ortiz; £5q ? e Jennifer L. Budner,

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 2 | LE D

New York, NY 10022
0cT 26 201

(212) 651-7500
UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
SO ORDERED, COUR T EW YORK

Hon. Sherry KleinHeitler

0CT 07 201,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
......................................... x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ILA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
----------------------------------------- x n X
This Document Relates To: Index
00316/02
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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Ev: .

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. : WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for

New York, New York 10003 ERICSSON INC., as successor in
interest to Anaconda Wire &
Cable Co.
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000

Our File No, 07F6 oL ED

SO ORDERED, o |
Hon. Sherry K.Yleitler . OCT 2 6 20“

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE?
NEW YORK.

p— OCTO07 201

“




HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAN; DUNST &
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LA

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERBON ST

RO BOX 480

NEVY BRUNSYMCH, . MJ

SOUTHJERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MLL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

3

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

This Document Relates to:

INDEX NO.: 01-120430

NO OPPOSITION
RICHARD BARTOLOMUCCI AND MARY SUMMARY JUDGMENT
BARTOLOMUCCI MOTION AND ORDER
against

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

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

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

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

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

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

DATED:0-5-1| New Brunswick, NJ

I/Q):Z/&( A

TEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

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

SO ORDERED:

AVEN

JOEXASQUEZ, ESQ.

ITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
RICHARD BARTOLOMUCCI
BARTOLOMUCCI
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

anhd MARY

\Flﬁr{Sherr'Sl Klein He'[_ﬂ
ILED

OCT 26 201

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

QCT 0 7 2011 NEW YORK




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

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

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

——————————————— B

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 120462/01

VINCENT COSTA
NO-OPPOSITION
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

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

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

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
o g2V , 2011

s

By e
Ty ,._-;ﬂ‘ﬁﬁ:‘% } k ,’; - "‘-‘i}' .‘.a.mJ{.‘ —
%wﬁ o Mmﬁﬁi
S,
Frank Ortiz, Esqg. AN
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ™' Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Vincent Costa Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6" Floox 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000
Our File No.: llOBF \ L E. D
SO ORDERED:
AR
! g OFFL
Hon. Sherry V. Heitler COUNTLE;EESQR

OCT07 201

LY




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

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

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

______________________________________ X

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

RUDOLPH BIBOW
NO-OPPOSITION
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

- against -
A.C. & 3., INC., et al.,

Defendants.

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

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

Dated: Brooklyn, ,New York
&_I/?f' , 2011

.

Frank Ortiz,

Esqg. g

Y lo, Esqg.
Weitz & Luxenberqg, P.C.\} Cullen and Dykman s
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defeﬁni L E D
Rudolph Bibow Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Montague Street QCT 26 2011
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558-5500 (718) 855-%000 QOUNTYCLEHKSOFHCE

Our File No.: 11084-1INEW YORK

Hon. Sherry X. Heitler

0CT 07 2011




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

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

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

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Tndex No.: 120575/01

BERTRAND E. LINDSEY
NO-OPPOSITION
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

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

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

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
= cpl3 , 2011
# iy

e gmé
T —
¢ LAl ('{ I ! “'
g i Ay ¥ . ..s‘{
I L et

e

Frank Ortiz, Esqg. "%M%i: eph M. ‘"lolillo, Esqg.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.° Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Bertrand E. Lindsey Burnham LLC '
700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000
Our File No.: Cf4—22 5
SO ORDERED: : l. i:)
0CT 2 6 2011
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler COUNTYCLERWSCNWWCE
NEW YORK

LTy 201”




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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.3. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)

——————————————————————————— ——_——— e —m—— X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 120583/01

MICHAEL A. RUZzZT
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
Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint
against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

Dated:

—

Frank Ortiz, Esq. % Joseph M. Afgiolillo, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ™. Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Michael A. Ruzzi Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6 Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000

-Qur File No.: 11084-1
S50 ORDERED: F l L E D

& 0CcT 2
Hon. SheTry K. Heitler 6 20m
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK

0
l?rg;aagnh




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

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

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

e X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 121113/01

FRED A. HOFMANN, JR.
NO-OPPOSITION
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

- against -
A.C. & 3., INC., et al.,

Defendants.

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

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

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
;ol3 , 2011

R
» " PR
P A - é"‘l
. i ) lf‘l 5 % TRY, i -:h?n.g.. X
. th o 14 add & o
T [ & i
. f‘d 2 o w ey -t
RS s g gt ¥ s % o

Frank Ortiz, Esqg. .qum~ : giolillo, Esqg.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ™  Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Fred A. Hofmann, Jr. Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-~558-5500 (718) 855-9000
- Our File No.: 11084-2607
S0 ORDEW
) FILED |
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 0CT 26 201 .
r\
OCToy 20torr cierpes OFFICE
W YORK

----------.---lIIIIlI.IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII.h.II‘



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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
—————————————————————————————————————— X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 121118/01
NATALE V. GRILLO
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.

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
s jel3 , 2011
AL £ s
T y/ jﬂ:ﬁ“ & A ["’;glm
‘ﬁ,}é.,,__l_,_:f#‘« L wﬁ,’;;&“ uf»ﬂ"""}%c . /%
! ! & ”
[

/l{eph M. S1irio,

Frank Ortiz, Esqg. Esqg.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Natale V. Grillo

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

S50 ORDERED:

Hon. Shery K. Heitler

Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC

177 Montague Street

Brooklyn, New York 11201

(718) 855-9000 Fn

Our File No:: 1 8ff20E D
0CT 26 2011

20UNTY CLERKS
0CcT07 NEW yYor FFICE:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

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

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No
121734/01
FRANK S. BARBERA (Deceased)

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X 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 [nterest
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: Alb rts7n, New York

4 , 2011
A h~———
FRANKORHZ P hon Alvamd S EDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION

Interest to TISHMAN REAL i
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as SuccesFir‘;‘ L E D

200 1.U. Willets Road ocT 26 201
Albertson, New York 11507

' : 'S OFFICE
516) 294-5433 ~UNTY CLERK
(516) cOL AW YORK

SO ORDERED,

9CT 07 201,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 01-121734
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
FRANK S. BARBERA JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant

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

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

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
2011

Phan Alvarado, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

180 Maiden Lane

New York, NY 10038

(212) 558-5500

By:

SO ORDERED,

W A

Samuel Goldblatt, Esty
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Patterson-Kelley Company
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite g ‘ L E D .
Buffalo, NY 14202, .
T6)853-8100 ; | gt 26 00

pK'S OFFICE

Hon, Sherry Klein Heltler

13381246.1

E——————————————— .




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 102 il ii02
John E. Behan 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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

mﬂ’g\ 'i’ My
4},‘ ' b "it‘

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

Attorney for Plaintiff

700 Broadway ~ Attorney for Defepdéant \

New York, New York 10003 ERICSSON INC.,, as egsoy in , /
interest to Anaconda #erz L E D ; 6

Cable Co.

150 East 42™ Street gcT 26 201

New York, New York 10017

212-490-3000 eGUun Y CLERK'S OFFICE
Our File No. 07536.00001 ~ NEW YORK

/e
SO ORDERED, ' '

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler ol 07 Zﬂ“l

4728635v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 122307/01
NO OPPOSITION

David M. Faggione 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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
ERICSSON INC,, Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

9/15/ 1
7t

T
A 3 Y

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

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

New York, New York 10003

Eoe

interest to Anaconda Wire &

Cable Co.

150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000

% W_ Our File No. 075F0(l)0L ED
SO ORDERED, . | 0CT 26 201

Hon. Shefry K. Heitler

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

o707 Ml

4728638v.1




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

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:
Index No

MILLARD D. SHERLOCK (Deceased) 122391/01

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X 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: ertson, New York

- 7 ,2011

LU

~FRANK-ORI Th
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, ¥.CM Alvalad

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

J ES EDWARDS
MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
ttorneys for Defendant F
ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION l L E D
CORPORATION, as Successor in :

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & OCT 2 6 2011

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC,, |
200 1.U. Willets Road OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

~New York 11507 NEW YORK
(516) 294-5433

Hon. Sherry Kivn Heitler

OCT0720m




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:

Millard D. Sherlock

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

Index No: 122391/01

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

LYz/07

Z - &
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

/3 \walaco

SO ORDERED,

Qo

Julie R. Evans, Esq.

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

A.W., CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street
"ED

New York, New York 10017
qcT 26 200

Our File No. 05335.\@90‘
_\.ﬁ

Hon. Shefry K. Heitler

4637628.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 122391/01

Millard D. Sherlock 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

ANNS A\
Frank Ortiz, Esq Julie R, Evgns, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC WILSON,/ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDEL & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney
New York, NY 10003 AW.CH ON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
Qur File No. 05335.00001

- FILED

SO ORDERED, OCT 26 201
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

GQuiTY CLERK'S OFFICE

OCT 07 2099

NEW YORK.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

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

X (Heitler, I.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No

11

640
JAMES JOSEPH FAULKNER @

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X 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

02011
Z Vhan Aladi2de MES EDWARDS

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor E ' L E D
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
200 1.U. Willets Road . OCT 26 201
Albertson, New York 11507
(516) 294-5433 . COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S8. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 122547/01
James Joseph Faulkner and Alwine Irene
Faulkner,
Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. &£ S., Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ x

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,
hereby requests summary 3judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,
dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario &
DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

FILED
Dated: Brgokl n, New York .
W7 2011 /"OC‘T 26 201
Phan - / /L”%ahetﬁms OFFICE

Ay

Jydtin-fi. Tafe,” E8Q ,
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ’4{\/5“’0*‘/0 ullen gind Dykman EI_T:%EW YORK
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
James Joseph Faulknér and Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
Alwine Irene Faulkner Inc.
700 Broadway, 6% Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201

(718) 855-5000
¥ File No.: 10924-2048

S50 Ordered:

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler OC]O 7 20"




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 122698/01

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

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

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 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

ANVGAM
\AQ (Oi /

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evang, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC WILSON, SKOWITZ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DI RLLP

700 Broadway Attorney fo

New York, NY 10003 A.W.CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017

Our File No. 05335.00001

g "JLEP
SO ORDERED, 0CT 26 2011

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler :
CONTY SLETET 02




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 122698/01

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

_________________________________________ X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 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 yark, ew York
*7/ 17/

_ 2 Siuns
A T
EramicOreinEsT V }\9” Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC dﬁ WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff /ﬂ\,@cm 0 EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street

New York, New Yorlg?i L E D .

Our File No. 05335.0

=% f ~ ocy 2620
CLERKS OFFt
SO ORDERED, COUNT\{*EW YORK

Hon.Sherry K. Heitler

T

OCT 07201

4637628.1




HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAN, DUNST &
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

NEVY BRUNSWICK, NJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NQ.: 01-122701
This Document Relates to:

NO OPPOSITION
ROXANNH. INTRILIGATOR, AS ADMINISTRATRIX SUMMARY JUDGMENT
FOR THE ESTATE OF EUGENE F. HOFF MOTION AND ORDER

against

A.C. &S, INC. ETAL

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

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

DATED: [05-11 New Brunswick, NJ

AP Esofn_

STEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGOQO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

Kohier Co.

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

ESQ. A | 4L
WEITZ & LUXENBERG MQ'W ey

Attpfneys for Plaintiff(s),

Réxann H. Intriligator, as Administratrix for
the Estate of Eugene F. Hoff

700 Broadway

SO ORDERED:

Hon?’S errM(leunH? l L E D

0CT 26 201

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

7007 20y




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 122701/01
NO OPPOSITION

Eugene F. Hoff 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
ANNS Ay

~ Op L

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKAER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

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

New York, New York 10017
Qur File No. 05335.00001

FILED

s /7

SO ORDERED, J ﬂ
Hon. Sléﬁ'y . Heitler
OCT 26 201
COLUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

%re; 20,




536.10183/AIM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

This document relates to:

EUGENE 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.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismigssing plaintiff's
Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor (Corporation, with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and w1thoF Tst- E D
DATED: 7/%///

East Hanpvey, Ngw Jersey s OCT 26 204
o e RKS,OFFICE
ZYu vaquez, besq. : . PASSEMOT TR
WEITZ LUXENBERG ; GR ’ MURPHY GAROFALO
Attorfleys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

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

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sh&érry Klein Heitler

"o 7201

44---------------lIIIIllllIIIIIII.IIIIIIIIIIIIIII..




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
----------------------------------------- x
This Document Relates To: Index No: 122788/01
Raymond Jarzynski 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 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 hercby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.

Dated: New York, New York

Y2e /!

ﬂfﬂnthﬁ’j o~
o “/} L—y
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ~
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. \
Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003 McCORD FORPORATION
150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 100 ‘ L E D )
212-490-3000
Our File No.: 06507%01005 oct 28 201
\
, o' OFFICE
SO ORDERED, COUNTY CL‘:S‘\S;”KO ‘
Hon. Sheay i’ Hifler NEW
CT07 201

4728618v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
e e e e e i m X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 123065/01
JOHN DCOHERTY
NO-OPPOSITION
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
- against -
A.C. & 5., INC., et al.,
Defendants.
______________________________________ X
WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case,

Law and Rules Section §3212,

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

opposition thereto,

ORDERED,

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
i s0f3  , 2011
SN g ER 4
e “e' o , ¢ “f’} TRy M
%, t:&‘ﬁ;,:r " ”'A‘lkzqh' f:.’ ,,-J-J'/IP A %Q
g Al AR, ,',“W' T
Frank Ortiz, Esqg. ‘N\Qa
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff
John Doherty

700 Broadway, 6" Floor
New York, New York 10003

212-558-5500 (718)

Qur File No.:

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherfy K. Heitler

J

dismissing plaintiffs'

that upon notice to all co-defendants,

=

Joseph M.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC

177 Montague Street
Brooklyn,

pursuant to Civil Practice

Complaint

all claims

Giolillo, Esqg.

New York 11201

855-9000

}10:34¢A9i4 L E D
- OCT 28 241

0CT 07 Zﬁ?f’\'m ECvl\"/EYRcP)%SK OFF!AE




HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAN, DUNST &
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAYY

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

NEW BRUNSWICH, MJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE. 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 01-123130

This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

CHRISTINE WISSING, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS
PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVEFORTHE ESTATE
OF ALFRED FREDERICK WISSING

against

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
compiaint 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:19-5-I\ New Brunswick, NJ

STEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

Kohler Co.

40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

Q222

JOHN E. RICHMOND, ESQ.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG

-Attorneys for Plaintifi(s), - :
Christine Wissing, Indivudually and as
Personal Representative for the Estate of
Alfred Frederick Wissing

700 Broadway

SO ORDERED:

Kiein HFrI L E D wj

J
OCT 26 201 "

' OUNTY ULERK'S OFFICE
OCT 07 2017°" N vork




1

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

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

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

______________________________________ X

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

MICHAEL PALAZZO
NO-OPPOSITION

Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND QRDER

-~ agailnst -
A.C. & 5., INC., et al.,

Defendants.

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

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

Dated: Brookly?, New York
2

&4 , 2011
AV WA )
W e L Y e
Frank Ortiz, Esqg. P PR ~FOseph M. 0lillo, Esqg.
Weitz & Luxenberg, Pf&%ﬁﬁ Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff = Attorneys for Defendant
Michael Palazzo Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6% Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000
: Qur File No.: llOF&%ﬁl 1% S
SO ORDERED; | R Bt
OCT -4
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
OCT 07 201pew vork




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

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

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

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 124181/01

EROTIDC LARRINAGA
NO-QPPOSITION

Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND OQRDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice
Law and Rules Section 83212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint
against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
cel2 , 2011

Eil % ;‘#Wﬂ"‘;n_, . g‘
i \‘",;‘._ ?5 ) Ex _i"'“ " T ) é:;‘.%h.—, /
NS A A A

Py o X\. A .l,%‘
Frank Ortiz, Esqg. ”Mﬁ%ﬁ? 5%?:;h M. iolillo, Esg.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.™ Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Erotido Larrinaga Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000

Our File No.: 11084-1

SO ORDERED: | F l L E D

0CT 26 201

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

CQUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

OCT 0 v Zni( --.W YORK




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

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

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

—————————————————————————————————————— X y

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 100154/02

RICHARD J. BARTOLOMUCCI
NO-QOPPOSITION
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
- against -
A.C, & 5., INC., et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice
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. . F’ i L E D

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
OCT 26 201 .

aky . 2011
a‘,{ h P
-RK'S OFFICE

il L 6{ Y e .
K"‘\%*’& mw’} o W YORK

‘vgiolillo, Esq.

Frank Ortiz, Esq. o,

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.Cf& Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Richard J. Bartolomucci Burnham LLC

700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Montague Street

New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000

Qur File No.: 11084-2465

S50 ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler




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

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

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

—————————————————————————————————————— X N

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 100157/02

JOSEPH D. FESTA
NO-OPPOSITION
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

- agalinst -
A.C. & &., INC., et al.,

Defendants.

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

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

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
/el3 , 2011

|
w8 R S
. ho 3 T Y |
s g P tyf
. \5‘; S f P
T o~ LI g

Frank Ortiz, Esq. “xﬁﬁl

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.NY Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Joseph D. Festa Burnham LLC

700 Broadway, 6% Floor 177 Montague Street

New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000

Qur File No.:

11iﬁ§—1
SO ORDERED: ’ . ’ L E D

2/

¢

; 0CT 26 2999
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler OCTO?ZO"COU

NTY CLEHK.
S
NEW vork

OFFIcE




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.8. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 100170/02
Michael J. Amato and Theresa Amato,
Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & S. Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

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

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without cc:F.sl L E D
Dated: Brepoklyn, New York '
féimzawP( 7 ., 2011 ocT 26 201
y o

_ “RK'S OFFICE
-‘::;;Z;;fial¥~"?f o ,1777(’;i::::;;;aaTvéﬁﬁﬁghK

stin™M. Tagéf’ﬁsdi

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ]4k%@£’ Cullen and Dykman LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Michael J. Amato and Theresa Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
Amato Inc.

700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Montague Street

New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201

(718) 855-9000
Qur File No.: 10924-4129

So Ordered:

Hon. Srry K. Heitler DQT 0720" 1




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

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

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

e X

This Document Relates to: Index Neo.: 100170/02

MICHAEL J. AMATO
NO-OPPOSITION

Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LILC, hereby requests

summary

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

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint

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

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Brookly New York | F
E? , 2011 ; o

Frank Ortiz, Esq.lhmh‘w

Weitz & Luxenberg, @% Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Michael J. Amato Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000

Qur File No.: 11084-2484
SO ORDERED:

Hon. Tr . Heitler

cro; 2071




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

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

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 12

Gerald Kammerman 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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda ere & Cable
Co., without prejudxce and there being no opposition thereto,

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

G115 )

M&A (5,,3 Wf

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R, Ev .
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ' WILSON, ELSER, SKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway ' Attorney for
New York, New York 10003 ERICSSON INC., as successor in
' interest to Anaconda ere &
Cable Co.
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000

% /  OurFileNo. 075 dof. E D
SO ORDERED, ‘ | “ 0CT 26 201

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK.

OCT 07201

4728632v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
CHARLES CARUSO, SR.,
Index No. 100461/02
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
— against — 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
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

¢ ,2011.

L O X oy
Frank Ortiz, Esq. C. Dino Halou\ﬁ)s, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway 320 East 53 Street, Suite 100 F I L E D
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022
212) 558-5500 46) 435-030
@12 (646) 0 0CT 26 200

RK'S OFFICE .

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLE '

: —— NEW YORK o
Hon. Shefry Klein-Heitler vt

OCT 07201




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

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

This document relates to:

DAVID L. LYNCH, Deceasged, : Index No.: 100580/02
Plaintiff, : (June 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial
: Group)
VSs.
: NO OPPOSITION
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
et al. :  AND ORDER
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby
requests summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's
Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with
prejudice, and there being no copposition thereto.

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

crossclaimg against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withOLFcisii. E D
%25/ 1

DATED:

East Aan V7F Jersey ‘ 0CT 26 201
R jbf quce, T5{ STEPHEN F. BX N
WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MU £%§OFALO
Attgrneys for Plaintiff & FLINN

704 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

72 Fagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P.O. Box 438
anp Hanover, New Jersey 07936

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sh- ry Klein Heitler

OCT 07 2914




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 100580/02

David L., Lynch 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

A NS AW
"KQ@ pus
Frank Ortiz, Esq. N@M Esq, -
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER/MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER/LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defgnd
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017

Our File No.. L ED

gcT 26 20M

SO ORDERED,

Hon, Sherry K. Heitler COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

0CT 07201




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

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

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

T e T X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 101088/02

FRANK C. PERRY
NO-OPPOSITION
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

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

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

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
sol2 , 2011

AT ,.\_m‘r'{")'i'; \'.;l’. i/ & e -g.-.g.m

Frank Ortiz, Esqg. e
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.™. % Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

Frank C. Perry Burnham LLC

700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000

Our File No.: 11084’3 , l“
50 ORDERED: / ) E D
7/ OCT 25 201
I
7 Cou
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler NTYClERKS FRICE

OCT 07 7945 vork




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S8., Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
e X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 101110/02

JAMES R. FLEMING
NO-QOPPOSITION
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

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

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

Dated: Brooklyn, New York

- [0f3 , 2011
Ty, P C— usnai ‘t%.
e A
Frank Ortiz, Esq. %MM%M Je€eph M. Mxdiolillo, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. s Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
James R. Fleming Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6™ Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000
Our File No.: 11(F IBL E
SO ORDERED: D
OCT 26 201

K. Heitler

OCT Omﬂg\/ﬁ*? OFFICE




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 101247/02
NO OPPOSITION

John F. Nicholas 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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York
AN M\ |

N O 0

Frank Ortiz, Esq. %\ Julie R. Eva

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C: W : OWITZ,

Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for

New York, New York 10003 ERICSSON INC., As successor in
interest tof Anacopda Wire &
Cable Co
150 East

New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000

Our File No. ﬁB!'OiﬁSE D | i

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sheny’K. Heitler 0CT 26 201

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

OCTe7 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 101424/02
NO OPPOSITION

Robert Covert SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

WHEREFORE, defendant RSCC WIRE & CABLE LLC, f/k/a ROCKBESTOS-
SURPRENANT CABLE CORP, 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 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: __AN\S \\|

&ﬂQ/Me

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julfe Evans, Ksq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC WILSON SER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway, 7" Floor AttorneyAfor Defendant D
New York, New York 10003 RS IRE & CAB

150 East 42™ Street F L&% E

New York, New York 108&7[ 26 201

] o e
@ / File No.: 07696.01646
QOUNTY CLERKS OFF[CB
SO ORDERED, / counTY LTS

Hon>Shéry K- WHeitler

0CT 07 2019

4728648v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ x

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 101424/02
NO OPPOSITION

Robert Covert SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant AT&T CORP., incorrectly s/h/a “AT&T”, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant AT&T CORP. 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:  A\N\S \ \\

~Op L&

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC
Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway, 7® Floor
New York, New York 10003 AT&T CORP.
150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017
File No.: 05175ﬁ22i L E
SO ORDERED, 0CT 26 z0m
Hon. SherryK. Heitler COUNTY CLERK'S OF FICE

NEW YORK

4728649v.1 ; CT 0 7 20"




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

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

This document relates to:

Index No.: 102008/02
ROCCO MATERQO, Deceased,

(June 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial

Plaintiff, : Group)
vs.
: NO OPPOSTITION
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION

et al., : AND ORDER

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's
Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

crogsclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

game are hereby dismigsed with prejudice and w:}.thouF clstL' E D

ot P2kl 0T 26 20m
East over, w Jersey
(ﬂj\ Vb( COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

| %@éﬁww
W Jot)Vazquez, Bsq. STEPHEN F. BAT.SAMO, ~BSQ.
WEIZE & LUXENBERG
fe

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALQ

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

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 3EQ
P.O. Box 438
Hanover New Jersey 07236

50 ORDERED,

Honorable SHerry Klein Heitler

0CT07 2999




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 102008/02

Rocco Matero 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

A NS\ AL
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evan3,
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC WILSON, ELSER, MOS OWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER/LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendan
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHES COMPANY

150 East 42™
New York, New York 10017

Qur File No. 35.0Q001
FITED

SO ORDERED, E %% 0CT 26 201

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler GOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

OCT 07 20144




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- x
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION [.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
----------------------------------------- x
This Document Relates To: Index No: 102508/02
Felix Ojeda 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

NG \W
~ O
Frank Ortiz, Esq. T Tulie R. Evans, F&q.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DIC LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Deepdant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017

Our File No. OSBBSFOOI L E D

0CT 26 201

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

OCT o7 294,




SUPR JRT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S, Part 30
X (Heitler, 1.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No
JAMES J. PRINGLE (Deceased) 102509/02

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X 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: Albertson, New York
, 2011

MWM/ a/1/201\

—FRAMNEORTIZ Samve) S‘U:aroms'h, Escl, JAMES EDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs torneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION F, ,

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successorfin r L E D
Interest to TISHMAN REALETY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. (QCT 26 201
200 1.U. Willets Road

ftson, New York 11507COUNTY CLERK'S OFFicE
(516) 294-5433 NEW YORK

Hon. Sh€rry Kfein Heitler OCT 0 7 20"

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-102737
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
CHARLES F. RAMA JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
x

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY
Sepfnber 22,2011

By: /2;-) By: \ - T
% Samuel Goldblatt, Esty

hn €. /Z‘c;nm Esq. Benjamin R, Dwyerfsg.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

oy e FILED
SO ORDERED, ﬁ " get 26 20M

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler | \ FICE
707201 v CLERKS OF
0CT 07 COUNTY LK

13409973.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:

John E. Behan

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

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

X —
Index Wﬁ WZ:D
8/01

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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
ERICSSON INC.,, Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

9/16 1)
{1
Frank Ortiz, Esq.

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

New York, New York 10003

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

4728635v.1

ERICSSON INC., as egsoy in
interest to Anaconda werz L E D .
Cable Co.

150 East 42™ Street

%QT 26 201

New York, New York 1001

212-490-3000 CGUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
Our File No. 07536.00001 NEW YORK

acTo7 20w

i
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, 1.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 102915/02
NO OPPOSITION

Richard P. Heslin SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

QNS \ W

K«:@{)ﬂ\;\

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

New York, NY 10003

/

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

Julie R-Evans/ Esq.
WILSON, EI/SER, MOSKOWITZ,
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
Attorney for Defengant

A.W, CHESTEBTON COMPANY

New York, New York 10017
Qur File No, 05335.00001

#FlLED
o oocT 26 200

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

OCTo7201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 102915/02
NO OPPOSITION

Richard P. Heslin SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

o/
quj.,_ Siurs
ke M-OrizBsq: {han [ leiade Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New k w00§7
Our File No. 0533P. Ol)(l)L E D
OCT 26 201
SO ORDERED, 4
Hon&iterry K. Heitler COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
GCT 07 200

4637663.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

This Document Relates To:

Richard A. Wood

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

Index No: 103058/02

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
= AN

/\;Q(O%:

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017

Our File No. 05335.00001 D .
i

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

1
0 e OFFICE
5 (./\N \‘OP‘K

0CT07201




536.11469/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

Thig document relates to:
Index No.: 103058/02

RICHARD A. WOOD, Deceased,
(June 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial

Plaintiff, : Group)
vVs.
: NO OPPOSITION
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATICN, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION

et al., : AND ORDER

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hexeby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's
Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoF 105!2’8.E D

o~

DAPED : s [a// o QCT 26 7oH

EfAst JHanovgr, New Jersey
/a S OFFICE

ORTTIZ, ES9T Joe Vdrquel, B4,

GARRITY, GR2 , MURPHY, GAROFALO

(EITZ & LUXENBERG

Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN

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

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

SO ORDERED, 4 e

herry Klein Heitleét—-.

OCT 07 2011




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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

Index No.: 120396/Q1
(5

RAYMOND HICKEY,
Plaintiff(s),
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 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
plaintif’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 ciaims against
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Q/‘ T 7 , 2011
New York, New York

/ﬂwa\/l/\—\

AL T~

Dated:

d/aﬁ Jermi¥et L. Budner,

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attomey for the Plaintiffs
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, NY 10022 F l L E D ;
(212) 651-7500 |

oCT 26 20%
=X COUNTY CLERKSKOFFICE
leinHeitler NEW YO

0Cr o~ 20041




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

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

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

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 103352/02

RAYMOND J. HICKEY
NO-OPPOSITION
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
- against -

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LILC, hereby reqgquests 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 thareto,

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
/{3 2011

£ e &
A Y

o b ek
W' A4 X

‘-‘,“;-ﬂL’ i 6.-,_;.
Frank Ortiz, Esqg. g Esqg.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ™% Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Raymond J. Hickey Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6% Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000
Our File No.: 11084-2417
SO ORDERED: F I L E D
1S |
' OCT 26 2011
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

/;}’_

VLT 2014,




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

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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S8. Part 30
———————————————————————————————————————— X (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

STEVEN GOOD, as Personal Representative Index No.:

for the Estate of EDWARD T. GOOD,

Plaintiff (s),

-against-
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

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

Defendants.

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

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

nated: Brooklyn, New York
/el 3, 2011

LT i
weanilmtttin, £20-SOm ¢/ 5';’5‘/’;2&

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

NA'IONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway ’

177 Montague Street New York, NY 10003

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500

(718)855-9000 F E %m E D
OCT 2 & 2t

SO ORDERED, : .

fon. COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

0CT 07 2014




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ILA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 103443/02

Ralph Vincent and Linda L. Vincent NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

WHEREFORE, defendant RSCC WIRE & CABLE LLC, f/k/a ROCKBESTOS-
SURPRENANT CABLE CORP, 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 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: _ A NS \\|_

~ O 4

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, Pci\
Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway, 7" Floor
New York, New York 10003 & CABLE LLC
150 East 42 Street
New York, New York 10017
File No.: 07696.016F ‘ L. E D
oct 26 20
SO ORDERED, Ty CLERK'S OFFICE.
RD COUN NEW YOBK

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

GCT07 2019

4639885v.1

i




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

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

This Document Relates To:

Ralph Vincent and Linda L.. Vincent

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

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

Index No: 103443/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant AT&T CORP. 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: R\ LS\ \\‘_

~ OO 4

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC
Attorney for Plaintiff

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry\K. Heitler

Julie Evans, Efq.”
WILSON, EI/SER, MOQSKOWITZ,

New York, New York 10017
File No.: 05175.00220




536.17435/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

This document relates to:
Index No.: 103443/02

RALPH VINCENT,
(June 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial

Plaintiff, : Group)
vs.
: NO OPPOSITION
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION

et al., : AND ORDER

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's
Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corp ‘Et OL E Dhe

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and witho costs,
OCT 26 201
ew Jersey CQUNTYLLLHKbOFHCE

NEW YORK

xX¢e Vaz 52,69{. . B2 v .
GARRITY, GRA . MURPHY GAROFALO
n&¥Orneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

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

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler

0070770"




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 103443/02

Ralph Vincent 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

RANAS A
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans/ Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC ' WILSON, EESER, MPSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN& DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney fqr Defe ant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHEST
150 East 42 %
New York, New Yok 10017 . W\'\
Our File No. 05335. 000060 ¢
: oFF\GE"

c%/' GoUNTLOR
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K Heitler
OCT 07 2014




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 103443/02

Ralph Vincent 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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

ANNS M\
T :
Ny Q Dk

Frank Ortiz, Esq. <g§ Julie R. Evans,

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. WILSON, ELS R, MO KOWITZ,

Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN &/ DICKEK LI.P

700 Broadway Attorney for

New York, New York 10003 ERICSSON INC.,, af successor in
interest to Anacopfia Wire &
Cable Co,

150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000

Our File No. 07536.15986

- FILED
ez K\ Heitlr  ocT 26 201

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

V.INCENT 0 C T & 7 20 “




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
This Document Relates To:
ASBURY C. WASHINGTON and LOUETTA : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
WASHINGTON, : JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO
FORD MOTOR COMPANY
Plaintiff(s),
-against- : Index No.: 103454/02
ABB LUMUS CREST, et al.,
Defendant(s).
X

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

o\ »\ 2011

/\;Qf)vk; )

By: Frank Ortiz, Esq. y: Justin M-Rasmir, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG P. AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN &
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP

New York, New York 10003 Attorneys for Defendant

Counsel for: Asbury C. Washington and Ford Motor Company

Louetta Washington 600 Third Avenue E D
Yokis

New York, New k

T: 212-593-6700 ¥ "
212-593-6970 g 29 w .
SO ORDERED: L CLER
ety \\\‘\\‘ OP\K
HON. SHE HEITLER EORNT

{01040259.DOC }

CT 07201




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

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

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

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 104106/02

DANTEL C. BLAKE
NO-OPPOSITION

Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

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

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

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
ql>7 2011

" o

i N
T '.u#’?’? 1 0?:. V"«._ ¥ S ﬁmm w
iy J 4
"I e, y f&- d ’J ,:
R A X

Y
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ’““Ciﬁ; Oseph M. giolillo, Esg.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ™. Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Daniel C. Blake Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000, . , & 2
Our File No.: \lgrio‘é%a,zl& D \
SO ORDERED: :
/ oCcT 26 201
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
Hon. rry K. Heitler NEW YORK

0CT07 2019




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

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

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

- - - - - - - ---"==-"=----—-—mm™= /™= =T X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 104308/02

JERRY DIAMOND
NO-~OPPOSITION
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

- against -
A.C. & 3., INC., et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice
Law and Rules Section $§3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint
against defendant BURNHAM LILC, 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
toflz , 2011

?_“?ﬁﬁﬁ ‘ﬁ% ?ZIWM”" . ;;dmm .,’*"””
o # } o :
Ty hm; wiwf&" if ‘,-ﬁ‘i'g ™ b
Frank Ortiz, Esqg. g q*v
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ™. Ykman LLP
Attcorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Jerry Diamond Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6 Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 e
Qur File No.: llm—l L E D
SO ORDERED: '
| 0CT 2 6 20M
C}%L_ COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE:
Hon. =Sfsr@d K. Heitler OCT072011 NEW YORK

Ceanv YUINR,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 105173/02
NO OPPOSITION

John A. Reinard 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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

91211

~AED T

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ‘
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Atto
New York, New York 10003 ERIC{SON INC., as successor in
interest naconda Wire &
Cable Co.

150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000

Our Fileﬁ. (i75ii.0(§1 D | "

Hon, Shetty K. Heitler OCT 26 201

COUNTY CLEHIQSQ)‘EFQ)EZO 1}

NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

i

4728639v.1 e mw )




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

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

This Document Relates To:

Francis E. Cosgrove

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

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

Index No; 105175/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A,.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

ANANS N\

~Q ok
S

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

New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Héitler

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001

FILED

ocT 26 201

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

0CT 07 2010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

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

(Heitler, J.)

......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index@
780/03

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
3212, 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: A\\S \\\‘_

~ O o

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

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

New York, NY 10003

New York, New York 10017 E D
212-490-3000
File No. 10557.00 9 | L

0cT 26 20

SO ORDERED, GOUNTY CLERKS OFFICE

Hon. Shérry K. Meitler NEW YORK

4639798v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
......................................... X
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
----------------------------------------- X
This Document Relates To:
William D. Pulvermacher and Carol Pulvermacher,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
----------------------------------------- X

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 CORP. 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: O‘\\S\ W\

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ™\
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorney for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

New York, New York 10017

2evose JFILED

SO ORDERED, CLERK'S OFFICE

Hon. K Heitl NTY
on. Sherry eitler CcOou NEW YORK

OCT 07 201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 105559/02
NO OPPOSITION

John Reina 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

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.

Dated: Q/ 170U

/) Sl
\ Qi
e rociedlecht Qy Julie Evans, Esq.

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC

Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

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

New York, New York 10017

File No.: 05335‘!!00‘

SO ORDERED, S 1y
Ton. S W Lieiier 0cT 26 &

CLERKS OFFICE

COUNTY - YORK

v.l

OCT 07 201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 105559/02
NO OPPOSITION

John Reina 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 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

/ —
: s }Wﬁ C'\SO ¢ *
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. [E-SON, ER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney fq
New York, New York 10003 Mc¢CO RPORATION

Our File No.: 06507.00719
0T 26 20

COUNTY CILERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

SRRV LED
.

SO ORDERED,

OCT07 201

4705098v.1




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

Index No.: 105559/02
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

JOHN REINA,
Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintif’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: C) -~ 1/7 , 2011

New York, New York

T~ \ ;
Erank Ortiz, Esq.| W Iyfle- 4_61 Jennifer L. Budner, Esq.
NBEIP(;\, P.C.

WEITZ & LUXI SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LLTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain F | L E D
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500 OCT 26 201
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kléin Méitler

0CT9 7201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- x
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
----------------------------------------- x
This Document Relates To: Index No!
111684-02
Charles E. French : 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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

W"W‘ 2o
vV i _

Fran]ﬁrtiz, Esq. Julie R. Eyans, Esq.
Weitg/& Luxenberg, P.C. WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DI RLLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defgndant
New York, New York 10003 ERICSS C., as successor in
interest to Anaconda
Cable Co. ‘F r L E D
150 East 42M Street
New York, New York 1000T 2 ¢ 201
212-490-3000 Sy
Our File No. 07536. TY CLER
NEW YORCICE
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

OCT 07201

4733878v.1




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

---------------------------------------- X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
———————————————————————————————————————— X (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

PETER GIANGASPRC and ELIZABETH GIANGASPRO, Index No.:

Plaintiff (s),
-against-
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

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

Defendants.

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

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

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby reguests 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 claiﬁs and
cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

, New York

Dated: Brook
7 2011

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 8 /VJ 02’

@)¥ i
(7 = y . ’
toptiey for Defendant o Attorneys for Plaintiffs
NATZONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway F ‘ L E D
i

177 Montague Street New York, NY 10003
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 .
(718)855-9000 C ocT 2 6 201
OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
C EW YORK

S0 ORDERED,

Hon. %aeYry K. Heitler

oCTo7201




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

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

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

e X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 105777/02

JAMES BRENNAN
NO~-OPPOSITION
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND QRDER

- against -
A.C. & 3., INC., et al.,

Defendants.

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

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

prejudice and without costs.

Yy , 2011

o e :“- o, ﬁ"‘#”%"‘/} ‘:,’: :{;5 '\.”"TMM%“L'.M
;':.'pr' o, 0 ‘};&. f’ 4 - it
L h Ty
ey

Frank Ortiz, Esqg. gy

Dated: Brookly?, New York
22

Weitz & Luxenberg, P?@NJ Cullen and Dykman LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

James Brennan Burnham LLC

700 Broadway, 6"" Floor 177 Montague Street

New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201

212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 @f::! L E D

Our File No.: 118844 :
S0 ORDEES 0CT 26 201t
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK

Heitler

OCT 07 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY  NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :
: Index No.: 106266/02
DAVID SPITZ, AS PROPOSED !

ADMINISTRATOR FOR THE ESTATE OF

IRVING SPITZ, :
Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S.,INC., etal,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Simkins Industries, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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.

ocT 26 201

. - ] | v CLERIS OFFICE
Cond 2. T K. wm

Carol ™. Tempesta, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Simkins Industries Estate of Irving Spitz
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 58-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

695-0002

{N0080939-1) OCT 07 201

i
1

Dated: Ne?é[}% %’ggﬁ ‘.; ‘ L E D |




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

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

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

—————————————————————————————————————— X )

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 106304/02

CHARLES H. GEE
NO-OPPOSITION
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFQRE, 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
prejudibe and without costs.

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
(43 ., 2011

2

. i "'\“ s
T Gk
e .Y

"”“Wmef P

v
e

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defenda

Charles H. Gee Burnham LLC 5 201

700 Broadway, 6 Floor 177 Montague Street 0CT 2

New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 s -
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Our File No.: 11084-2453 NEWYORK
SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler OCTOTZD"‘




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

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

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

—————————————————————————————————————— X }

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 106310/02

ANGELO T. D"AGOSTINO
NO-OPPOSITION
Plaintifzf, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTTON AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

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

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

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
R /)3 , 2011

it e =t A
SR ’1 Q ’i’:,. “y -A_.nw& — '
: . %n ,:f;é“ﬂ 4} VAJ . ,d?‘ L

T g

i \
Frank Ortiz, Esq. w‘iﬁ% seph M frdioTillo, 0€3q2 6 2018
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ™ Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for DefafidNtY CLERK'S OFFICE
Angelo T. D’Agostino Burnham LLC NEW YORK
700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Mcontague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558~5500 (718) 855-9000
Qur File No.: 11084-1
S50 ORDERED:

Hon., Sherry K. Heitler

007 7 201




1]

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

______________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to:
I.D. CAPLES
Plaintiff,
- against -
A.C. & S., INC., et al.,
Defendants.
______________________________________ X .

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC,
judgment in the above-entitled case, purs
Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing
against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejud
opposition thereto,

ORDERED,
and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM
prejudice and without‘costs.

Dated: Brooklyn, New York

-~ g2y , 2011

Ay s
S gy, :ﬂf“\"i\% f’ "5%‘ L g et
T f ¥
7o f&. Qh o et
L 2

hereby requests summary

that upon notice to all cec-

NYCAL

I.A.S5. Part 30
(Judge Heitler)
Index Ne¢o.: 106314/02

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

uant to Civil Practice
plaintiffs' Complaint

ice, and there being no

defendants, all claims

LLC, be dismissed with

Frank Ortiz, Esg. w\w
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. )
Attorneys for Plaintiff
I.D. Caples

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

Fry K. Heitler

Joseph M ngiolillo,
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC

177 Montague Street
Brooklyn, New York 11201

c()zzl:B)Fi§Z51:12(.)?o 110&4 E L- E D

0CT 26 201

Esqg.

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

o107 2008 O




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, 1.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: \ Index No: :ﬂl )
‘
Eric Dreimiller : 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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, ' -

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

Dated: New York, New York -
2/15/11
T A ST |
7 Julic R, Ebafts, Es.

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Dgfendant

New York, New York 10003 ERICSSONINC., as successor in
interest to Anaconda Wire &
Cable Co.

d
II\ISe%vE%ﬂiz;\leSvtriE( 1')0!7_ E - D

212-490-3000

7 - - Our File No. 07536.08091 2 § 2013
SO ORDERED, \ ' SEIINTY CLERK'S OFF|cp
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler REW YORK

GCT 07201

4729902v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

Index N

MARGARET STERNER AS EXECUTRIX FOR 114859/02
THE ESTATE OF DONALD L. STERNER AND
MARGARET STERNER, INDIVIDUALLY,

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION

. i SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- ' MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, QOakfabco 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, Qakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

York
,2011

s

Dated: New Y(/):
C/

JQN&Q

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Qakfabco Inc.

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004

(212) 509-3456 4

SO ORDERED,

G

A 7 A ‘% i w”@ ER\QSO‘:F‘GE

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Estate of Donald L. Sterner
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-550

Horr™ ein Heitler

{N0042173-1}

2571-0653A8

OCT 07 2011



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
GEORGE E. MEIROSE,
Index No. 106914/02
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
- against — 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
3212, dismissing plaintitfs’ 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

/Ql-( 2011.

{’mm\x"%a“.,ﬁ"’ (;-. e
>4 % ek
\-"‘““*«. ; f’ \

Frank Ortiz, Esq C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 1 ? 1 L E D
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 1002

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

ocT 26 M
e . i‘
GLERKS OFFICE  ®
SO ORDERED, W COUNT L W YORK

Hon. She?'r_y/Klein-'Heitler

OCT 07 20M




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

LAWRENCE W. LUTTRELL,
Plaintiffs,
— against —
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.,

Defendant.

X

Index No. 106915/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER

X

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

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York

lo/s ,2011.

Weitz & Luxenberg “‘“g
Attorneys for Plaintiff w
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

FILED

ocT 26 201

Oy i

C. Dino Haloulds3? Esq.

McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Defendant

320 East 53" Street, Suite 100

New York, New York 10022

(646) 435-0300

oo 0720

Hon. SherFKleiﬁ[ Heitler



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

X
IN-RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X

RONALD J. DEON,

Index No. 111994462
Plaintiffs, 106963/0
— against — NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.

X

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York F ﬁ L E D

B ocT 26 2
L»\%ﬂ @ . j C . l > & 2;2 _ COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
- W YORK
Frank Ortiz, Esq. C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. :
Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022

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

SO ORDERED,

£in-Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

GEORGE HENRY BISHOP,
Plaintiffs,
— against —
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.,

Defendant.
X

30RO

10696340

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York
0 ,2011.

C . K7~

VN,

Frank OI‘UZ Esq. ")Y

Weitz & J.uxenberg \
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED, W

(212) 558-5500
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler

OCT g~ 2011

C. Dino Haloulod, Esq.

McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Defendant

320 East 53" Street, Suite 100

New York, New York 10022

(646) 435-0300 - F l L E D

ocT 26 701 »

GOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
RONALD G. PEPPERDAY,
Index No. 111254/04
Plaintiffs, @
— against — NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., MOTION & ORDER
Defendant,
- X

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursﬁant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.
with prejﬁdice, 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 , 2011,
M u-ﬁ‘.‘“v .
F . ¢ m;%?...,
! m“%\‘\, iim«{;ﬁ‘%” gf_ y ,;(\'d}’ o——— by Q .] /—'

Frank Ortiz, Esq. a.m_.%w%»m:;m C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg ‘:iﬁ*\, McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff ) Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway 320 East 53™ Street, Suite 100

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

New York, New York 10022
(646) 435-0300

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
PATRICK J. CIRBUS,
Index No. 111346762
Plaintiffts, 106999/0
— against — NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.,, MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York
o/ ,2011.

D%

~

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

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

o> N

C. Dino Haloulas, Esq.

McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Defendang™™ = = 55 |
320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 <= s
New York, New York 10022 = .
(646) 435-0300 GEy = & L

COUNTY CLERIS OFFICE-
NEW YORK

TTein-Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

. (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
: Index Nof: 107006/0
LAWRENCE D. ROOKEY AND PATRICIA A. $004/02

ROOKEY,
Plaintiffs,
-against- | NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C.&S.,INC, etal, ' MOTION AND ORDER
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. ‘F \ L E D

Dated: New Yo w York

) 2011 oct 26 200
o OFFICE
CLERKS ©
,cotﬂ* TNEW YORK
Kerrdwaaloook, Esq. M ye) vk, Esq. \
Attorney for Defendant /A%(torney for Plaintifts (b \
Patterson Pump Co. Lawrence D. Rookey and Patricia A. Rookey
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 58-5500
SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sherty KleM{ Heitler
454-6550A1

{N0090166-1}

9CT 07 20,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
ROBERT H. LA GOE,
Index No. 117993/07
Plaintiffs, ' 07006/02
— against — NO OPPOSITIO
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law aﬁd Rules Sections
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.
with'prejudicé, 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

fo/S 2011,
a\ll‘am !
f“«-«mw/%: Y | ,,;%*’. — A M/
’fwm-\x; 11111 w ,-‘,\f’%,, : Y 45'3’ - w":g}ow p . '—_ L.

Frank Ortiz, Esq. - E C-Dino Haloulos; Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg hg { McCullough Ginsberg Montano PTnE E D
Attorneys for Plaintiff N Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100"
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 act 26 20M
212) 558-5500 ' 646) 435-0300
(212) (646) COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

7 Vi / ] NEW YORK

leMi-Heitler

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry

OCT 07 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

WILLIAM F. LAW,
Plaintiffs,
- against —
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC,,

Defendant.

X
X
Index No. 00
1 07006/02
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
X

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

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC..

with prejudice, and there being no oppo'sition 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. g
Weitz & Luxenberg ‘Q‘:‘
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

(212) 558-5500

- D
QEiZ— FILE

McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Parpefs 2 6 2011
Attorneys for Defendant

320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 gounTY CLERKS OFFICE
New York, New York 10022 : NEW YORK

(646) 435-0300

@//
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kléq}(ext]er

07200




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

LAWRENCE D. ROOKEY,
Plaintiffs,
— against —
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC,,

Defendant.

X
X
Index No. 118004/02
07006/0%
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
X

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

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant. THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York

az /s, 2011.
LA

i, -
S T ;\\? . if:., ?‘:'P S— e
o Ao H o g
s, %-{ o e Lo
T AT S N s i %

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

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

CIolg

C. Dino Haloulc?ﬁsq.

McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Defendant

320 East 53" Street, Suite 100

New Vork hew vorgmop L E D

ocT 26 201

Hon. Sherry Riein-Heitler

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE=
NEW YORK :




HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAN, DUNST &
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

NEVY BRUNSWICK, NJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SHITE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK.

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

INDEX NO.: 02-107006
This Document Relates to:

NO OPPOSITION
MARY LOU LA GOE, as Administratrix for the Estate SUMMARY JUDGMENT
of ROBERT H. LA GOE, and MARY LOU LA GOE, MOTION AND ORDER

Individually,
against

ACandS, INC., et al.,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 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:
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Attorneys for Defendant, Mary Lou La Goe, as Administratrix for the
Kohier Co. Estate of Robert H. La Goe, and Mary Lou La
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 Goe, Individually

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 700 Broadway

New York, NY 1 0?)3

\LED

Honorable ‘Sher_ryEei&tj_\_eitlzerB 21l

SO ORDERED:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

ARNOLD BENEDETTO,

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

Defendant.

X
X
Index No.
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
X

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

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York

0/ L2011,

Weitz & Luxenberg
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

O

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.
McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Defendant

SO ORDERED,
: Hon. Sherry Kldin-Heitler

320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 . ¢ = 32 [
New York, New York 10022 N P o
(646) 435-0300 | ‘ P,
B R A
FFICE
(Y cA WSO :
U | NEW «{()ﬂh 'f

OCT 07201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
HARVEY KESSLER,
Index No. 115344032
Plaintiffs, W
- against — NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

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

ORDERED, that upon ﬁotice 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

RV e S et g l 2 dsjz —
Frank Ortiz, Esq. g C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg M‘“\“ McCullough Ginsberg Montano &, Partners ;
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant ? L E D Ut
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 : :

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

New York, New York 10022 oCcT 26 200
(646) 435-0300 | ;

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE "
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

Hon. She in-Heitler

QCT 07 201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

RICHARD BURTON,
Plaintiffs,
— against —
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.,

Defendant.

X
X
Index No. 1175
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
X

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

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York
»/s5” ,2011.

O

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

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

C.D k2 -

C. Dino Haloul\és, Esq. B
McCullough Ginsberg Montano & P; ”ﬂﬁer§ -

b
i ,
Py e

Attorneys for Defendant it i

320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 o ms ’

New York, New York 10022 - -

(646) 435-0300 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

ol 072




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
RANDALL A. KACER,
Index No.
Plaintiffs,
— against — NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

,2011.

XA X o g -
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ‘"%'“{:j*;: C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg S McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant ‘ L E
700 Broadway : 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 5 2011 ;
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 OCT 20 ¢ !

£RK'S OFFICE.
GOUNTY CL
. ‘ YORK
SO ORDERED, C@ - NEW

Hon. Sherr Kle% Heitler

OCT 07 200




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
LAWRENCE STERN,
Index No. 11
Plaintiffs, 107102/0
— against — NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

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

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

lofs” 2011.

g Sl -
b, h ‘;’VL T ik
# h ;;.’ {iv_a‘r” 4 Wi e
¥ LY ) rs i
i ", Ed gl %,
e i b,
;
kil

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

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

CDdo

C. Dino Haloulos>Esq.

MecCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Defendant

320 Fast 53" Street, Suite 100

New York, New York:] 0@22L E D
(646) 4350300 & 4

ocT 28 201
ERK'S OFFICE

Hon. Sherfy Klein-Heitler

oL
COUNTY W YORK

OCT 07201

4




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
: X
RICHARD K. GEARY,
Index No. 11286070,
Plaintiffs, Wil )
— against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC,, MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

7] ,2011.
P {g *y },Z"w . - l)ﬁ
SN a .
IO oy
Frank Ortlz Esq. w.,{‘m*—" - C. Difi6 Haloulos, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg M McCullough Ginsberg Montano &~Ba ers
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant Yg’l E
© 700 Broadway 320 East 53™ Street, Suite 100 D
New York, NY 10003 : New York, New York 10022 OCT » B 9
© (212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 - ¢ 241

COUNT Y CLER
W | NEW YOi KOFF’CE ’
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry KIin-Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATIO?\I
MATTHEW J. DeGAETANO, ’

Plaintiffs,

— against —

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.,

Defendant.

X

Index No. 107183/02

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York

(o8 2011

Frank Ortiz, Eq.
Weitz & Luxenberg
Attorneys for Plaintiff

rILED

0CT 26 2011

N ! COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. W YORK

McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300

SO ORDERED, %

Hon. Sherry K1¥in-Heitler

0CcT 0720M




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

IN RENEW 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,

Plaintiff(s)
V.
A.C. AND S. Inc., e., et al.

Defendants

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AN%WIYERK

Index No.: 107183-02

FILEp

OCT 25 201

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFick

Codperdttron
WHEREFORE, Defendant Norfolk Southern Refread herby requests Summary

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

Col Aiflatar Ens

dismissing Plaintiff’s Complaint against Defendant Norfolk Southern Raitread with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

{V0052653.1}




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, 2011

MWA/% J20/20l| % ﬁ

Samuel Meirowitz, Esg Thomas M. Smith, Esq. ~
Law Offices of Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. Eckert Seamans Cherin & Mellott, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway Norfolk Southern Reitroad CoRPtAn Fisw
NY, NY 10003 10 Bank Street, Suite 700
(212) 558-5500 White Plains, NY 10606
(914) 286-2807
SO ORDERED:
Hon. Sherry Klein Hgi Y

OCT 07201

FILED

0CT 26 201

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

{V0052653.1}




'SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION [LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 11314140

>

Milton Earl Cherry NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

M W /2011 Q‘A‘ St

n\uc\ Morown"‘z E.S'Z Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 100

Our File No. 05335.0 ‘ L E D
ocT 26 20t

CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YOBK

OCT 07201

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shen'yWHeitler
COUNTY

4706327v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
MILTON EARIL CHERRY,
Index No. 11344462
Plaintiffs, W
— against — ' NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

lo 201 I.
Frank Ortiz, Esq. C. Dino Haloul0s, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg \ McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 D
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 g‘ L
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 . "?ﬁ“ 3

W e =2 'FF\GEX |
S0 L

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
MERLE G. BURGIN,
Index No. 116958/
Plaintiffs, '
- against — NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

%”b - o DK~

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

Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant \
700 Broadway 320 East 53™ Street, Suite 10 E D B
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 ‘ (646) 435-0300 0T 26 it

B

ég E 3 % | | -picS OFFICE |
SO ORDERED, ¢ NEW YORK c:j“

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
ALTON A. HAKES,
Index No. 114042762
Plaintiffs, 07400/0
NO OPPOS ON
— against — 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 Ci\'/il Practice Law and Rules Sections
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

201 1. ;
w”wm }" g j ﬁ\
Hapussr®
. Qixdy
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ”'w % C. Dino Haloulost Fsq. -
Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg Montan P,anis E
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant D
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 .
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 OCT 26 2011
(212) 558-5500 ' ‘ (646) 435-0300

COUNTY CLERK'S OF,
FICE
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherrlein-Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
STEPHEN A. MANDELL, .
Index No. 113483/02
Plaintiffs, @
— against — ' NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

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

ORDERED, that upon nptice 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

, 2011,
h&\ g,«(»m wa_ )

BN E SR vE ¢
Frank Ortiz, Esq. - W:”’E "“‘ C. Dino Haloulcﬁ, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg R McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway ' 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 m ' L E D '
SO ORDERED, M’ 0CT 26 2011

Hon. Sherry Kléin-Heitler

ocT
07 208ounty cLerkcs OFFICE
NEW YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
- X

WILLIAM A. MATICE,

Index No. 113486/

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

Defendant.
X

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York

g}& , 2011,
)’lf’.hh / ; ﬁ;
S CI>k_
Frank Ortlz, Esq. C. Dino Haloul(}s, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

New York, New York10022 gﬁ E g_ﬁ, E D
(646) 435-0300 g

- 0CT 26 201

| UCT 0 7 20" COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler

NEW YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
[N RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1.A.S. Part 30
i (Heitler, J1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

| Index No.: 107401/02
STEPHEN A. MANDELL, |

Plaintiffs,
~against- | NO OPPOSITION
' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C.&S.,INC,etal, i MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

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

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

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

without costs.

Dated: Ne yérk,/ﬁew York
,8 cf/ 2011
/ / 7t

Mortth e .

P —
Attorney f\fm:i'ffgsi. } ] %\
\WEY

Stephen A. Mandell

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG,
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway ?.““
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 QC‘ 2 )
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 " OFF\GE \

=

Ty O Rk
SO ORDERED, 4 e (oW YO
Hon Sherry Klein Heitler
2383-25556AH

{N0042173-1}

o 020




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ': -
: Index No.: @
JOAN M. FAGAN, AS THE EXECUTRIX FOR 1T4119/02
THE ESTATE OF JOHN J. FAGAN AND JOAN
M. FAGAN, INDIVIDUALLY,
Plaintiffs,
| NO OPPOSITION
-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
 MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S.,INC,, et al, :
Defendants.

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

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

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

\LED

Dated: New Yotk, Xew York F
0/4 ,2011 S oct 26 A

without costs.

g OFFICE
TV CLERKS KO"F‘
,._QU NEW YOR
4

Atto for Plaintiffs

Estafe of John J. Fagan
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

New York, New York 10003

SO ORDERED,

y KleinHeitler
2383-25555R

N0042173-1}

ocT 07 200




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK.
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
ANDREW S. NEER,
Index No. 116798/07
Plaintiffs, 114296/02
— against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant. :
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.
with prejudice, and there béing 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.

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg « McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway 320 East 53 Street, Suite 100
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 1002
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 ?F ‘ L E D ?
' 0CT 26 201
SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler ' COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK

0CT 07201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
---X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--- X
This Document Relates To:
MICHAEL DEAN, as Proposed Executor for  ; NYCAL
the Estate of ROSE DEAN . I.AS. Part 30
¢ bstate 0 ? " (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
Plaintiff(s), " Tndex No. 107761-02
-against-
‘ . ' NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
A.C. &S, INC, etal, " JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

-- X

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

Dated: <A \ o\ W
New_ York, New York

N\~

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG¥P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)

700 Broadway A

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue ) 3} 'L“\

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030 0(-'“ - ()FF\C’E
: 5=3900 y -\\’\;-;\3'\\“"\&

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
ROSE P. DEAN,
Index No. 107761/02
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
— against — 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
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

prejudice and without costs to either party.

i
Dated: New York, New York .
(o/8" 2011, 2 L E D
20 201

OX . e

Gl

- : ¢ CLIERK'S OFFICE
Frank Ortiz, Esq. C. Dino Haloulos} Esq. NEW YORK
Weitz & Luxenberg 5 i McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry leﬁq/Heitler

OCT 07 201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
WILLIAM M. KOPCHO,
Index No. 108105/02
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
— against — 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
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 c¢laims 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
2011

= 3&“ & Aﬁ? Q> —

Frank Ortiz, Esq. C. Dino Haloulds, Esq.

,;f%

Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite lO(F ‘ L E D
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 ocT 2 6 201
PR o ! OFF‘CE
UNTY CLERKS i
SO ORDERED, COUR \EW YORK |
Hon. ciHeitler

0CT 07 201y



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

=X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

ROBERT E. HOULIHAN, SR.,
Index No. 108356/02

Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
— against — 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
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

/0 ,s’ 2011.
""‘“”Q X
M j C D@O,——
Frank Ortiz, Esq. C. Dino Haloulo$? Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg N McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff ) Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway 320 East 53™ Street, Suite I(F \ L E D
2

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 1002
212) 558-5500 46) 435-030
C12) (646) 435-0300 ot 26 200
K's OFFICE
SO ORDERED, GOUNTY S FORK

Hon. Sherry | Klel-Heltler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
------ X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOQS LITIGATION
———- - X
DONALD F. HOGAN,
Index No. 108870/02
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
— against — 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
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

_fOf5 2011
!W““&Q.j‘” [) j % Q ) : "

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

Weitz & Luxenberg N McCullough Ginsberg Montano ar‘)eL E D

Attorneys for Plaintiff ' Attorneys for Defendant ) 3

700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 ocT 26 201

212) 558-5500 646) 435-0300

(12 (646) COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE

- NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherr




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
———— . X
ALFRED J. KOPERA,
Index No. 108872/02
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
— against — 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
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

Frank Ortiz, Esq. '““‘\'i\i C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg ) McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners

Attorneys for Plaintift Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 10 L E D \

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 ‘ =
212) 558-5500 646) 435- b
(212) 5 (646) 435-0300 ot 2 g 2011 ]

| s OFFICE
SO ORDERED, GOUNTY C\\,"VE\%RK e
Hon. Sherry K¥¢in-Heitler NE

OCT 072014




* SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION [.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, 1.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 108872/02
NO OPPOSITION

Alfred J. Kopera 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: w York, New York

2,70l

‘ Quia Sians

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

. Ortiz, Esq.
& LUXENBERG

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
roadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017

T¥O‘(i(')l E D 3

/4

SO ORDERED, T U ocT 26 201
Hor{ihgﬁy*l(. Héitler OFFICE

COUNTY oW YORK

C™07 20m

4706546v.1

\
\

i
i i
i

i




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

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

DONALD McEVOY,
Index No. 108877/02
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
— against — 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
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

1o/5” ,2011.
A "
N AC TR QEIpa =
Frank Ortlz Esq mffh C. Dino Haloulbs, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg w ™, McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff ” Attorneys for Defendant o
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite ? E L E D
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 100 '
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 - . ocT 26 261
'S OFFICE
SO ORDERED, COUNT\I\{H(E:VbEYRgRK

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler

OCTO7 2010




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

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

SIDNEY S. LOEB,
Index No. 109064/02

Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
— against — 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
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York \ L E D

,2011. \
6 oot 29 i
R ”xﬂ C "ﬁ“ e OFF
Frank Ortiz, Esq. M_ﬁ.: C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. (JUU‘ \N ‘(OP‘K
Weitz & Luxenberg \5{ McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kleinfeitler

07200,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
......................................... X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 12039570
Henry T. McLoughlin 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 Ydrk
ANNS \ A\

M\QQ& . (/-

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42 Stieet
New York, New Yor
Our File No. 05335, ow i LE D
SO ORDERED, 0cT 268 zom
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler STy CLERKS OFFICE
NEW YORK

‘OCT 07 201




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COQUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
et i e T X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 109549/02
FRANK CATALANO
NO-QPPOSITION
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
- agailnst -
A.C. & 5., 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.

Dated: Brooklyn, New York

Q[LX , 2011

v

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

\llllo, Esqg.

[RTEP—. e
i

Weitz & Luxenberq, P.C.%%?X
Attorneys for Plaintiff )
Frank Catalano

700 Broadway, 6" Floor

New York, New York 10003
212-558-5500

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry KY Heitler

Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC

177 Montague Street
Brooklyn, New York
(718) 855-9000
Our File No.:

11201
21198F7‘3L e D
e

LERK'S OFFIC

00T 0 7%‘%‘%2\(\1 YORK

e

R
C
m

44-ﬁ-------IIIIlIIIIlllIIIIIIIlllIlIl.l.l.l.l...l...l.l.llllll.lllll
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

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

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

e X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 109554/02

JOSE TRINIDAD
NO~OPPOSITION
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

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

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

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
i~ ol , 2011

a3 T
A ES s

Frank Ortiz, Esqg. RN
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C:

Esqg.

Cullen and Dykman LLP

E

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

Jose Trinidad Burnham LLC

700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Montague Street

New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 201

212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 ° Lm ig
Our File No.: 711084-1 l:q

SO ORDERED: OCT 2 6 20“

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIQ
NEW YORK

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

neT o7 2041




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

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

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

Index No.: 108561/02

NO-OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules Section $§3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint
against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

all claims

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants,

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
/pl3 , 2011
™ {:iw ’
. & k:
Frank Ortiz, Esg.

Weitz & Luxenberg, -
Attorneys for Plaintiff
James F. Smith

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

30 ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

Oseph McoEhgiolillo,
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Burnham LLC
177 Montague Street
Brooklyn, New York

(718) 855-9000
oFE]LED

Qur File No.: :
OCT 26 2611

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

OCT07 20

Esqg.

11201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
LEONARD DARMSTEDTER,
Index No. 109641/02
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
— against — 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
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

- VW, zm
Dated: New York, New York

(0/5 2011, sl

NQ}@ j C [2_, K7~ connia 0K

Frank Ortiz, Esq. C. Dino Haloul3s, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg \\ McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022

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

SO ORDERED, % .......

Hon. Sherry Klem-Heitler

oCT 07 il




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

MAURICE J. HOURIHAN,
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
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York

/015, 2011.

N 6 %
L"““%ﬁ% i b ’ﬁnﬁ) %

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ..,:Sq."we,

Weitz & Luxenberg \\

Attorneys for Plaintiff )

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

X

X
Index No. 109642/02
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER

X

c2X -

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.

McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners

Attorneys for Defendant F | L E D
320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 %
New York, New York 10022 _

(646) 435-0300 0cT 26 Z0M

UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
GO EW YORK

OCT 07201H

R



* SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 109642/02
NO OPPOSITION

Maurice J. Hourihan 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

12, 26l
. Q)L,, Sians
/ Frank J\ Ortiz, Esq. ~ Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEIT] LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 0533504 1L E D

SO ORDERED, C:% ocT 26 201

Hon. Sker§ K. Heitler 1 UNTY CLEAK'S OFFICE
co NEW YORK

0CT 07 2011,

4706514v.1




SUPREME éOURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- x
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, 1.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 125
Allen Chisley NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

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

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

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

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

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

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

700 Broadway Attomey for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street

New York, N%Y%k £21‘E D

Our File No. 0833550 ;
ocT 26 204 :

- = ! (DEE
UNTY CLERKS OFF
co NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

0CT 07201

4706331v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

JAMES A. ROBINETT,
Index No. 110830/02

Plaintiffs, 126812/0
&

- against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.

X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

reéf ,2011.
w@ N e,
L g

i QM:W?‘J’{“ ﬁx‘ 26" ’ H st -
Frank Ortiz, Esq. N C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway : 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 F ‘ L E D
SO ORDERED, W ocT 26 200

Hon. Sherr%r—lﬂ'ein-Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

. (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
+ Index No.:\10269/6

WILLIS R. GAVIGAN, 126765/02
Plaintiffs,
~against- :
 NO OPPOSITION
A.C.&S.,INC,, et al, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Defendants. | 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.

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

- T 7 2011
ocT 26 201
Y CLERK'S OFFICE
ORK
' M A(s

: %ﬂ%’ or Pl'a/i{ﬁ{[\l% \
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Willis R. Gavigan
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Mryw in Heitler

2383-25692U

{N0042173-1}

OCT 072014




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
| IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
| ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
i . (Heitler, I.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: E
: Index Nog
WILLIS R. GAVIGAN, ’
Plaintiffs,
-against- i
{ NO OPPOSITION
A.C.&S.,INC, etal, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Defendants. | 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

FILED
Dated: Neé York, New York

7~ 27( 201 [ 1 26 W
| o oFFICF

i - \J‘L‘i-y“‘ 18 <J .
#" /ﬁ’gjaé\/l COUNT g YOR

Kerry ook, Esq. m /y\ WM Exc.
Attorney for Defendant ¢y f6r Plaintiffs /

COsts.

Patterson Pump Co. Willis R. Gavigan
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

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

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

SO ORDERED,

454-6638V

{N0090166-1}

0cT 07 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
PAUL W. KRUG,
Index No. 126791702
Plaintiffs, W
— against — ' NO OPPOSITIO_N
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New Yor,kz,(l)\{eiw York F E L E D
- /{’ ~

Py,
Y f‘ “ﬁ{‘ > 0CT 26 201
""""" X TN O 12 =" couNTY-CLERKS OFFICE

Frank Ortiz, Esq. W"“C%{; C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. NEW YORK
Weitz & Luxenberg Ho, McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100
New York, NY 10003 . New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 . (646) 435-0300

SO ORDERED, ALk

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 0 7 20"




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-—=-X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
___._x
WILLIS R. GAVIGAN,
Index No. 126765/02
Plaintiffs, 0.
- against — NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., . MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
-X

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

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

jéﬁ , 2011,
f“‘"‘”"‘“m ﬁ&fv } :b_m

Frank Ortlz Esq w:'i({ C. Dino Halould) Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg S McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 %
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 ‘
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 F i L E D N
§ acT 28 73N
SO ORDERED, 7 ‘ ;
Hon. Sherry K}in-Heitler - : SOUNT: 7121 )KOrF\CE
1“”( LAY )z i

oCT 07 201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' ILA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ’
JAMES A. ROBINETT,
Plaintiffs,
-against-
: NO OPPOSITION

A.C.&S.,,INC, etal, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Defendants. | 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 pléintiffs’
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. ‘ F ‘ L E D

Dated: New Yok, Néw York
, 2011

L

Kerrya@ CookFsq.
Attorney for Defendant
Patterson Pump Co.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

oct 2§ 79
S CE
Gl OFF
COUNTY - VORK
'\ /“"‘*\\
A ey for Plaintiffs )
~ James A. Robinett

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003
212) 558-5500

Hon. Sherrf K{ei{ Heitler

{N0090166-1}

454-6638AN

ocT 07201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
CLINTON A. McCLOUD,
Index No. 126733407
Plaintiffs, W
— against — NO OPPOSITION
' ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-de;fendants, 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

/0 , 2011.
g, o iy
s ~ . ;"g; f;‘ . ﬂgfd } """" mf&-{-m, Q
LYY\ A | | (( _—

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Jw::,ﬁy“ C. Dino Haloulbs, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg R McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 F | I = D

SO ORDERED, % OCT 25 san

: bt : : ,
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler COUNTY cLERicg OFFICE

N
OCT ¢~ 2017 EW YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S., Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-110269
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
WILLIS GAVIGAN JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant

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

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

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

without ¢costs,

Dated: New York, NY

By /]

/o / |
Dana M. Northcraft, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
180 Maiden Lane
New York, NY 10038
(212) 558-5500

.

Samuel Goldblatt, Es
Benjamin R. Dwyer
NIXON PEABODY LLP

Attorneys for Defendant,

Patterson-Kelley Company

Key Towers at Fountain Bl :

40 Fountain Plaza, #i‘oa(t. E D H
Buffalo, NY 14202 ™ ‘
(716) 853-8100

i

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SherryKlein Heitler

13595928.1

COUNTY Aoy

OCT 07 200y



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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 110319/02
Lucy Waldron, Individually and as
Executrix for the Egstate of Weglie
Waldron,
Plaintiff,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & 8., Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 1Inc.,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to (Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,
dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario &
DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

FILED

Dated: Brooﬁ%iy§7New York
, 2011
“ 2 0CT 26 201
Phan Alvarado, Esq. stin H. g@%g‘;f“cs
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. / Cullen andDyksah LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

Lucy Waldron, Individually and Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
as Executrix for the Estate of Inc.

Weslie Waldron 177 Montague Street
700 Broadway, 6" Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201
New York, New York 10003 (718) 855-9000

OCur File No.: 10924-1

S0 Ordered: N

Hon, Shery K. Heitler OCTO?ZO"




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATIO);\I
JOSEPH S. COLLESANO, "

Plaintiffs,

— against —

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.,

Defendant.

X

Index No. 110717/02

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

C. Dino Haloulds, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg \ McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff ' Attorneys for Defendant .
700 Broadway 320 East 53 Street, Suite 100g= * = 5= 1)
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 ¥~ © == ™
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 ot 0 i

ERK'S OFF‘CB\Q
SO ORDERED, GOUNTY B YORK

Hon. Sherry Klein¥eitler

OCT 0% 201



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 110776/02
NO OPPOSITION

Faro P. Vitale 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

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.

Dated: 7:/7[// /
b

QuL;,.ams

~ PR Ortiz-Esq. g /la nA lafa Jg Julie Evans, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017

File No.: 0533%00001 E D

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler ocT 29 A

v.l



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
-—-X
JAMES A. ROBINETT,
Index No.¢" 110830/02
Plaintiffs, 126812/02
110269/02
— against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

r6/s” ,2011.
,f""""““"%..;szig) 3 &ﬂgm ' }‘ S

VI P ekl
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ‘n““:'l“'w“\ C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg ™ W McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 F ‘ L E D ;
SO ORDERED, W ocT 26 2011

Hon. Sherrgf-lﬂ' ein-Heitler
NTY CLERK'S OFFICE \

cou

"°T07 204y




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
GEORGE HENRY BISHOP,
Index N
Plaintiffs, 06965/02
— against — NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

0 , 2011.
=S @ j{ &7 -
Frank Ortiz, Esq. C. Dino Haloulo®, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg : McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 ’?
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 :
SO ORDERED, | ocT 26 201 s
v . A ‘ d .
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE i
NEW YORK

OCT 07 2011



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
PATRICK J. CIRBUS,
Index N
Plaintiffs, 66999/02
— against — NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
-—- X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
0 , 2011,

. C.D A\
Frank Ortiz, Esq. \§ C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg ' McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendang™ = . ==
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 ioss  orma
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 =
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 0ctT 26 an

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE~

SO ORDERED, - NEW YORK

Hon. Sherr§ Klein-Heitler

OCT 7201



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ILA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X :
This Document Relates To: Index @’
4/04
Ronald G. Pepperday 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

Qi 5%

—Frare MOtz el Meivowit+z, Esg . Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017

Our File T\\Io. O‘d533ﬁ0(i)l L E D ;

SO ORDERED,
Hon#Sherry K. Heitler OCT 26 20m

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

OCT 07 2y oRe

4707310v. 1




’

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
......................................... X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
----------------------------------------- x
This Document Relates To: Index N )
111254/04
Ronald G. Pepperday ' 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 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

MM%/ZO\\

~FrankeBrtiz Bsy. Samuel Meitowitz, €59 .
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.

Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003 McCORD CORPORATION
150 East 43"%Street
New York, New York 10017

e Foldl ED |
OCcT 26 201

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler GOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

OCT 07 2944

4705520v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 111636/02
NO OPPOSITION

Augustine P. Massello SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant RSCC WIRE & CABLE LLC, f/k/a ROCKBESTOS-
SURPRENANT CABLE CORP, 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: ’7,/ 2 (,'/ //

Kush Shukla, Esq. Julie Eyans, Esq.

WILENTZ GOLDMAN & SPITZER WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorney for Plaintiff EDELIMAN & PICKER LLP

700 Broadway, 7" Floor Atto efendant

New York, New York 10003 RSCC & CABL&-LI.f i
150 East 42™ Street r L E‘ D 3

New York, New York 10017 o
File No.: 07696.00432 0CT 26 2

SO ORDERED, COUNTY L Rk

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

4721529v.1 ocr 07 20"




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 105716=6

Charles E. French : ' 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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, _

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

Dated: New York, New York

Wvl(a\iql
/] T i

Fr rtiz, Esq. Julie R. Eyans, Esq.

Wei Luxenberg, P.C. WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DI R LLP

700 Broadway Attorney ffor Defgndant

New York, New York 10003 ERICSS NC., as successor in

interest to Anaconda
Cable Co. P r L E D
150 East 42™ Street”
New York, New York 100¢T 2§ 201
212-490-3000

Our File No. 07536 86Ty CLERK:s

0
NEW YoRk . ICE

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

OCT07 2011

4733878v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
RONALD J. DEON, —
Index No. / 111994/02
Plaintiffs, Q6510
— against — NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York F l L E D ; bi

,2011. 0CT 26 201

/_\_/ f‘s PO
Y A /) Q . % Iy CLERK'S OFFICE
= : : C -D_, GOt NEW YORK

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

Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100

New York, NY 10003 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

X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY :  NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION :

X
This Document Relates To:
HOWARD H. HABERER 1, : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO
Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY
-against-
Index No.: 112587/02
A.C. & S.,INC,, etal.,
Defendant(s).
X

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

a\xy L2011

o= (L~ —

By: Frank Ortiz, E5q&>C asmir, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P, AAR SON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN &
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP
New York, New York 10003 Attorneys for D?’ld %,,«
Counsel for: Howard H. Haberer I Ford Motor C x
600 Third Avenue o
New York, New Yorﬁ%o?'s 52
T: 212-593-6700 CLERKS OFFICE

F: 212-593-697000UNTY EyYORK

SO ORDERED:

HON. SHERRY KI)IN HEITLER

{01040509.DOC } OCT 0 7 20")




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

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

RICHARD K. GEARY,
Plaintiffs,
— against —
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.,

Defendant.

——eX

Index No. 2800/02
O07T67/(

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York

/o éz ,2011.
” tﬂm%t/& ’V)qmﬁ ()]ziEg
Frank Ortiz, Esq. -«,;-EST" C. Difio Haloulos, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg o McCullough Ginsberg Montano &Partpers

Attorneys for Plaintiff - Attorneys for Defendant 8ﬂi T L E D

700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 ocT 28 o

(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 241

COUNTY cLegy \

W NEW YO TTCE

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kiin-Heitler

_

ncT 07 201



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
- X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
--- X
RAYMOND F. WEBER,
Index No. 112954/02
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
— against — SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.,
Detendant.
- X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

fo/y ,2011.

OO oDy

Frank Ortlz“?sq A C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg Q":: KN McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 f
212) 558-5500 646) 435-0300 _ ¥ ‘-
(212) (646) i«"ﬂémED;\

______ i
SO ORDERED, gct 28 2o ; \\

Hon. Sherr§ Klein-Heitler
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
NEW YORK

i
1

0CT 07201



*SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index @
: 02
Milton Earl Cherry NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
......................................... X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

Mﬁd//{/ Us/z01 Qi St

muc\ Meirow 12, ESZ Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LU XEN BERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 100
Our File No. 05335. oFb ‘ L E D
SO ORDERED, ._ ocT 28 20
Hon. Sherry K/Heitler COUNTY CLE.HKb OFFICE
NEW YORK

4706327v 1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
MILTON EARL CHERRY, \
Index No.
Plaintiffs, 07221/02
— against — NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
----X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

Frank Ortiz, Esq. C. Dino Haloul?)‘s, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant :
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 % D R
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 - o 1
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300

e
oot L9

0 A
. CE |
SO ORDERED W L CLERKS OFF\ )i
| LpwYoRC

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler

OCT ¢v 20m




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
----------------------------------------- X __
This Document Relates To: Index N
115178/05
Gerald Elmont Allen 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 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

ZASIERIEN

- ,WW &, Julie R. Evahs, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. OSKOWITZ,

Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney fpr Defendant
New York, New York 10003 McCO RPORATI D
150 East 42" Street E
New York, New York® 001
212-490-3000 AL
Our File No.: 06507.01169C1 -
-k OFF
CLERKS .,
COUNTY Z\YORK

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

OCT 07 2041




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X
INRE: NEWYORKCITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION :

X
This Document Relates To:
GERALD E. ALLEN and SHIRLEY L. ALLEN, : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION ASTO
Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY
-against-
Index No.: 113276/02
A.C.and S. INC,, et al.,
Defendant(s).
X

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.

Pated: New York, New York

A\\S 2011
~~ () o

By: Frank Ortiz, Esq\f/\Pg
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P-€.

y: Justin M. Kasmir, Esq.
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN &

700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP
New York, New York 10003 Attorneys for Defendant
Counsel for: Gerald E. Allen and Shirley L. Ford Motor Company
Allen 600 Third Avenue
New York, New York 10016
T: 212-593-6700
F: 212—593-6970F l L E D
SO ORDERED: N
HON. SHERRY KYEIN HEITLER 0CT 26 201
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

1036886v.1 OCT 0 7 201'




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

- X

Index No. 11981040
Plaintiffs, @

WILLIAM J. BERTON,

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

_______ X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

201 1.
Frank Ortiz, Esq. C. Dmo Haloulcﬁ‘ Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg - McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintjff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 s !
(212) 558-5500 - (646) 435-0300 F | L E D
0cT 26 251

SO ORDERED, > ﬂ

- Hon. Sherry Klet-Heitler COUNTY CLE RK'S OFFICE"

NEW YORK

0CT 07201




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

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

WILLIAM A. MATICE,
Index om

Plaintifts, 107401/02
— against — NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.

--- X

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

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

Dated: Ncw York, New York

,2011.
. ﬂ._ Yy _&

e’f“ B 1'\ it

Lo Ny .

QQB{ V¢ f‘ - 1 L/é/
Frank Ortiz, Esq. —‘\ C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg Me¢Cullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 F ' L E D
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 g

0CT 26 2011

SO ORDERED, OCToO7 2011 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler NEW YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
STEPHEN A. MANDELL, -
Index No.113483/02
Plaintiffs, 07401/02
— against — NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC,, MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

(2 , 2011,

R AT QAR ] '
Frank Ortiz, Esq. i “ﬁkﬂ C. Dino Halou]o\s, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg S McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300

M’_M rILED
S0 ORDERED. 0cT 26 201

OCT 0720 HounTy cLERK'S OFFICE |

NEW YORK

Hon. Sherry Kléin-Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

SHIRLEY RIDDELL, AS ADMINISTRATRIX
FOR THE ESTATE OF DONALD RIDDELL,
AND SHIRLEY RIDDELL, INDIVIDUALLY,

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION

‘ SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S.,INC., et dl, '
Defendants.

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with gp{ejqfiiqe and without

'LED

Dated: New York, New York ' QcT 26 201
G-T7 201 |

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Robert Darish, Esq. d % P(y\ ANt ot Oy
Attbmi€y tor Plaintiffs

Attorney for Defendant

COsts.

Qakfabceo Inc. Estate of Donald Riddell
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 7] / (212)558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Yeitler
2571-0652B

{NO042173-1}

0CTo72011




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

Index No.: 113565/02
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

DONALD RIDDELL,
Plaintiff(s),
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 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
plaintif’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: C(\” (Z- /7 , 2011

New York, New York

N {12

Jennifér L. Budner, Esq.

D#ha orihéraﬂ, Esq.\_)

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite IIE ’ L E D ;
New York, NY 10022 a %
(212) 651-7500 OCT 28 201 T

- COUNTY ¢
LERK'S OF
SO ORDERED, W NEW YORk FICE

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

0CT 07 2919




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

Index No.: 113565/02
SHIRLEY RIDDELL, AS ADMINISTRATRIX
FOR THE ESTATE OF DONALD RIDDELL,
AND SHIRLEY RIDDELL, INDIVIDUALLY, !
! NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, { SUMMARY JUDGMENT
{ MOTION AND ORDER

-against-

A.C.&S,INC, etal,
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 prejudlce and without

costs. i.. E D
Dated: Naw York, New York ont 28 201
AN ,2011
/b\ - Y“OHK
Kerryar ok, Esq. m Cﬁd
Attorney for Defendant orhey fommw 6-5
Patterson Pump Co. Estate of Donald Riddell
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

(212) 509-3456 ' 12) 558-5500"

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

454-6848B

{N0090166-1}

0CT 07201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
DONALD W. RIDDELL,
Index No. 12734570
Plaintiffs, W
— against — NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC,, MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

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

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

¢ 2011

Frank Ortiz, Esq. =~ = § . C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg ”"':; ' McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 :

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 o

(212) 538-5500 (646) 435-0300 ED
oCT 25 201

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler : " COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE %

NEW YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York

C > K7~

Frank Ortiz, Esq. \ , C. Dino Halm\ﬂos, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 10 * & FZ D
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 = &n= e
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 acT 26 201

£ W S OFFICE
SO ORDERED, ___ COUNTY CV‘;,E%RK

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler

NCT 07 20U




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ' NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 126 -,.&..

Ralph Colon NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

S}'nfembe" 12, 2e0

P , S
Fregfft—OrtizeEseq oy £, Prchmenel, £ Juiie R. E¥ans, Esq.

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

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

150 East 42" StreetF J

New York, Newvo 10 17L E D

Our File No.05335.00001
- 0CT 26 204

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

0CT 07 201

SO ORDERED,

. Heitler

4706357v.1




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

Index No.: 114013/02
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

ELMER ALBERICO,
Plaintiff(s),
- NO OPPOSITION
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintif’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: Q" (2./7 , 2011

New York, New York

W«‘—L,/ Jennifer L. Budner, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022

(212) 651-7500 ' L E D '

4
% QT 26 201 |
SO ORDERED, CQUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler NEW.YORK

OCT 07 204




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X
ALTON A. HAKES, —
Index No
Plaintiffs, +O7460702
NO OPPOSITION
— against — SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION & ORDER
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.,

Defendant.
wam=X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

202
Frank Ortiz, Esq. \‘:\w C. Dino Haloulos] Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg Montaan P'mts
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant E D
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 \
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 OCT 26 2011
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 COUNTY GLERKS o
Fi ..
NEW YORK CE ‘

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

i Index No.: 107
JOAN M. FAGAN, AS THE EXECUTRIX FOR | 119/0
THE ESTATE OF JOHN J. FAGAN AND JOAN

M. FAGAN, INDIVIDUALLY,

Plaintiffs, |
: NO OPPOSITION
-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER
A.C. &S.,INC.,etal, :
Defendants.

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

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

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

without costs. :
F! LED

Dated: New Y /(ew York

2011 ' .
£RKS C)Y’HC/E
Q/M/u/ /% /LZZ% OOUN W YORK
AA, A AU
nnifer A. F chetto
Attorney fo fendant Atto for Plaintiffs
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Estafe of John J. Fagan
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
. 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 _ New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 Wﬁwoo
SO ORDERED, : L.
Hon. Sterfy Klein'Heitler
2383-25555R

{N0042173-1)

acT 07 200




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK.
———- X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
-------- X
ANDREW §. NEER,
Index No. 116798/07
Plaintiffs, 14296/0
07404/()
— against — '
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC,, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant. :
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Ci§i1 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 cq—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

ot 2011,
D
?\.\dm%‘%*f:-q,\,:M;w‘ﬁm "’;‘m_-\l__ b.t"“";ﬂ ::,.(,.W:ﬁji_w - p DkZ/-
Frank Ortiz, Esq. wﬁ%m C: Dino Haloulos, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg “\}’\ McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway " 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 ‘_‘
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 1002 b
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 ?F | L E D 3 i
0CT 26 2011
SO ORDERED, ‘
' "Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler - COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

0CT 07 201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

Index No.: 1

MARGARET STERNER AS EXECUTRIX FOR
THE ESTATE OF DONALD L. STERNER AND
MARGARET STERNER, INDIVIDUALLY,

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, 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 aéainst

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

costs.
Dated: New York, New York - @
f , 2011 \
f o
LoD e WL 7 . zac ﬂ,mﬁwﬂcﬁ

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. \N YOoRK
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Qakfabceo Inc. Estate of Donald L. Sterner
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

{N0042173-1}

OCT 07201

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558- 55(9

2571-0653A8




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

! Index No.¢114999/0
CAROLINE K. FREDERICK, INDIVIDUALLY | 706

AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF

JOHN RONALD FREDERICK,
Plaintiffs,
{ NO OPPOSITION
-against- . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S.,INC,, etal, :
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. D
Dated: New /%orc,/N/w York F ‘ L E
, 2011
~aK's OFFICE
v CLFRKS O
I 7’ - COZN EW YORK -~
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Patterson Pump Co. Estate of John Ronald Frederick
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 % 558-3500
SO ORDERED,
Hon. She th Heitler
454-6548Q

(NO080939-1}

0cT 07201,




-

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: g
+ Index No.7114999/02
CAROLINE K. FREDERICK, INDIVIDUALLY 09589406
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF '
JOHN RONALD FREDERICK,
Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S.,INC.,etal,
Defendants.

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

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

FILED

without costs.

Dated: New Ygrkf New York oCT 25 281
COUNIY t FIK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

Attorney for Plaintiffs

Courter & Cdinpany, Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

{NO080939-1}

Estate of John Ronald Frederick
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

1122-4202

OCTo720m




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

CAROLINE K. FREDERICK, INDIVIDUALLY
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF

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

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

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

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

F1LED
Dated: New York, Néw York %' i L E

,2011 ocT 26 200

without costs.

CLERK'S OFFICE

[
MddS b 221 1S

Michele J. Mittleman, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Treadwell Corporation Estate of John Ronald Frederick
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

New York, New York 10003
3 558-5500

SO ORDERED,
1235-3730

{N0080939-1}

0CT 07201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 3 Sl
' Index No.{114999/02
CAROLINE K. FREDERICK, INDIVIDUALLY ! 09589706
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF
JOHN RONALD FREDERICK,
Plaintiffs,
i NO OPPOSITION
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S.,INC,, etal, E
Defendants.

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

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

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

without costs. e % L E "

Dated: New York, Mew York
.[075[/ /7 on oct 26 200
rt | ERKS OFFICE

m&%%\\ oy 7—%%

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. h

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs

Tishman Liquidating Corp. Estate of John Ronald Frederick
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

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

(212) 509-3456 (212)?5500

SO ORDERED, —

Hon. S Klein Heftler

2383-25660C

(N00A2173-1) OCT 07201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK. CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
-—- X
HARVEY KESSLER,
Plaintiffs,
— against — NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

/o(E ,2011.

",
dfww’ l, ;? , (::m\ "'\j s .
Frank Ortiz, Esq. %{:‘K C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg : McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant # T L E D o
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 %
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 OCT 26 201 3
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 i

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

- NEW YORK
SO ORDERED,
OCT 07201

-*




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

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
ARNOLD BENEDETTO, -
Index No. ?@1 15368/0
Plaintiffs, 07007/02
— against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

0/ 2011.

Db~

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.

McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners

Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway 320 East 53™ Street, Suite 100 __ » 0 T D
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 ﬁ— L S
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 ’ e e

Weitz & Luxenberg
Attorneys for Plaintiff

B FFICE
SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLE %RSKO
Hon. Sherry Kl&in-Heitler _ NEW
OCT 07201




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

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
RICHARD BURTON, ;
Index No. @
Plaintiffs, 0769970
— against — NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC,, MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

(0/s” 2011,
Frank Ortiz, Esq. - C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg Montano &ﬁ!rtperg F D _
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant o ol ]
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 e s g
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 Ult v &b :
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 GOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK

SO ORDERED, ¢

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler d

CcoTor2eM




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

. X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

ROBERT H. LA GOE,

Index N
07006/02

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

Defendant.

X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

_1o/¥ 2011,

. BTy, o \,?] flﬁ::‘%‘"“
éz"“"“"'“*“‘q. d ~"‘~ i

o2k~

Frank Ortiz, Esq. -~ -
Weitz & Luxenberg SN
',

u

Attorneys for Plaintiff .
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

C-Dino Haloulos, Esq.
McCullough Ginsberg Montano nirs
Attorneys for Defendant FPT L E D

320 East 53" Street, Suite 100

New York, New York 10022 QcT 26 201

646) 435-0300

0 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
© MNEW YORK

Hon. Sherry KleM-Heitler

OCT 07201




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

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSOM ST

PO BOX 480

NEVY BRUNSWICH; NJ

SOUTH JERSEY - - ——-

TO1WMLTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTOM, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK .

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

INDEX NO.: 117995-02

This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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.,

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

M %M/ 4/20)201]

SAMUEL MEIROWITZHSQ.

WEITZ & 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

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

Kohler Co.

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

% FILE D
Honorable Sherry Kle Heltler
ocT 26 20M

' FiC!

SO ORDERED:

COUN

OCTﬂ 723"!

H




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

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X

WILLIAM F. LAV, :
Index No. w

Plaintiffs, O7006/02
~ against — NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.

X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

‘f?‘l , 2011,
gﬂ%j v %'2 ‘:ﬂ hh‘} o & — ; &
Frank Omz, Esq. N C. ;5ino Halou%;s, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Parggefs 2 § 201
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 NEW YORK

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SherE/#Kle?kk-ﬂeitler

-1 07201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30
' i (Heitler, I.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 5

LAWRENCE D. ROOKEY AND PATRICIA A.

ROOKEY,
Plaintiffs,

-against- { NO OPPOSITION
| SUMMARY JUDGMENT

A.C.&S.,INC., et al., ! MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants. |

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in
fhe 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. ' V@ﬁ ‘ L E D

Dated: New Yo w York

,2011 oct 26 200

y CLERK
- OO C YORK
Kerrfmaa ook, Esq. aﬂ'@ 265 Povi, €5 N
Attorney for Defendant /Attomey for Plaintifts ’b !
Patterson Pump Co. Lawrence D. Rookey and Patricia A. Rookey
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 23-558-5500
SO ORDERED,
Hon. SWKIM{eitler
454-6550A1
{N0090166-1} AT
AT 0 7 20"1

‘—




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
LAWRENCE D. ROOKEY,
Index Nd. 118004/02
Plaintiffs, 077006/02
- against — NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
——-X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

% gi , 2011.

Frank Ortiz, Esq C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg ‘“’m,’“ McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100

New York, NY 10003 New York, New Yor 0

(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 lF) ]2 L E D

%w 0CT 26 201

S0 ORDERED, n ™Mein-Hei COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE=

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler NEW YORK

acr 07 2011



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

----------------------------------------- h. ¢

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

(Heitler, J.)

......................................... X .
This Document Relates To: Index Ne'118980/(

Eric Dreimiller 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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York
218/

YT .. 4_,/4;:
Frank Ortiz, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.

Attorney for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003 ERICSSONINC., as successor in
interest to Anaconda Wire &
Cable Co. ]
150 East 42"¢ Stre
New York, New YE( ‘)Ol7_ E D
212-490-3000

SO ORDERED, _ EINTY CLERK'S OFFIoE

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler MEW YORK

4729902v.1




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

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

RANDALL A. KACER, —
Index Nof 119102/Q
Plaintiffs, 02/02

— against — NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
- X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

201 1.
/ j{ o Qi2K)

Frank Ortlz Esq. 'ﬁ; ' C. Dmo  Haloulos, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg ‘M : McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant ‘ L E
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 F j
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 8 701 :
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 oCT 20 ¢ !

| ERK'S OFFICE
GOUNTY CL K
SO ORDERED, NEW

Hon. Shérry Kle¥h-Heitler

OCT 07 201




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

LAWRENCE STERN,

Plaintiffs,

— against —

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.,

Defendant.

X

X
Index No.

107102/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER

X

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York

10/8”_, 20
_____ A
“*.l‘; s t\z\':' ”’

LN Ll

11.

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg

Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

\ e

C. Dino Haloulos; Esq.

McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Defendant

320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 E D

New York, New York10§22
(646) 435-0300 % %2 L

ocT 26 201

Hon. Sherfy Klein-Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK NYCAL
-------------------------------------- X LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
------------------------------------ T - - X
This Document Relates To: Index No.: 119370-02
ANDREAS KALLEBERG and LISA KALLEBERG,

NO OPPOSITION

. Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al.
Defendants,

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION f/k/a ITT INDUSTRIES, INC,, ™™~ o
sued herein as “BELL & GOSSETT 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 above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against
Defendant with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
Signed by Defendant: June 1, 2011
Signed by Plaintiff: &?mw 2\ ,20\\

/e

Mark Bibro, Esq.~ i or-P-H

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC MCGUIRBWOODS LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

360 Lexington Avenue, 20™ F1, 1?}145 Avenue of the Americas
New York, New York 10017 7 Floor

(212) 986-2233 New York, NY 10105

SO ORDERED,
Honorable

ocT 26 201

 GOUNTY CLERKS OFFICE

NEW YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

WILLIAM J. BERTON,
Plaintiffs,
— against —
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.,

Defendant.

X

X
Index N

277/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER

X

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

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York

re/s” L2011,

Frank Ortiz, Esq. S~ 5
Weitz & Luxenberg :
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

DK -

C. Dino Haloulo®, Esq.

McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Defendant

320 East 53" Street, Suite 100

s ssmo  FILED

ocT 26 200

Hon. Sherry Kle#-Heitler

UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

O
¢ NEW YORK

0CTO07201



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
JAMES J. SEBASTIANI,
Index No. 120081/02
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
— against — 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
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

gd..;__”.‘. . \V ] e K :S &__
Frank Ortiz, Esq. -u;;;mﬁﬂ“%r-'-"T' C. Dino Haloulos,mq. ‘
Weitz & Luxenberg \' *‘&\ McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Syita 190
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 2 L E D

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

W‘ 0CT 26 261
SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler NEW YORK

0CT07 2019




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION :

X
This Document Relates To:
MATTHEW D. ZUREK and STELLA ZUREK, : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION ASTO
Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY
-against-
Index No.: 122434/02
A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,
Defendant(s).
X

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

AN\S 2011
S / 2N\ e
By: Frank Ortiz, Fsg. : Justin M. Kasmir, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN &
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP
New York, New York 10003 Attorneys for Defendant
Counsel for: Matthew D. Zurek and Stella Ford Motor Company
Zurek 600 Third Ave
New York, Neﬁ ol( ll)'p_lﬁ D
T: 212-593-67 "
F: 212-593-6970 OCT 26 2011
SO ORDERED: K'S OFFICE
OUNTY CLER
HON. SHERKY KLFIN HEITLER © NEW YORK

1036867v.1 OCT 072000,




X:/FBW46381/egal/september20]1

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

--- X
DAMIANO QUATTROCCHLI, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff(s), ORDER
- against - Index No.: 123970/02
A.C. &8, Inc., et al. NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendants.
- X

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 BO‘ILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Framk- Otz B Tohn €. Rrehmend, 5-52 i Suza albardier, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorn or FULTON BOILER WORKS

Weitz & Luxenberg 1O [ L,\ j l Barry McTiernan & Moore

700 Broadway 2 Rector Street, 14™ Floor .
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10006 ¢ E D
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 F |
SO ORDERED, _ s OFFICE
e O
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler COUNT\L\E. W JORK

o
7o Ay




CLB355245/legal/nosjm
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
---- -X
DAMINAO QUATTROCCHI,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 123970/02
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),

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, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Wichmond,lisq. ' oséph DiGrggorio, ? ‘ L E B ,
ttorney for Plaintiff | Dk Ll \ \ ttorneys fof Defen »
Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER/BROOKS, IN _ ;,

116 701
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Mo
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor _ .\ crys OFFICE
New York, New YoﬁEQ‘ODU{‘EW YORK

(212) 313-3600

SO ORDERED, Ié ; ; §§

Hon. Sherry Kleih-Heitler

0,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
________ X
IN RE; NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
This Document Relates To: :
. NYCAL
DAMIANO QUATTROCCHI, : 1.A.S. Part 30
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
Plaintiff(s),
Index No: 123970-02
-against-
AC. &S, INC,, etal., NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
¢ JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

.............................. X
WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: %g “zlz ¥
9NeﬂYor , New York

Fﬁ:ﬂk-ﬂaﬁa_.-ﬂeq- John €. Ric l»mm’, Ea; . Kirsten/Alford Kneis, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&LASATES LLP %
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Agdrneys for Defendant E o\
700 Broadway NE CO. f \ | W o
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenu 'l““ -
(212) 558-5500 New. :NY"1002Q-603Q)C‘ 2%

(212) 536-3900 © LRKS OFFICE

- K

SO ORDERED, O g YOR

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler OCT0 v 2011




HOAGLAND, LONGD
MORAN, DUNST &
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

NEW BRUNSWICK; NJ

SOUTH JERSEY

FOU WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 02-124444
This Document Relates to:

NO OPPOSITION
CHARLES R. COSBEY, AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE ESTATE OF JOAN M. COSBEY AND MOTION AND ORDER

CHARLES R. COSBEY, INDIVIDUALLY
against

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

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

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

DATED: 10-4-1y New York, New York

\
WENDY R. KAGAN, ESQ’ /MATTHEW’ PARK, ESQ.

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORA WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for Defendant, Charles R. Cosbey, as Administrator for the
Kohler Co. Estate of Joan M. Cosbey and Charles R.
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 Cosbey, Individually

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 700 Broadway

New Y 10003

SO ORDERED:

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLFl_TI_-E—D

| 0CT 26 201
0CT 07120 “(':OUNTY CLERK'S OFFIq

NEW YORK

B




- SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ILA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X -
This Document Relates To: Index
0268/02
Allen Chisley 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

Sl (3 200/
—
Tl — Qs 5

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

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

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street

New York, Nﬁsc‘)l:)ml'E D

Qur File No.
SO ORDERED,
Hon Sffekeg@ Wecitler COuNTY g@ﬁﬁgﬁé’”""ﬁ |
0CTO07 2011

4706331v.]




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
WILLIAM J. SWANSON,
Index No. 125907/02
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
— against — 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
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

dfs7 2011
. e ;cj% "‘?’ ﬂ"’ﬁ, e Y
P oy
Frank Ortiz, Esq. - “'Q%: C. Dino Haloulos,ﬁEsq.
Weitz & Luxenberg o McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant pem
700 Broadway 320 East 53™ Street, Suit OE L E D
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York ,;._}0022
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 0CT 26 2011
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

------------------------------------ --——-X

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

(Heitler, J.)
----------------------------------------- X
This Document Relates To: Index
566/02
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
&F-}embr 12,200

O P S

Frawfedt—OrtizEseq Toky, 5, Bichmencl, E¢ . Julie R. E€ans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ StreetF (ll
New York, New Yok 10 L E D
Qur File No. 05335 00001

0CT 26 201

SO ORDERED, " COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
. Heitler NEW YORK

OCT 07 2014

4706357v.1




T : i - et IR St

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

X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X
RALPH COLON,
Index No.{ 126186/02
Plaintiffs, 66/02
— against — NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
- ——-eX

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

,2011.
@ . % @ ZM«

Frank Ortiz, Esq. C. Dino Haloul o0s, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg ' McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 10Q= ® & E.: D
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 V. &sa k=
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300

ocT 26 2N

! /g % UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
SO ORDERED, COUN W YORK

Hon. Sherty Klein-Heitler

OCT 07200




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
CLINTON A. McCLOUD,
Index No.
Plaintiffs, 1T0Z69/02
— against — NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC,, MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

o , 2011,
%, P,
;_‘,ﬂmwmﬁ‘ww# ) \\w. 3’ B - -‘_\ e ,
@""“w % . ’ Girneprt’ Q - ___/""'

Frank Ortiz, Esq. =0 C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg w\\"«\ McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff ] Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 F
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 , L E D
SO ORDERED, [ OCT 26 201
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitl
on. Sherry Klein-Heitler COUNTY CLERKs

OFFICE

N
OCT 0 7 20" EW YORK




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

X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

WILLIS R. GAVIGAN,

Index No )
Plaintiffs, 110269/02
— against — NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., MOTION & ORDER

Defendant.

X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

Frank Ortiz, Esq ‘\ "” C. Dino Halould Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg D McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 _ ﬁ{
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 F ‘ L E D \3 a
ocT 26 700
SO ORDERED, 7 OFFICE
Hon. Sherr in-Heitler LS OF
Y\Klé COUNTY MW YL)RK

ocT 07 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :
! Index No.

WILLIS R. GAVIGAN,
Plaintiffs,

-against- E

: NO OPPOSITION

A.C.&S.,INC,, et al, . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Defendants. | 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 plaihtiffs’
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. . ? ‘ L ﬁ m

Dated: New York, New York §
@ff 27 201 R A

L

Keny&m-@eﬂ‘l’cfEsq.
Attorney for Defendant
Patterson Pump Co. , Willis R. Gavigan
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.,
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

454-6638V

{N0090166-1)




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  LA.S. Part 30
| (Hettler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
+ Index No.: 11026948
WILLIS R. GAVIGAN, IR W
Plaintiffs,
-against-

| NO OPPOSITION
A.C.&S.,INC., etal, ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Defendants. | 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 defendaﬁt, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,
and therel being no opposition thereto,

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F l L E D
U7 201
ocT 26 200
Y C‘L[’HKS OFFICE

/s g W olA g = A-YORK
) etto, q. % A(S‘
ndant ' omey for Plamtxf’f‘s

gnnifer A. Fugf
ttorney for Defe

Tishman Liquidating Corp. Willis R. Gavigan
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. §Hé‘r;};/ KlEin Heitler

2383-25692U

(N0042173-1}

CCT 07201k




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
JAMES A. ROBINETT,
Index No. 110830/(Q
Plaintiffs, 6812/02
110269/02
—against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

%}{_, 2011.
e, P i
= éo X D47
s ,‘m.:—"’““wﬁ-" * ,c,%‘wu,:,w‘ et q{'\"g . C -
Frank Ortiz, Esq. .w\%.a::ﬁ:”*i:; C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg L McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partpers
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway 320 East 53™ Street, Suite 100
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500 ,. ’_5646) 435-0300 F ‘ L E D }@
SO ORDERED, % oct 26 200

Hon. Sherr&-l%]ein-f{eitler .
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

[T T

H07 201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION + LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: : i
| Index No: 1268120
JAMES A. ROBINETT, 110269/02
Plaintiffs,
-against- :
 NO OPPOSITION
A.C.&S.,INC, etal, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Defendants. | 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. F ‘ L E D

Dated: New Yoyk, Néw York

, 2011 ocT 26 29
' (S OFFICE
TY CL\_,H\'\b
C%_, COUNT! £\ YOR
A T
Kerrya@Q Cooko#sq.
Attorney for Defendant A ey for Plaintiffs
Patterson Pump Co. James A. Robinett
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 212) 558-5500
SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sherpf KIEK Heitler
454-6638AN

OCT 07 201

{N0090166-1}




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

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

PAUL W. KRUG,
Plaintiffs,
— against —
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.,

Defendant.
X

Index No.

110269/02

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York
201 1.

- j_ OCT 26 201
)4) mw 0 D—‘b/ _@DUNTY-CLERK'S OFFICE

FILED

Frank Ortiz, Esq. \ C. Dino Haloulds, Esq. NEW YORK
Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler OGT O 7 20"




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-127345
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
DONALD W, RIDDELL JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there.being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

-7 ,2011 \
/V\ By: \\ - —
Samuel Goldblatt, Esty
Dana M. Northcraft, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyewkisq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountag 1;&2 : '
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, sfF 5 1— E D .

Buffalo, NY 14202

%—iﬂﬁ) 853-8100 ocT 26 201 :
SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE

Hon. Sherry’Klein Heitler NEW YORK 3

13595928.1 007.0 720"]




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
DONALD W. RIDDELL,
Index N
Plaintiffs, 13565/02
~ against — NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York
< ,2011.

CDdl —

Frank Ortiz, Bsq. . N . C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg " ) McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff N Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 F ! L E D
5 201
SO ORDERED, ocT 2
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE l
NEW YORK



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

: Index No.: 113
SHIRLEY RIDDELL, AS ADMINISTRATRIX | Cz@
FOR THE ESTATE OF DONALD RIDDELL, |
AND SHIRLEY RIDDELL, INDIVIDUALLY, |

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION

. : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
_-agamst- MOTION AND ORDER
"A.C.&S.,INC., etal, |
Defendants.

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

ORDERED, that u;l)on 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

*UED

COSts.
aeT G 9

Dated: New York, New York 6ot 26 2o
) =21 200 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
&} \WJ\ /’7/} WEW YORK

s PIUSY \ /- T~

Robert Darish, Esq. }{v\ oot O'?) .

Attorney for Defendant Attoriey for Plaintiffs

QOakfabco Inc. Estate of Donald Riddell

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

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

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

(212) 509-3456 7] / (212)558-5500 -

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Yeitler
2571-06528

{N0042173-1}

OCTe7201

i

i




- SUPREME COURT OF TIE STATE OF NEW YORK.
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Index No.: 127406/2002
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

FRANK MONASTERO and CAROLINE

MONASTERO, NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff, MOTION

- against -

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., etal,,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant CUMMINS, TNC., ¥i/a CUMMINS ENGINE
COMPANY, INC,, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint
against defendant CUMMINS, INC., s/iVa CUMMINS ENGINE 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 CUMMINS, INC,, s/h/a CUMMINS ENGINE COMPANY, INC. be,

and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: /O 5 /

aant B I

Suzamz'l atclitfe, Esq.

=

fer'L. Budner, Esq.
WEIT LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
700 Broadway

SINGER & MAIONEY, LTD.
New York, New York 10003 Attomneys for Defendant
212-558-5500 CUMMINS, INC,, s/tva CUMMINS
ENGINE COMPANY, INC,
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, NY 10022

(212) 651-7500 F , L E D
0CT 26 2011

CQOUNTY CLERK'S 0
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K Hecitler
FFICE

OCT 07 2014

|



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

Index No.: 127406/02
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

FRANK MONASTERO, _
Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,
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: 1 /3 ,2011
New York, New York ,

jSuzann tcliffe, Esq Jenner L. Budner, Bsq.
“WEIT LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE

Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022 F ‘ L E D

(212) 651-7500

%7 ocT 26 20
SO ORDERED, _ - ~ GOUNTY CLERKS OFE\QS

“Hon. Sherry Klein'Heitler - NEW YORK

OCro ? 201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
B LR EE LT X
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1051776
100780/0

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” (hercinafter “CARRIER CORPORATION™) hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, 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: A\\S \ \j‘_

Frank Ortiz, Esq. i
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. WILSON/ELSER/MOSKOWITZ,

Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Deféndant
New York, NY 10003 Carrier CorporAtion

150 East\gd2”” Street

New York, New York 10017 E D
212-490-3000 ;
File No. 10557.00%79 l L i

ocT 26 200
SO ORDERED -
: . CLERK'S OFFICE
: Hon. Shérry K. Hleitler : COUNT:]EW YORK

QCTO 720”0

4639798v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RENEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ x
This Document Relates To: Index No: 10517770
William D. Pulvermacher and Carol Pulvermacher,
' NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

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.
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants,

ANDERSON SALES CORP. with

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: 0‘\\3 \ 4\

“ Qo:l;

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

New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K‘.' Heitler

New York, New York 10017

2o o | LE D

ocT 26 200

Ty GLERK'S OFFICE
COUNTY LXK

0CT 07 2014




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

———————————————————————————————————————— P NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COQUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.8. Part 30
———————————————————————————————————————— x (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

MARTIN PARDES and EVELYN PARDES, Index No,+"03/100782)

00/119373
Plaintiff (s),
-against-
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a MOTION AND ORDER
NATIONAL GRID, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL
GRID (“NATIONAL GRID”), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a
LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint againgt defendant NATIONAL GRID with
prejudice, and there being no oppogition 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.

. 2011

Dated: Bﬁ§7klyn, New York
A

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. #}16”/’

Attorneys for Plaintiffs /QL@daAo
700 Broadway
/7 Montague Street New York, NY 10003

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 F ‘ L E D

(718)855-9000

SO ORDERED, L g OFFICE |
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler COUN NEVWYORK

CTo7 201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK ...

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

INDEX NO.: 03-101129
This Document Relates to:

NO OPPOSITION
CHARLES R. COSBEY, AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE ESTATE OF JOAN M. COSBEY AND MOTION AND ORDER

CHARLES R. COSBEY, INDIVIDUALLY
against

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

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

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

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: \9-5-l New York, New York

7

WENDY R. KAGAN, ESQ. \o/ HEW PARK, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for Defendant, Charles R. Cosbey, as Administrator for the
Kohler Co. Estate of Joan M. Cosbey and Charles R.
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 Cosbey, Individually
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 700 Broadway
_ New York, N

HOAGLAND; L ONGO s

MORAN, DUNST &

DOUKAT, LLP /

ATTORNEYS AT LAWY
SO ORDERED: /

;‘5%%% SHERRY KLEIN HEI#EF‘ L E D
s | OCTO720W
SE OCT 26 201

HAMMONTOM, NJ

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

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

(Heitler, J.)
----------------------------------------- X .
This Document Relates To: Index N
905/98

Michael Laing O OPPOSITIO
N PPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

Dated:; New York, New York

s
e,
'w =
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R."Evans,
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC WILSON, ELS OWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER/LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Skgee ‘ E D
New York, New'York 18017 :
Our File No. 053%35.00001 ocT 26 20M
SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERgF:sKOFFlCE
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler NEW Y

OCT07 294

4710548v.1




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

This Document Relates To:
Frank Fraccalvieri

Plaintiffs,

-against-

FOSTER WHEELER, LLC

Defendants.

X

NYCAL
[AS Part 30
{Heitler, 1)

Index N
)

NO O

PPOSITION

SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFOQRE, Defendant, Foster Wheeler, LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

complaint against Defendam, Foster Wheeler, LLC, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

it is hereby

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

Foster Wheeler, LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yaork, New York
September 28, 2011

Dennis W‘:a‘-_l A
Sedgwick Detert

Attorneys for Defendant
Three Gateway Center, 12% Fl.
Newark, New Jersey 07102

50 ORDERED:
Hon. Sherry

S

Frank M. Ortiz

Attorneys for P
700 Broadway

laintff

New York, New York 10003

T

‘.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ™.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
RONALD G. PEPPERDAY,
Index No. W
Plaintiffs, 06999/02
— against — NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., MOTION & ORDER
Defendant.
X

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

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

prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York

o ,2011.
{NN 0
Wm““h A Q '] el
Frank Ortiz, Esq. g C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg % McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff ‘ Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 ‘
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 F ‘ L E D ; \
oct 26 200
SO ORDERED, OFFICE |
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler ~ CLERKS \
COUNTL W YORK

f’\ 7 e




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
......................................... X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30
' (Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index N
Ronald G. Pepperday 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 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

MM‘%/I/ZO\\

—Frank-OrtizEs. Samue | Meicowitz, €59 .

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attomey for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

New York, New York 10017

212-490-3000 E l &_

Our File No.: 06 ®7.01 5 E D
QcT 26 201

COUMNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
' NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

OCTo7 200

4705520v.1




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

IN RENEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

This Document Relates To:

Ronald G. Pepperday

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

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

Index No: 111 f"’:‘*

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

being no opposition thereto,

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

ims 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
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

Qﬂi Siand

Julie R. Evans, Esq.

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street

~ Our File No. 053

SO ORDERED,

Hon®Sherry K. Heitler

4707310v.1

New York, New York 10017

"FILED

0CT 26 201

O COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

07wﬂvo




SUPREME CQ*UR'[_,OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 111957/04

JAMES G. KUTKUHN and BARBARA L.
KUTKUHN,
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Plaintiff(s), 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 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

4
Keith M. O’Connor, Esq.
BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC

Attorney for Defendant
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor BIRD INCORPORATED

New York, New York 10036 2430 Route 34, Suite A- 1(‘ L E‘ D u
Py i‘

(212) 681-1575 Manasquan, New Je
" (732) 528-8888 o
¢ r .‘ 2 3] ?

b OC

¥
. 'v.’ . ) R .s OFF\OE
' . GLLH\(
Judge Sherry Klein Heitler COUNT\(NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

OCT 07 201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
ALFRED E. SMITH,
Index No. 113616/04
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
— against — 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
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

é{ ,2011.
,‘j’“'} ‘wb\, g . " ‘_1 = M%! .
Frank Ortlz, Esq. "-‘”@2:"”3@"1;??" C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 D
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10 L E

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

oct 26 200

OUNT‘( (;LE H\*’\“o OFFICR

SO ORDERED,




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

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

MARILYN PLOECKELMANN, Individually Index No.: 114369/04
and as Administratrix to the Estate of SIDNEY
WILLIAM PLOECKELMANN, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff(s), ORDER
-against-
A.W. CHESTERTON, et al.,
Defendants.

X
WHEREFORE, defendant, BIRD INCORPORATED hereby requests summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice L.aw and Rules Section 3212, 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

Lisa M. Isascarella, Esq.
BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC

Attorheys for plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor BIRD INCORPORATED
New York, New York 10036 2430 Route 34, Suite A-18
(212) 681-1575 Manasquan, New WB'E E D
(732) 528-8888 4
| ocT 26 201
SO ORDERED )
» . 'S OFFICE
TN N UNTY CLERK'S O
Judge Sherdy-KTein Heitler cO NEW YORK

QGTO7 20

-




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J1.)
_________________________________________ x
This Document Relates To: Index
Gerald Elmont Allen 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 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 pre_]udlce and without
costs.

Dated: New York, New York

4. L1 wo\
iy JuAveet &, Julic R, Evgns, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. WILSON, ELSER /MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney fpr Defendant

New York, New York 10003 McCO RPORATI D
: 150 East 42™ Street 1§ (E E
New York, New Yorksl 001
51

212-490-3000 »
Our File No.: 06507.01168CT *

L'ﬁ V\‘L OFF\CE
COUNTY E( YORK

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

4705515v.1 | OQT@ 720"




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
_ (Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No
103742700
125779/99
Raymond J. Farrell
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
ANAS MM

QLQ/O&

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

New York, NY 10003

150 East 42™ Street D
New York, New Yo O(‘7 L E

Our File No. 05335.08001

SO ORDERED,

. ty CLERK
on. SHEY K \Heitler COUNT\&S\\& YORK.




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.8. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 115803/05
Raymond J. Farrell and Carole A.
Farrell,
Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.Q. Smith Water Products Co., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

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

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

Dateg~ Brooklyn, New York OCcT 26 201

(h//;> 2 , 2011 -
v ] ERKS B
UNTY CLERK'S OFFIC
e m NEW YORK
h;é;’A. Vazquez, Esq. J tiQ/M. Téfélfgaqfﬂﬂ“
itz & Luxenberg, P.C. CTullen and Dykman LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

Raymond J. Farrell and Carole Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
A. Farrell Inc.
700 Broadway, 6™ Floor 177 Montague Street

New York, New York 10003 Broeklyn, New York 11201
(718) 855-9000

Qur File No.: 10924-2210

So Ordered:

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

‘a0




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

MERLE G. BURGIN,
Index No"ﬁ 6958/0
Plaintiffs, 07221/02

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

X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

’&?) | 0. D,M/

Frank Ortiz, Esq. N C. Dino Haloulos, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant ‘
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 10 L E D
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022 ° :
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 ocT 26 7011 !
4 \ RK'S OFFICE |
QUNTY CLE
SO ORDERED, 5% GO NEw YORK o
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler i

e 07 201



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

! Index No.:

CAROLINE K. FREDERICK, INDIVIDUALLY
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF

JOHN RONALD FREDERICK,
Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
_ | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
~against- | MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S. INC., etal, ' |
Defendants.

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

ORDERED, that upon not'ice 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. @‘f g L E D

201

g’“‘

Dated: New \?er New York | ocT
/4 2011 .
o COUMNTY oIS OFFICE

NEW YORK
LT

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Estate of John Ronald Frederick

¥

5

Courter & Company, Inc.

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 : 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 ,

SO ORDERED, T

1122-4202

{N0080939-1}

OCTo720m

J-—*




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, 1)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 3
i Index No.: 11499940
CAROLINE K. FREDERICK, INDIVIDUALLY
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF
JOHN RONALD FREDERICK,
Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S. INC. etal,
Defendants.

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

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

without costs. gﬁg"“ % %‘ E D

Dated: New Y?tk w York

, 2011 ocT 26 1
S OFFICE
M COUNTY Sk
g Um%um NH. 7 S,
Michele J. Mittleman, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Treadwell Corporation Estate of John Ronald Frederick
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

New York, New York 10003
312 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. S erry Klein Hltler 1235-3730

(N0080939-1} OCT 0201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

' Index No.: 1149¢
CAROLINE K. FREDERICK, INDIVIDUALLY 109589/06

AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF

JOHN RONALD FREDERICK,
Plaintiffs, :
| { NO OPPOSITION
-against- ' ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S.,INC,, etal, ’
Defendants.

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

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

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

without costs. g ‘%m E "

Dated: New York, Mew York "
,/0/5//)6 ,2011 et 28 A\l

— FICE
count! (éw YORK

Confnth Y 2 A WS

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. e

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs

Tishman Liquidating Corp. Estate of John Ronald Frederick
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

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

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

SO ORDERED, g ———

Hon. SBeffy’ Klein Heffler

2383-25660C

{N0042173-1} OCT 0 7 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF

Index No.:
CAROLINE K. FREDERICK, INDIVIDUALLY 109589/

JOHN RONALD FREDERICK,
Plaintiffs, :
i NO OPPOSITION
-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
» 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 nbtice 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

COSsts.

Dated: New Yo Ngw York _ F ‘ L E D

] ,2011 ocT 26 201

YR T 2 COZNT%!E@#ORK

Attorney for Defendant [ Attorney for Plaintiffs
Patterson Pump Co. Estate of John Ronald Frederick
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LLUXENBERG, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 %

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherr ¢h Heitler

454-6548Q

(N0080939-1}

oCT g7 201,




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

NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

Donna Marie Michalski, Individually and
ags Executrix for the Estate of Martin
Michalski Sr.,

Plaintiff,
- against -
A.0. Smith Water Products Co., et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE,

defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

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

Index No.: 100021/07

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Inc.,

hereby requests

pursuant to

Civil

dismisgseing plaintiffs'

summary Jjudgment
Practice Law

Complaint

in the above-entitled case,

and Rules Section §3212,

against defendant Mario &

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,

with prejudice,

and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without coF.l L E D

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Donna Marie Michalski,
Individually and as Executrix
for the Estate of Martin
Michalski Sr.

700 Broadway, 6™ Floor
New York, New York 1002’,4§

-

So Ordered:

Dated Brooklyn, New York .
- ,,ngvm# ~7 ., 2011 . ocT 26 Zom ;
7/ /%uumtém S OFFICE:
v. Tl ORK
- 'Q&&W&o Aﬁstln\M Tafe, Esqg. EWY

Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
Inc.

177 Montague Street
Brooklyn, New York
(718) 855-9000
Our File No.:

11201

10924-6327

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

0CT 07201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
ANDREW S. NEER,
Index Nog” 116798/07 D
Plaintiffs, 1 /02
107404/02
— against —
NO OPPOSITION
THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION & ORDER
Defendant. :
X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

o ,2011.
P A AR :
o N op A ‘ﬁw
wﬂ«%%’k {g e 4 g p Dk/
Frank Ortiz, Esq. _k ¢ Dino Haloulos, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg %““m\‘:’\;‘ McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners
Attorneys for Plaintiff ) Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 1002 b
(212) 558-5500 (646) 435-0300 2F l L E D " 1{
_ i
OCT 26 201
SO ORDERED, ¢
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

0CT 07 201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ! LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, 1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: =

| Index No.: 190145/09
ANDREW J. VENIER AND PATRICIA VENIER, |

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
| SUMMARY JUDGMENT

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER
GENEERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, et al. '

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant, New Y_ork Protective Coverings, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursﬁant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, New York Protective Coverings, with prejudice in this
action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, tﬁat 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 ? ‘ L E D
2011 '
g | — ot 26 2
. AKS OFFICE
Attorney for Defendant Aftorney for Plainti N
. New York Protective Coverings Andrew J. Venier and Patricia Venier
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER, P.A.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 110 William Street, 26th Floor
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10038-3901

(212) 509-3456 12) 267-3091

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
2177-0209

{N0088495-1}

0CT Q7201



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

! Index No.: 190145/09
ANDREW J, VENIER AND PATRICIA VENIER, |

Plaintifs, | NO OPPOSITION
| SUIMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

'
+
»

-against-
GENEERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, et al.

Defendants.

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

ORDERED, ﬁat 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

FILED

Dated: New York, New York | ocT 26 201
2011 -

and without costs.

UNTY CLERKS LFICE
co NEW YORK

' M.Cook, Esq. A‘ﬁdo’

Attormney for Defendant mer;_ gp i

. New York Protective Coverings Andrew J. Venier and Patricia Venier
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER, P.A.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 110 William Street, 26th Floor
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10038-3901
(212) 509-3456 212) 267-3091
S0 ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
21770209

{NOO8B499-1}

OCT 07 2019
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

Inre: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION fndex No: 190350109

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
THOMAS WILLIAMS

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

WHEREFOR‘E, defendant, Pass & Seymour, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, 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.

G 30-//

WILENTZ, GOLDMAN %in

By: ; l ./@./ . |

Kevin M. Berry, Esq. ~  { Jariet D. Callahaiy; Esq, o |

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant,

110 William Street — 26" Floor Pass & Seymour, Inc. i

New York, New York  10038-3901 1500 AXA Tower I - 100 Madison Street

Telephone:  (212) 267-3091 Syracuse, New York 13202 ‘
Telephone: (315 -4500 l

SO ORDERED: (

HON, SHERRY KLEN HEITLE J.ﬁ
FILED

oCcT 2 ¢ 201

0CT0720m

(H1520172.1}
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

i Index No.: 190363/09
GERALD MOORS AND JOAN MOORS, :

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

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Croll-Reynolds Engineering Company, Inc., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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 claimé against

defendant, Croll-Reynolds Engineering Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed

'with prejudice and without costs. F ! L E D

Dated: New York, NgWw York i
- 2011 DUQ “ P
L OFFICE

AR Wt
(\ M&Mﬁ QHAQA (, COUNT i VORK
Michelle D. Grady, Esq. \_/M I
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Pldmtiffs
Croll-Reynolds Engineering Company, Inc. Gerald Moors and Joan Moors
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. BELLUCK & Fox, LLP
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor

New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

New York, New York 10036

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kléin Heitler

1273-0030

GCT 07201,

{NO074257-1}




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

WILLIAM E. TURNER,

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

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.:190349/09

NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT

ANCHOR PACKING COMPANY, et al.,

Defendants.

there being no opposition thereto,

prejudice and without costs.

WILLIAM E. TURNER Goulds Pumps Inc.
546 Fifth Avenue 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10036 Brooklyn, New York

(718) 855-9000

Hon.\Bﬁ%&ry K. Heitler

.// Iéé/%sq. Kristen Loughrefny Esqg.
Belluck & A

Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

1F2x' l. EE I]’

Our File No.: 6754-107%4

So Ordered: ﬁL\ 0CT

- against - MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby requests
summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudice, and

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

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

0CT 26 201

COUNTYCLEMCSOFHCE

07 2000

YORK

st dan i

e e el




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

Inre: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X Index No.: 190010-10
DOMINICK SANTOPIETRO & BEVERLY :

SANTOPIETRO . NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs | MOTION AND ORDER

V8.

AMERICAN ART CLAY COMPANY,, et al.,

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant BASF CONSTRUCTION CHEMICALS, LLC hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-captioned case pursuant to CPLR Rule 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s 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, 2011

(\M“Y @wm

Mr. Maﬂ( G. Xu§s Esq. Robert J. Kelly, Esq.

Early Ludwick\Sweeney & Strauss LITTLETON JOYCE UGHETTA PARK & KELLY LLP
360 Lexington Avenue 39 Broadway, 34™ Floor

New York, NY 10017 New York, New York 10006

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

Tel. No.: (212)-404-5

Tel. No.: (212)-986-2233 BASF CONSTRUCT?;I QPWIELDLC

“ 2 ) 'L\)\\
FICE
s OF
SO ORDERED, W\ cOUNTYC o L ORK

s




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

§ LITIGATION

| NATHANIEL MURRAY,
Plaintiff,

Y8,

AW, CHESTERTON, et al;
Defendants.

INRE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS | NYCAL

LA.B. Part 30
(HON. SHERRY KLRIN HEITLER)
INDEX NO.: 190036/10

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Elliott Turbomachinery Co., requests summary judgment in

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

plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, Elliott Turtbomachinery Co., with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Elliott Turbomachinery Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

Attorneys for Plamﬁﬁ‘s
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Fl,
New York, NY 10036
(212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED:

WATBRS{M SON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attomeys for Elliott Turbomachinery Co.
233 Brc

NewYokNewYok129 I | L E D 1
(212)227-7878 3
ocT 26 20 |

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

OCT 07 2011

Hon. Shetrykleinﬁ&tler




4 SEP 19201

53106-320476
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. PART 30
-------------------------------------------------------------------- X JUSTICE HEITLER
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
INDEX NO.: 190062/ 10
CARLOS E. SIMMONS

~against ~ NO OPPOSITION
, : _ SUMMARY JUDGMENT
SUR-SEFL GASKET & PACKING, INC., & d. M TION AND GROUR
.................................................................. X

WHEREFORE, defendant, Sur-Seal Gasket & Packing, inc., hereby requests summary
judament in the above-entitled case pursuant to civil practice law and rules Section 3212
dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Sur-Sesi Gasket & Packing, inc., and
there being no opposition thereto;

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
ageainst defendant Sur-Seal Gasket & Packing, Inc.. be and the same are hereby dismissed
with preiudice and without costs.

Dated:

5l

At

Bryan Belasky, Esquire
Belluck & Fox, LLP

546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor
New York, NY 10036
Atrorneys For Plaintiff(s) Carlos Simmons

Rob C. Toriogbanua, Esquire - c1 28 7
DICKIE, MCCAMEY & CHILCOTE, P.¢. O CFICE
41 South Haddon Avenue, Suite 5 _\( G\_EV%WS O
Haddonfield, NJ 08033 caNT A YORK

(856) 354-0192 ‘

Attorneys for Defendant, L

Sur-Seal Gasket & Packing, Inc.

S0 ORDERED:

#
Honorabie Sherry Kieh Heitler ocr 07 201
!
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52816-320477 BNy
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK )

COUNTY OF NEW YORK RO
...................... _..W..--_....--...-....-._.._____________,,__,_,,,,X B A TN

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.AS. PART 30
------------------------------------------------------------------ X JUSTICE HEITLER
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
INDEX NO.: 190062/ 10
CARLOS E. SIMMONS

~against ~ NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
SAGER CORPORATION F/K/A SAGER GLOVE MCOTION AND ORDER

CORPORATION N/ X/ 48 SAGER CORPORATION, A
DISSOLVED ILLINOIS CORPORATION, ET AL,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Sager 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 Sager Corporation, and there being no opposition
thereto;

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Sur-Seal Gasket & Packing, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed
with prefudice and without costs.

Dated: ﬁ;/ 2_¢////

Bryan Belasky, Esquire ﬂ

Belluck & Fox, LLP
546 Fifth Avenue, 4 Floor

New York, N 10036 L E D
Attorneys for Plaintiffis) Carios SiF—dvs b

~ 13T N y K

Rob C. Tonoybanua, Esquire

DICKIE, MCCAMEY & CHILCOTE, P.C.

41 South Haddon Avenue, Suite 5
Haddonfielo, NJ 08033

(856) 354-0192

Attorneys for Defendant, Sager Corporation
7 k/ a Sager Glove Corpoiation

%Eﬁ/ '
S0 ORDERED:

Honorable Sherry Kiein Heitter Q0T () 7 2011
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK RECEIVED SEP 3 0 2011
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
» (Heitler, 1)
]
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: Index No.: 190073/10

KEIL STERN AND SCOTT STERN AS CO-
EXECUTORS OF THE ESTATE OF ARNOLD
STERN, DECEASED AND SHIRLEE STERN,
LIVING SPOUSE

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

ABS POWER BRAKE, INC,, et al.,

Defendant(s).

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Sterling Decor Concept, Inc., hereby requests summary

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

plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, Sterling Decor Concept, Inc., with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

Dated: New York, New York

A Bél\.\ , 2011

M 1A Mot

Michele J. M'i%tleman, Esq.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants
Sterling Decor Concept, Inc.
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP oct
Attorneys for Plaintiff ERKS OFFICE
Estate of Arnold Stern CO\JNT‘( %‘V YORK

546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ F1.
New York, New York 10036
(212) 681-1575

Hon. Sherry Klein Weitler

2706-0002

OCT 07201

{N0045927-1}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

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

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

This Document Relates To; Index No: 190082/10
NO OPPOSITION

Paul Crane and Arlene Crane SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
R /0}3 //
{7/
Jose elluck, Esq. Julie ~Estf.
BELI/UCK & FOX, LLP WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Atfofney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
546 Fifth Avenue Attorney for Dg¢fendant
New York, New York 10036 CARRIER CORPORATION
150 East 42™ Stre
New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000
FileNo. 1053700048 | L E D
~© pcT 26 200
SO ORDERED, B | -1K'S OFFICE
NTY CLEPK
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler cou NEW YORK

0cT 07 201h

4625440v.1




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

______________________________________ X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
______________________________________ X
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.
PFIZER, INC.,
Third-Party Plaintiff,
-against-
CUSHMAN & WAKEFIELD, INC.,
Third-Party Defendant.
CUSHMAN & WAKEFIELD, INC., Index No.: 590035/11
Fourth-Party Plaintiff,
-against-
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al., F ‘ L E D

Fourth-Party Defendants.

. enK's OFFICE
WHEREFORE, fourth-party defendant Spence Eng@mkﬁ%éﬁé‘ K Inc.,

s/h/a Spence Engineering Co., Inc., Individually and as Successor
to Nicholson Steam Trap (“Spence”), hereby requests sgummary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section §3212, dismissing fourth-party plaintiff’'s
Fourth-Party Complaint against Spence, with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,




ORDERED, that upon notice to all

|

claims and fourth-party cross-claims ag
with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
September 15, 2011

e N

‘ ¢ B , Esqg. frely C/ Fegan, Esq.
Brach Eichler, LLC jéz}&ézé Dykman LLP
Attorneys For Third-Party n for Fourth-Party
Defendant /Fourth-Party efendant
Plaintiff Spence Engineering Co., Inc.,
Cushman & Wakefield, Inc. s/h/a Spence Engineering Co.,
101 Eisenhower Parkway Inc. (Individually and as
Roseland, NJ 07068 Successor to Nicholson Steam

Trap)

177 Montague Street
Brooklyn, New York 11201
(718) 855-9000

%ur Fﬁ.’le No.: 11040-125
So Ordered:

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler

OCT 072011

harties, all fourth-party

nst Spence be dismissed




‘ SEP 19 201!

24765-321579
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL

IAS. PART 30
------------------------------------------------------------------ X JUSTICE HEITLER
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

INDEX NO.: 190196/ 10
RONALD W. DUMMITT AND DORIS KAY DUMMITT

~against ~ NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
JAY INSTRUMENTS & SPECIALTY, INC., et al. MOTION AND ORDER
...................................................................... X

WHEREFORE, defendant, Jay Instruments & Specialty, 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 Jay Instruments &
Specialty, Inc., and there being no opposition thereto;

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Jay Instruments & Specialty, Inc., be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: £ /Z"f /7(

Byyan Belasky, Esquire

elluck & Fox, LLP
546 Fifth Avenug, 4" Floor |
New York, NY 10036 E_ D
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Ronal ur‘n*&ﬁ
and Doris Kay Dummitt

o CLERKS
/&L goull! \{q(é;w ORK

Rob C. Tonoghanua, Esquire
DICKIE, MCCAMEY & CHILCOTE, P.C.
41 South Haddon Avenue, Suite 5
Hadaonfield, NJ 08033

(856) 354-0192

Attorneys for Defendant,

Jay Instruments & Specialty, Inc,

SO ORDERED:

Honorabie Snry Kfein Heitler 0CTO07 201




SEP 19201

53691-321443
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL

1.A.S. PART 30
------------------------------------------------------------------ X JUSTICE HEITLER
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

INDEX NO.: 190196/ 10
RONALD W. DUMMITT AND DORIS KAY DUMMITT

~against ~ NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY WDGMENT
TASCO INSULATIONS F/ K/ A ASBESTOS MOTION AND ORDER

SERVICE COMPANY, et 2.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tasco Insulations f/ K/ a Asbestos Service Company,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case pursuant to civii practice
law and rules Section 3212 dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Tasco
Insuiations f/ k/ a Asbestos Service Company, and there being no opposition thereto;

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

against defendant Tasco Insulations f/k/a Asbestos Service Company, be and the same
are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs,

Dated: %/ZC////

' ~Bryan Belasky, Esquire
SR EIEE Belluck & Fox, LLP
o 546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Flo

Attormeys for Plaintiffs Ronalofinimiiz ED

ana Doris Kay Dummitt

-

ocT 26 200
Ty CLERKS OFFICE’

M "NEW YORK

Rob C. Tonogbainua, Esquire
DICKIE, MCCAMEY & CHILCOTE, P.C.
41 South Haddon Avenue, Suite 5
Haddonfield, NJ 08033

(856) 354-0192

Attorneys for Defendant,

Tasco INsulg

SO ORDERED:




Sip 19200

53106-321445
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL

I.A.S. PART 30
------------------------------------------------------------------ X JUSTICE HEITLER
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

INDEX NO.: 190196/ 10
RONALD W, DUMMITT AND DORIS KAY DUMMITT

~-against ~ NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY M IDCMENT
SUR-SEAL GASKET & PACKING, INC., et al. MOTION AND ORDER
.................................................................. X

WHEREFORE, defendant, Sur-Seal Gasket & Packing, 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 sur-Seal Gasket & Packing, Inc., and
there being no opposition thereto;

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Sur-seal Gasket & Packing, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed
with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: %/jy///

Bryan Belasky, Esquire
GBS oa o, Belluck & Fox, LLP
B 546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor
New York, NY 10036
Atrornevs For Plaintiffic) 2onain Dummitt
and Doris Kay bummitt '

Rob C. Tonogbanua, Esquire F_I_L E D

DICKIE, MCCAMEY & CHILCOTE:P.C.

41 South Haodon Avenue, Suite 5 OCT 2 6 20H
Haddonfield, NJ 08033

(856) 354-0192 : COUNTY CLERK'S.OFFICE
Attorneys for Defendant, " NEW YORK
sur-Seal Gasket & Packing, Inc. "

OCT oy 20

SO ORDERED:

Honoraple Sherry Klein



SEP 19201

52816-321447
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL

I.A.S. PART 30
------------------------------------------------------------------ X JUSTICE HEITLER
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

INDEX NO.: 190196/ 10
RONALD W. DUMMITT AND DORIS KAY DUMMITT

~a9ainst ~ NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
SAGER CORPORATION F/K/A SAGER GLOVE MOTION AND ORDER

MDD RTIMAAL ad m]
CORPORATION, &l al.

WHEREFORE, cdefendant, Sager Corporation f/k/ a Sager Glove Corporation n/k/ a
The Sager Corporation, a dissolved Illinois 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 Sager Corporation f/ k/ a Sager Glove
Corporation n/k/a The Sager Corporation, a dissolved illinois Corporation, ahd there
being no opposition thereto;

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, al! claims and cross claims
against defendant Sager Corporation f/k/a Sager Glove Corporation n/k/a The Sager
Corporation, a dissolved lliinois Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and withecut costs.

Dam: ?/ 2 L/ /// Mm ’
Bryan Belasky, Esquire B
Belluck & Fox, LLP
546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor
New York MY 10036

Attorneys for Plaintiffts) Ronald Dummitt
and Doris Kay Dummitt

Rob C. Tonogbariua, Esqulre L E D

DICKIE, MCCAMEY & CHILCOTE, P. CUCT 2 .

41 South Haddon Avenue, Suite 5 5, 2
Haddonfield, NJ 08033 COUNTY CLE

(856) 354-0192 * LERK'S S OFFige
Attorneys for Defendant, Sager Corpg%ty ORk

SO ORDERED:

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler




15277-321581
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

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

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
RONALD W. DUMMITT AND DORIS KAY DUMMITT
~against ~

NAGLE, PUMPS, INC., et al.

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

NYCAL
1.AS. PART 30
JUSTICE HEITLER

INDEX NO.: 190196/ 10
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION 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
plaintiff's complaint against defendant Nagle Pumps, Inc., and there being no opposition

thereto,

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

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: % ]Z‘“/ )/’

Belluck & Fox, LLP

B#Yan Belasky, Esquire O

546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor
Nevs York, NY 10036

Attorneys£or Blaintiff(s) Ronald Dummitt

and Doris Kay Durmmitt |
| !

I FlLgp

M 6 201
COUNTY CLEm,

Rob C. Tonoghanua, Esquire NEV\T”""S OFF’CE‘

DICKIE, MCCAMEY & CHILCOTE, P.C.

YORK

41 South Haddon Avenue, Suite 5
Haddonfield, NJ 08033

(856) 354-0192 . o _
Attorneys for Defendant, Nagle Pumps, Inc.

SO ORDERED:

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler

OCT 07 2011




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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.3. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190263/10

EDWARD T. GOOD
NO-OPPOSITION
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

- agailnst -
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

Defendants.

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

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

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
col? ., 2011

s
b “L;mw;gg’\- . /’

%
Frank Ortiz, Esq. WQE?QQ ‘fgggph M giolillo, Esqg.

. Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. N Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Edward T. Good Burnham LLC
700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
212-558-5500 (718) 855-90Q0

Our File No. ]’logj— 5

SO ORDERED: - D

dL/ QCr 2
. =6 2o
D ¢ 3 ‘O“J‘ov.l.y (\
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler ' ~LERK:
Y .. NEwW oS OFFICE

~<Toraon




BUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

————————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S5. Part 30
————————————————————————————————————————— X (Heitler, J.)
THIS DQCUMENT REFERS TO:
STEVEN GOOD, as Personal Representative Index No.:
for the Estate of EDWARD T. GOOD, 027710
01/120396
Plaintiff(s),
~against-
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a MOTION AND ORDER
NATIONAL GRID, et al.,
Defendants.
———— e X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and
cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

stzd: Breooklyn, New York
/0/3 , 2011

£48/20
T Y — S . » N
WEITZ & LUXENBERg?qP‘.SCa.q‘I(/ lfl/t'u/nz‘»

b Attorneys for Plaintiffs

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway

177 Montague Street New York, NY 10003
OCT 2 & 201

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500
(714)855-9000

SO ORDERED,

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

OCT 07 201y

Hon, Yry YK, Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X Index No.: 190286/10
CHARLES MARQUSEE and HELGA ‘
MARQUSEE,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION,
as Successor by Merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc.,
et al.,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 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 ‘ L E D

»

S - ocr2e2om
: T TY CLERK'S OFFICE
==y \ QMUN Y CYORK

‘Yor Ted Eder, Esq.

Belluck & Fox, LLP G MU SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
Attorneys for Plaintiffs l ( MAHONEY, LTD.

546 Fifth Ave, 4" Floor Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10036 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022

/

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

SO ORDERED,

0
CTo 7201



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

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

Index No: 2010/190286

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment

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

plaintiff’s complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

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

defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
|, 201

Jordan Fox, Esq. | !
BELLUCK & FQX, Y.L
Attorneys for Plain

546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor
(212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED,

. Kromberg, Esq.

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU
LLP

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation

116 East 27" Street, 12" Floor

New York, NY 10016

Hon. Sheety K- Heitler

(212) 452-5300
FILED

0CT 26 Z2In

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

OCTo0720m
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS

LITIGATION Index No.: 190286-10
This Document Relates to:

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
CHARLES MARQUSEE and HELGA JUDMENT MOTION AND
MARQUSEE, ORDER

Plaintiff(s),
V.

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as
Successor by Merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc., et
al.,

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

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

defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs. F .,\‘ L E D 3 ‘
Dated: OCJ”W 3/ QO‘ ( Dc"' 26 2““ 1

New York, New York

ya

Bryan Belasky, Esq.
Belluck & Fox, L.L.P.

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
546 Fifth Ave, 4™ Floor

Lisa M, Pascarella, Esq.
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC
Attorneys for Defendant

Rheem Manufacturing Company

!

New York, NY 10036 2430 Route 34

(212) 681-1575 anasquan, New Jersey 08736
(732) 626—8888

SO ORDERED, TO?2011

erry K. Heitler




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

X
CHARLES MARQUSEE and HELGA MARQUSEE, Index No.: 190286-10
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
- against — SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
. MOTION
AIR & 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

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC.,
Individually and as Successor to Tappan and Copes-Vulcan (hereinafter
“ELECTROLUX?”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitied
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, ELECTROLUX, with prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto.

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

Dated: White Plains, New York -
/.)Seggmoer ol 2011/

Bryan Belasky, Esq. 7 CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ.

Belluck & Fox, LLP Hodges Walsh Slater LLP
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Fi / Attorneys for Defendant
New York, New York 10036 ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC,,
(212) 681-1575 Individually and as Successor to Tappan
Copes-Vulcan _
55 Church Street, Suite T I L E D
White Plains, NY 10601 .
- Tel: 914-385-6000 acr
Fax: 914-385-6060 26 20
COUNTY CLERK'g

So Ordered: _ - J.S.C. NEW YoRKOFF’CE

OCT 07 2011




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

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190286-10
CHARLES MARQUSEE and HELGA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
MARQUSEE JUDGMENT MOTION AND
’ ORDER
Plaintiff(s),
v,

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as
Successor by Merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc., et
al.,

X
WHEREFORE, defendant, BIRD INCORPORATED hereby requests summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 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: D&{'Dber q, Zb[ ‘

New York, New York

Br¢an Belasky, Esq. 0 Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC

Attorneys for plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor BIRD INCORPORATED g.z
New York, New York 10036 2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 '

(212) 681-1575 Manasquan, New Jerﬁ 0‘73‘— E D “‘\

(732) 528-8888
AL

\CE
i Heitler  CLERK® OFF
COUNT eW yoRk

oct 2

SO ORDERED,

Judge She

OCT 07 2019




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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190286-10
CHARLES MARQUSEE and HELGA NO OPPOSITION
MARQUSEE, SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff(s), ORDER

V.

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS GORPORATION, as -
Successor by Merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc., et
al.,

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE 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 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, TRANE 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. f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD INC., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. E D

Dated: D@O‘Oﬁf §D 20\ ‘ F
New York, New York o - 1 % ?,W\\
M d ' |ERKS oFFIcE
) 1 ..\gw \‘OP\K
Bryan Belasky, Esq. Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.
BELLUCK & FOX LLP BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor\ TRANE US INC. f/k/a AMERICAN
New York, New York 10036 STANDARD INC,,
(212) 681-1575 2430 Route 34, Suite A-18

Manasquan, New Jersey 08736
(732) 528-8888

SO ORDERED, OCT 0 72011

Judge Sherry Klein Heitler




DoupLicaTE  ORIENAL

e —
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X NO OPPOSITION
This Document Applies To: : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
s MOTION AND ORDER
AARON RICHMAN. t
X Index No.: 190288/10

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant Eastman Kodak Company, be and the same are hereby d}smissed with pn:judio'e and
without costs.

Dated; New York, New York
March 17, 2011

WCK & FOX, P.C.
( “ ' . /“V\
By:

J\szphW Beiluck, Esq,

Attorhe)ﬁ for Plaintiff Attorneys fpr Defendant
Aaron Rlcl:man Eastman Kodak Company

546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor 61 Broadway, Suite 2820

New York, NY 10036 New York, NY 10006

(212) 681-1575 (212) 980-8866

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X Index No.: 190318/10

WILLIAM MENDEZ and MARGARET MENDEZ,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, et al.

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 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

AWy sl

y T

7

Jordan/C. VX, q. / e Theodore Eder, Esq.
Belluck & Fox, LIJ SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD.
546 Fifth Ave.. 4™ Floor Attorneys for Defendant
, 850 Third Avenue, Spie 1100
New York, NY 10036 New York, New Yoﬁ)(#Z L E D
ocr
SO ORDERED, 26 201
Hon. SHerry Klcin Heitler COUNTY

LERK's
NEW Yoy FICE

OCT 07 20m)




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
> ¢

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190323/10
MANUEL A. CHINEA and JANET M. CHINEA,
Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

AMERICAN OPTICAL COMPANY, et al
.. Defendants-. e e e — e i

X
WHEREFORE, defendant, LOWER FIFTH REAL ESTATE CORP. hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, LOWER FIFTH REAL ESTATE CORP. 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 CORP. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs. 7-30-/1

Dated:
New York, New York

Vi e, L Gt Fio o B s

Brian Early, Esq. Yael Frieda Bronner, Esq.
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC Law Office of Leonard Eli Bronner
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
360 Lexington Avenue, 20" Floor Lower Fifth Realty Corp.
New York, New York 10017 111 East Jericho Tpke., 2" Fl.
(212) 986-2233 New York, New York 11501
(516) 414-4354 P I L E D
SO ORDERED, OCT 26 2011 ;

Honoraﬁie-s'i‘ferry‘k. Heitler

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
07- 05 NEW YORK

21




SEP. 26. 2011 9:44AM WEITZLUXENBERG N0 0730 P

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK NYCAL
-------------------------------------- LAS, Part 30

IN RE; NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
-------------------------------------- X

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190327-10

JANET SASONI, as Personal Representative for the Estate
of ISRAEL SASONI, and JANET SASONI, Individually, '
NO OPPOSITION

. Plaintiff{s), SUMMARY
-againgt- ' JUDGMENT MOTION
ORDER
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al.
Defendant,

WHEREFORE, Defendant, WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY, sued herein
as “WEYERHAEUSER 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 above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismigsing plaintiff’s complaint against
Defendant with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

AND

claims against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs,
. Signed by Defendant: September 16, 2011 .
Signed by Plaintiff: Sg*}_&@\DQ( 26,20\ N E 0 \
(U d e ( /( ?‘W\ 1% 20
Patti Burshtyn, Esq, Lorpt-Sheko, Esq. Qut ¢ 0;\'-\0\‘—
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. M Woops LLP OLEQKQK
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant O\)m e NO
700 Broadway 1345 Avenue of the Am
New York, New York 10003 7" Floor
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10105
—(212) 5482100
AL 5¢§-2150
SO ORDERED, \& 043 -2I5:
Honorable

0CT 07 201
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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
Plaintiff{(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 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.

Jennifer L. Budner, Esq. ‘
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE F iL E D
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor Attorneys for Defendant j oct 2 6 201
New York, NY 10036 Weil-McLain S OFFICE
(888) 808-0428 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 NTY CLEP‘KRK
New York, NY 10022 NEW YO

(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

NCT07 20




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
’ \
- X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No
190351/10

ANTHONY CORINO
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X Re: APRIL 2011 IN
EXTREMIS CLUSTER

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.

N

Dated: AZ’:;»; New Yf)rzlg11 3
YN, e

DANNY KRAFT JR. E ARDS

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, AHMUTY, DEMERS & Mcl\F\II? L E D
Attorneys for Plainti torneys for Defendant J

700 Broadway SHMAN CONSTRUCTION 2§ 200
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 1

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & ERKS OFFICE
CONSTRUCTION CO., INCCQUNT\‘(QEW yORK
200 I.U. Willets Road
Albertson, New York 11507
[6) 294-5433
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

T 07 201y




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK: LA.S. PART 39

JOHN CHILARSKI 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, INC. be and the same are
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: August 8, 2011

New York, New York
BRYAN CAVE LLP NAPOLI BERN RIPKA LLP
By: 9&:&06)1»}&?/ By: /Z/ F | LE D
Daniel P, Waxman Kardon Stolzman
Jonathan E. Ginsberg . Richard Thomas CT 26 2011
1290 Avenue of the Americas 350 Fifth Avenue 0 ¢
New York, New York 10104 Suite 7413 ,
(212) 541-2000 New York, New York 10118 COUNTK&‘QE\?SSKOFF‘GE

Attorneys for Defendant Aerospace Products  (212) 267-3700

International, Inc. (incorrectly sued herein Attorneys for Plaintiffs
as “Aerospace Products Intl.”) @
SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C.

1637535.1\C050267\0316854 OCT 0 7 20 11




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

! Index No.: 190400/10
FRANK T. SKRABACZ AND MARTHA '

SKRABACZ,
' Plaintiffs, ‘
: NO OPPOSITION
~against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S.,INC,, et al, i
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aurora Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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.

Dated: N?York, New York

— 19,2011 ot 26 oM
s <« OFFICE
Vg | S O
O | /V cOUNT\‘(Q(éW YORK
clelle D. Grady, Esq. W‘/LW FZ

mey for Plaintiffs
Frank T. Skrabacz and Martha Skrabacz

Attorney for Defendant
Aurora Pump Company

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 / / (212) 558-5500
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry R¥ein Heitler
{N0080939-1)

1003-0426

OCT 07 2011
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

PEDRO REGALDO RODRIGUEZ,
Plaintiff(s),
-against-
A.P. MOLLER-MAERSK, INC,, et al.

Defendants.

X

Index No.: 190451-10

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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 prejudice and without costs.

Chris Romanelli, Esq.

S FTR.S mmm

William T. Miedel, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. HARRIS BEACH PLLC
Attomeys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys For Defendant
700 Broadway - ARMSTRONG INTL, INC.
New York, NY 10003 100 Wall Street, ﬂ P‘o L E D
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 18005

(212) 687-0100

COUNTY (;LE,RK’S OFFICE

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C.

0CT 07 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS NYCAL
LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30 :‘é
(Heitler, 1.) q0
This Document Relates to: Index No: 2011/49008"
Isaac RUBIN 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

Z,éaﬂ 2011
Jordan Fox, Esq. 4 “Aromberg, Esq.
BELLUCK & FOY, DA ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU
Attorneys for Plaintiff ELP
546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor Attorneys for Dana Compames LLC
(212) 681-1575 116 East 27" Street, 12" Floor
New York, NY 10016 E
(212) 452-5300 F ‘ L E
SO ORDERED, & | TMA 201 o
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler ' y CLERKS OFFICE




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

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190008/11
ISAAC RUBIN and SHEILA RUBIN, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiff, JUDGMENT MOTION AND
. ORDER
-against-

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as
successor by Merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc., et ai,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE 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 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, TRANE 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

i3 M. Pascarella, Esq.
BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC

Attorneys for-plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant

546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor TRANE US INC. f’k/a AMERICAN
New York, New York 10036 STANDARD INC. l L E D
(212) 681-1575 2430 Route 34, Suike A-§8

Manasquan, New Jersey 08736
528-8888 CT 26 201

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE ~

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK

Judge She eirFictler

OCT 07 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
ROBERT POLOTAYE and SANDRA L.
POLOTAYE, Index No.: 190028-11
Plaintiff{(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
-against- JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ORDER
Defendants.

X

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 6
dismissed with prejudlce and without costs. F \ 3

Dated: ? 2’(( , 2011

ew York oct OFFICE
N CLER\QSK
QU N ¥OR
T A

hrls omanelli, Esq. William T. Miedel, Esq.
Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. HARRIS BEACH PLLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys For Defendant
700 Broadway ARMSTRONG INTL, INC.
New York, NY 10003 100 Wall Street, 23" Floor
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10005

(212) 687-0100

SO ORDERED,

~ Hon. Sherry éitler, J.S.C.



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

| Index No.: 190034/11
UTA ENDRESS AND ROLF ENDRESS, |

Plaintiffs, :
. NO OPPOSITION
-against-  SUMMARY JUDGMENT
{ MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S.,INC, etal, !
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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

“1LED
Dated: New York, New York

ScPnen s e T2 2011 ocT 26 201

CNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
W OM/( MNEW YORK

‘Okowedeo N. Okoh, Esq.

without costs.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs

The Fairbanks Company Uta Endress and Rolf Endress
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

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

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sh K¥ein Heitler

504-0706

{N0083640-1}

OCT 07201
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X
IN RENEW YORK CITY _ Index No.: 11-190041
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X
This Document Relates To: NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

PAUL VICKERS ‘ MOTION AND ORDER

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
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 /92011

EARLY & STRAUSS LLC ECKERT SEAMANS CHERIN & MELLOTT

M@J& %72%’

Thomas M. Smith, Esquire

Demll D. Wllson Esquire Attomeys for Defendants 0
Consolidated Rail Corporation \‘ E‘-

Attorneys for Plaintiff American Premier Underwrite:

360 Lexington Avenue, 20" Floor Penn Central Corporation 'm\\

New York, New York 10017 . AY (A ce

. N QL o OFF
10 Bank Street, Suite 1061 R :
White Plains, New York 10606 C\ va\k
\“\( g\N\(

IT IS SO ORDERED.

GRANTED: —

OCT 07201



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

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, 1.)

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS
LITIGATION

This Document Relates to; Index No: 2011/190043

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

JOSEPH MARTIN

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.

Dated: New York, New Yor

Jordan Fox, Esq. . Kromberg, Esq.
BELLUCK & HO D ER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU
Attorneys for PJ3inti LLP

546 Fifth Avenu Floor

(212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED,

Attorneys for Union Carbide Corporation
116 East 27" Street, 12" Floor

New York, NY 10016

(212) 452-5300

Hon, Sherry K. Neitler

~oT0720Mm




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS NYCAL
LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 2011/190043
JOSEPH MARTIN 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, LL.C 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
, 2011

Jordan Fox}Es

BELLUC FOX, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff LL
546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC
(212) 681-1575 116 East 27" Street, 12" Floor

New York, NY 10016
FILED

(212) 452-5300
ocT 26 201

' CE
NTY CLERK'S OFFI
COUNT L EW YORK

R ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherr¢ K. Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK NYCAL
JOSEPH MARTIN and DORIS MARTIN, Index No. 2011-190043
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT
V- MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS,, et al.

Defendants.

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
Yol ,2011

BELLUC LS’L FOX/LJLP DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ &
BLAULLP

Vincent A Errante, Esq. O

By: %’
W (; Esq.
eys for'Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
536 5™ Avenue, 4% Floor 116 E. 27" Street, 12% F‘::‘ E D

New York, NY 10036 New York, NY 1
(212) 681-1575 (212) 452-5300

v
SO ORDERED: LERKS OFF

Justice Sherry K. Heitler

CCT 07 201y




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  LA.S. Part 30
' _ ! (Heitler, J.)
I
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 1 Index No.: 190043/11

JOSEPH MARTIN AND DORIS MARTIN,
| Plaintiff(s)
-against-
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.,

Defendant(s).

1+ NO OPPOSITION
 SUMMARY JUDGMENT
 MOTION AND ORDER

t
1
[}
1
1
1
1

WHEREFORE, defendant, THE NASH ENGINEERING COMPANY, hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiff’s 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

~ with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yorks/New York “
BAYAR s OFFIC
T O SRk
‘ ] “I
MCGIVNEY ;& KLUGER, P.C. Bellyck & LP
Attorneys for Defendant Atto laintiff
THE NASH ENGINEERING COMPANY JOSEPH TIN
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 546 Fifth Avenue
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 681-1575
- SO ORDERED, /
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
505-464

OCT 07201




L © RECFIVEN SEP 3 0 2411

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

- COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ) NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
: ' (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: | Index No.: 190043/11
JOSEPH MARTIN AND DORIS MARTIN, ;
Plaintiff(s) : NO OPPOSITION _
 SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- » MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.,

Defendant(s).

without costs.

WHEREFORE, defendant, KENTILE FLOORS, INC., hereby requests sﬁmmary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, KENTILE FLOORS, INC. with prejudice, and there

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

defendant, KENTILE FLOORS, INC.,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

Dated: New York, New York

/O/C/ Vi ot 28 W
AN o OFFICE
ot OEL G
cov NEW
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. ey Fox,
Attomeys for Defendant fneys for Plaintiff
KENTILE FLOORS, INC. JOSEPH MARTIN
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 546 Fifth Avenue
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 75
SO ORDERED, (2 _
Hon. Sherry Klét Heitler
' 2082-11048

0CT 07 20m




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190043/11
NO OPPOSITION

Joseph Martin and Doris Martin SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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 3212, 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.

Dated:
A

Jo%éh'aeuuck, Esq. | .

BLLUCK & FOX LLP R, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN g& DICKER/LLP

546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor Attorney for{Defendan

New York, New York 10036 AVCO CORPORATION
CESSNA AIRCR COMPANY

TEXTRON, IN€;
150 East 42™ Street

Fie o s 00ls 1 L B D

SO ORDERED, 6CcT 26 201
Hon. Sherr)\K. Heitler

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE

NEW YORK

""T07 20

45111691

\
|
\
1
i




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
----------------------------------------- X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 190043/11
Joseph Martin and Doris Martin NO OPPOSITION
‘ SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
......................................... X

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

Dated, 7{/23/ /1

Jofeph Belluck, Esq. Ju
LLUCK & FOX LLP WILSON, HLSER, MPSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor Attorney fof Defen
New York, New York 10036 ROCKER ID COMPANY
150 East 42""Stfeet
New York, New York 10017
File No.: 09310.00(F \ L E D
SO ORDERED, : g 201
Hon_Sherry X/ Heitler : 0cT 2 .
) g OFH
Ny CLERK
COURY (EW YORK
OCT 07 201H

46418751




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190043/11

Joseph Martin and Doris Martin NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

prejudice and without costs.

Dated:

Ve
Joseply Belluck, Esq.
B%CK & FOX LLP
At@rney for Plaintiff

546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor
New York, New York 10036

150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 1001 7

File No.: 1055@30?9‘"‘ ;

Hon. Sherryk/Heltler ocT 26 201

SO ORDERED,

4511042 1 OO0 (kv Q‘MW




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Klein-Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to:
JULTIAN ALFONSO and THERESA ALFONSO, Index No.: 190046/11
Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATICN, MOTION AND ORDER
ag Successor by Merger to BUFFALO
PUMPS, INC., et al.,
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Howden North America, 1Inc., hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs!
Complaint against Howden North America, Inc., with prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and
crogs claimg against defendant Howden North America, Inc., be

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Brooklyn, New York
eptember 12, 2011

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 1 2% 704
Julian Alfonso and Theresa wden North America, Inc. & OFFIC
Alfonso 7 Montague Street ‘-P(CLERK K
700 Broadway, 6" Floor Brooklyn, New Yorkcx&yﬁqxvaOR
New York, New York 10003 (718) 855-%000

uy File No.: 11231-112
So Ordered:

Hon. Sherry“ﬁiein-Heitler

0CT07 29y,

m




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ILA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190049/11

Joseph Delle Cave NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

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 3212, 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 BILTRITE INC,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

ot TR
O/l

Ben Darthe, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C.
Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003 American Bilsfite Inc,
150 East Street
New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000
File No. 131};?.0001# ‘ L E D
L geyo26o2em
SO ORDERED,
v CLERK'S OFFICH
COUNT W YORK ,
- 40N
wl
4714473v.1 O




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

———————————————————————————————————————— x NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
———————————————————————————————————————— b4 (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: .
PETER GIANGASPRO and ELIZABETH GIANGASPROQ, Index No.¢ 11/190052 )
01/120394
Plaintiff(s),
-against-
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a MOTION AND ORDER
NATIONAL GRID, et al.,

Defendants.

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and
crogs c¢laims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Brooklyn, New York

6/4

e
1 LR : Ben Jriesgy.
32 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ‘7
ey for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiffs
NATHZONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway | L E D
177 Montague Street New York, NY 10003
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 : -
(718) 855-9000 e a ocT 2 6 201
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK

Hon. MeTry K. Heitler

0CToO7201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

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

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190052/11
NO OPPOSITION

Peter Giangaspro and Elizabeth Giangaspro 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 (hercinafter “CARRIER CORPORATION?) hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

i /y
—f—
Benjamif Darche, Esq. ‘ Ji , Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC WILSQN, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorrjey for D¢fendant
New York, New York 10003 C ORATION
150 Eagt 4
New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000
File No. 10557.00936
SO ORDERED,

Hon. S‘ﬁerry K. Heitler

4718803v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S, Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190069/11

Leighton Lewis NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ x

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 3212, 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 BILTRITE INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs. ;

CZ/R////

Josep - -

Weita& LuXenberg P.C.

Attorney for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003 American Bilfrite Inc.
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017

212-490-3000

File No. 13139.0 18' L E D
OCT 26 281

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler OCT 0 ” 20 n NEW YORK
1

4714490v.1




*SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK :i i 'C—/

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

This Document Relates to:
Index No: 190081/11

WILLIAM JOSEPH GORHAM and FRANCIS MARY NO OPPOSITION
GORHAM, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
APRIL 2012 IN EXTREMIS
X

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgmeut 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.

%pgust 18, 2011

a(§ f

BONNIE STEINWOLF JAMES EDWARDS

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP ) MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendants

546 5™ Ave, 4" Floor TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION

New York, NY 10036 CORPORATION, as Successor in
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.

ok

200 1.U. Willets Road F , . L E
Albertson, New York 11507 | D

3. |
0CT 26 2911

] — COUNTY CL Rk
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler LLERK'S OFfF
NEW YORK ' CE

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
PAUL CRANE and ARLENE CRANE, :  NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS
:  LITIGATION (NYCAL)
Plaintiffs, :  ASBESTOS MATTER
: INDEX NO.: 190082/11
-against-
:  NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
CRANE CO,, et al,, :  JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.

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 3212, 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
defendants ACMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withouf costs; E D &
Dated: New York, New York ?‘ % § P

K)
Ockoher 3 , 2011 oCT 26 201
BELLUCK & FOX, LLLP GANGEMI LAW FIRM, P. C LERK'S OFFICE
% .
Ay g;/é/g/ //
E’ryan Belasky Salvatore G. Gangemi
546 Fifth Avenue — 4™ Floor 700 White Plains Road, Suite 338
New York, New York 1003 Scarsdale, New York 10583
(212) 681-1575 (914) 725-5800
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendants AMEC

Construction Management, Inc.

SO ORDERED:

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler

0CT07 201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
PAUL CRANE and ARLENE CRANE, : NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS
:  LITIGATION (NYCAL)
Plaintiffs, . ASBESTOS MATTER
:  INDEX NO.: 190082/11
-against-
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
CRANE CO,, et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.

X
WHEREFORE, defendant Morse Diesel International, Inc. (“MDII”) hereby requests

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

r 3 ,2011
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP GANGEMI LAW FIRM, P.C.
Bryax‘fﬁelasky Salvatore G. Gangemi
546 Fifth Avenue — 4™ Floor 700 White Plains Road, Suite 338
New York, New York 10036 Scarsdale, New York 10583
(212) 681-1575 (914) 725-5800

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

Attorneys for Defendants Morse ]ilet E D

In 1, Inc.

act 26 2
Honorable Shéry Klein Heitler CLERKS OFFICE
COUNT\( NEW yORK

SO ORDERED:

OCTO07 201




X:/BLA54979./legal/NOSIM

SUPREMYE COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
CGNTY OF NEW YORK

- X
PAUL CRANE, NO OPPOSITION UMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff(s), ORDER
- against - Index No.: 190082/2011
A.Q. SMITH PRODUCTS, et al., NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendants.
---- e X

WHEREFORE, defendants BLACKMAN PLUMBING SUPPLY hereby request
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section

3212, 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.

N —

Bryan Belasky,Esq. Su&ﬁe Halbardier, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintifts Attorneys for BLACKMAN PLUMBING
Belluck & Fox g 1 [ ] SUPPLY
546 Fifth Avenue Barry McTiernan & E D
New York, New York 10036 2 Rector Street, IF x—

New York, New k 10006 ?;m\

(212)313-3600 oY 29

oUN\ RK

SO ORDERED, © NEW YO

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler

Or.
0707 4?0]]




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :
: Index No.: 190109/11
RYLAND L. HOLMES AND CARRIE HOLMES, '

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Karnak Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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. ‘ L D
FILE

Dated: New York, New York

< 2
] 2011 oct 26 200
EP\KS OFFICE
UNTY - ORK
e
Attomey for Plaintiffs
. Ryland L. Holmes and Carrie Holmes
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 % %é / (212) 558-5500
SO ORDERED, L.
Hon. Sherry Klé¥h Heitler
781-0048

{N0083640-1}

OCT 07201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

' Index No.: 190109/11
RYLAND L. HOLMES AND CARRIE HOLMES, |

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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 F ‘ L E D : |

PNE: , 2011
OC‘ 26 ?.“\\

/ :@L: ;4, CLERKS OFFICE
Laura B. Hollman, qu. [~ v
Attorney for Defendant orey for Plaintiffs

Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc Ryland L. Holmes and Carrie Holmes
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

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

(212) 509-3456 212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. ngérrry Klein Heitler

963-0276

{N0083640-1}

OCT 07 2011




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

Index No.: 190114/11
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

NO OPPOSITION
WALTER D. GUTHRIE, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION
Plaintiff(s),
- against -
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al,,
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

M\_JM

(Tajene N. Megerian, E
GAL McCAMBRI
‘ SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
546 FIF AVENUE 4th FLOOR Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10036 Weil-McLain
(888) 808-0428 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

Gy B FILED
SO ORDERED, | OCT 26 201

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

"CT07 2pmy




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK o
: X
WALTER D. GUTHRIE and LONA GUTHRIE, Index No.: 190114-11
Plaintiffs, SECOND
NO OPPOSITION
- against — SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION
A.Q. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC.,
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC.,
Individually and as Successor to Tappan and
Copes-Vulcan, et al.,
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC.,
Individually and as Successor to Tappan and Copes-VuIcan (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.

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

Dated: White Plalns New York

’Yk , 2011 \_{)

Bonnie Stelﬁwolf Esq
Belluck & Fox, LLP

546 Fifth Avenue, 4" FI
New York, New York 10036
(212) 681-1575

CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ.
Hodges Walsh Slater LLP

Attorneys for Defendant
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC.,

Individually and as Succe T@app
Copes-Vulecan i “E» gm D

55 Church'Street, Suite 211

White Plains, NY 10601 OCT 2 6 2g19
Tel: 914-385-6000
Fax: 914-385-6060  COUNTY CLERK'S Oppgpe.

er File No.: 089-606 GSH NEW YORK

So Ordered:

=<K/

J.8.C.

00T 07 200




Y
| B
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----- X Index No. 11-190114
WALTER D. GUTHRIE and LONA GUTHRIE,
Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.,
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a The B.F. Goodrich Company,
and as Successor in Interest to Goodrich — Gulf Chemical, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules, Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’
Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a B.F. GOODRICH COMPANY,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against
Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without ¢costs.

Dated: New York, New York

BY: 142%4%?’5/

Patrick J. [fyrye
SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER &
BRENNAN, LLP

2 Research Way,
Attorneys for Plaintiff Princeton, NJ 08540
Jerdan C. Fox, Esg. (609)924-6000

Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION

i

0CT 26 201
Hon. SheryHeitler COUIHTY CLERKS OFFICR
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED

acT 07 20m

'-ﬁ;:"'o"rZﬂ'F ILED




LIS *

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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS

LITIGATION Index No.: 190114/11
This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDMENT MOTION AND
WALTER GUTHRIE and LONA GUTHRIE, ORDER

Plaintiff(s),
V.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al,,

Defendant(s).

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section

3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, 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

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. '
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC
Attorneys for Defendant

Ave, 4™ Floor Rheem Manufacturing Company
New York, NY 10036 _..2430 Route 34
(212) 681-1575 Manasquan, New Jersey 08736

(732) 528-8888

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sherry K., Heitler oCT 0720 “'




o, _r
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190114/11

WALTER GUTHRIE and LONA GUTHRIE, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiff(s), JUDGMENT MOTION AND
V. ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.,

Defendant(s).

WHEREFORE, defendant, BIRD INCO]I‘(PORATED hereby requests summary judgment in
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 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 INCORPOR .

without costs.

Attorney 1

546 Fifth Avénue, 4" Floor
New York, New York 10036
(212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED,

TED be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

.

L‘i:s_a M. Pascarella, Esq.

BRAATEN & \ L E D
PASCARELLA, LLCE

Attomey for Defendant .« 9 § 20\
BIRD INCORPORATEDUCT

£
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 .  gRKS OFFIC

Manasquan, New J erwmﬁw YORK
(732) 528-8888

Judge Wleiﬂ Heitler

OCT 07 20M




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OFNEW YORK

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190114/11
WALTER GUTHRIE and LLONA GUTHRIE, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiff(s), JUDGMENT MOTION AND
V. ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.,

Defendant(s).

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE 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 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, TRANE 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. f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD INC., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC
hintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor TRANE US INC. f’/k/a AMERICAN
New York, New York 10036 STANDARD INC,,
(212) 681-1575 2430 Route 34, Suite A-18
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736
(732) 528-8888

SO ORDERED,

Judge™Sthie 1t Heitler

OCTO720m




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

Index No.: 190115/11
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

RICHARD G. SADLOWSKI, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION
- against -

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,

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: 1’;‘/ It / ,2011

New Yorl(, New York

A

Benjamin‘Darche, Esq. lene Megerian, Esq. o
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, GAL McCAMBRI

Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHON TD
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 J= | L E D

New York, NY 10022
0311300 OCT 26 201

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler NEW YORk

SO ORDERED,

OFFICE

OCT07 295



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190118/11

Joseph Adams and Barbara Adams NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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 3212, 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 BILTRITE INC,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

/\ /
Chrig’Romanelli, Esq. Jullg Evane; Fsq.
tz & Luxenberg P.C. WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DJC LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendait
New York, NY 10003 American Biltritg

150 East 42" S I1 gﬂ

New York, New ¥ ork™ 06" E D ;
212-490-3000 o o

File No. 13139.00019CT 2 & ZBi1

COUNTY CLEBK'S OFFICE

@é/ NEW YORK
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

4687610v.1

OCT 07 201i
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS
LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:
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

3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 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

defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dlgsﬁ

with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Wdeel/ 3,2@“

New York, New York

NordanFox; Fare—
Belluck & Fox, L.L.P.

Attorneys for Plaintiff{(s)
546 Fifth Ave, 4" Floor [ (‘{ e [
New York, NY 10036

(212) 681-1575

_ CLERKS OFF\G
DN T yoRK

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC
Attorneys for Defendant

Rheem Manufacturing Company
2430 Route 34

Manasquan, New Jersey 08736
(732) 528-8888 .-

SO ORDERED,

. Heitler

Honorable

ORT 0> 299
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

GEORGE ZACHMANN and ARLENE Index No.: 190140-11
ZACHMANN,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
-against- ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.,

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE 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 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, TRANE 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. f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD INC,, be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. E, 0
paea: DALY 3,201 e\l

New York, New York o1 9 ?;“\\
\  ~ERICE
M ’““Qb\? '

BELLUCK & FOX LLP BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC

’ﬁ;dan-Feea-Eeq__ ﬂ Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. -

Attorneys for plaintiff(s) I\t Attorney for Defendant
546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor @¢< [ TRANE US INC. f/k/a AMERICAN
New York, New York 10036 STANDARD INC,,
(212) 681-1575 2430 Route 34, Suite A-18
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736
. (732) 528-8888

SO ORDERED,

Judge SheffyKIein Heitler

0CT07 201




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
(Hettler, J.)

Index No: 2011/190140

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment

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

plaintiff’s complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

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

defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without COsts.

Dated: New York, New York
o _~72011

Jordan Foxi Es
BELLUC , LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff

546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor
(212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED,

Jo:%/g omberg, Esq.

D R ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU
LLP

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation

116 East 27" Street, 12" Floor

New York, NY 10016

(212) 452-5300 :
FILED !

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

!

o OFFICE
LERKS |
cO QNT\(N%\N y OP\K

ULi 07 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

= X

GEORGE ZACHMANN and ARLENE ZACHMANN Index No.: 190140/11

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION

-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.O SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et. al., . LLA.S. Part 30

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
Defendants.
X
WHEREFORE, Defendant GREENE, TWEED & CO., (“Greene Tweed”) incorrectly

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 3212, 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
! 'f)D , 2011

' C‘)azl)ene N. Megerian, Esg
SEGAL McCAMBRI}

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP. g
Attorneys for Plaintiff (“m «J ( & MAHONEY, LTD.
\‘/

546 Fifth Avenue Attorneys for Defendat |
New York, New York 10036 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 6 201 !
(212)681-1575 New York, New York 100887 2

(212).651-7500 LERK'S OFHCE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X Index No.: 190140/11
GEORGE ZACHMANN and ARLENE
ZACHMANN,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
-against- 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 plaintiff’s 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

/J\/a@/t Y

D ‘D g )
Theodore Eder, Esq,

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
Attomeys for MAHONEY, LTD.

546 Fifth Ave., 4% Floor Attorneys for Defendant
\ 550 Thid Avemue, Sutte 1100 ILE D

%
New York, NY 10036 New York, New York 10022 i
ocT 26 201 %
UNTY CLERKS OFFICE
SO ORDERED, GO EW YORK

Hon. Sherry R¥ein Heitler

OCTo7 201




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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS

LITIGATION Index No.: 190140-11
GEORGE ZACHMANN and ARLENE
ZACHMANN, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff(s), ORDER
-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.,

Defendants.

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,

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

ke | pa—

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby  dismissed with prejudice and without costs. E D

F

Dated: %b@f 3/ ZO” ct 2 © 20\
New York, New York 0 S OFFIC cE
GOUNTLC\N FORK

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.
Belluck & Fox LLP ~ [“Q 0‘/‘} Braaten & Pascarella, LL.C
Attorneys for Plaintiff{(s) Attorneys for Defendant
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor (‘/\§ Tuthill Corporation solely for
New York, New York 10036 Murray Turbine
(212) 681-1575 2430 Route 34

Manasquan, New Jersey 08736

(732) 528-8888/
SO ORDERED, UCT g 7 2011

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

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

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190142/11
NO OPPOSITION

Ronald Marshburn and Diane Marie Marshburn 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 “CARRIER CORPORATION?) hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated; New York}”ew York

Julie Ey

WILSON, ELSE , MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintif] EDELMAN & ICKER LP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10003 CARRIER C;O 0 D
150 East 42™ Stre B
New York, New YOFI O‘ L E “ ‘
212-490-3000 301 :
File No. 10557.00081 T 28 20

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

4718858v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK NYCAL
HENRY E. APFELBAUM and JUDY APFELBAUM, |  Index No. 2011-190156
Plaintiffs, '
NO OPPOSITION
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT
V- i MOTION AND ORDER

AMERICAN STANDARD, INC.,, et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Goodall Rubber Company (:“Goodall”) hereby requests summary
Jjudgment 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 YoEk, New York

Seolewfler 23,2011

BELLUCK & FPX|LLP DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ &
BLAULLP

©

By: V f

i
Jose Iijcklf Esq.
Atto svor Plaintiffs
546 5™ Avenue, 4™ Floor

Jennifer arger, Esq. O
Attorneys for Defendant
116 E. 27" Street, 12™ Floor

New York, NY 10036 New York, NYR0dl 6 L E D :
(212) 681-1575 (212) 452-53 F
"""""" OCT 26 2011
SO ORDERED: !
, — COWNTY CLERK'S OFFICE:
Justice Sherry K. Heitler ELYONTC

O0CTo 72011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X Index No.: 190156/11
HENRY E. APFELBAUM and JUDY
APFELBAUM,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., et al.,

Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler
Defendants,
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 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

Jor Ted Eder, Esq.

Bell ck & F SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
546 ¥ifth Ave.] 4" Floor MAHONEY, LTD.

New orlg{NY 10036 Attorneys for Defendant

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1

New York, New York 1002# I L E D
SO ORDERED, CS@%L__\ ®T 26 2011

Hon. Shérry K1éin Heitler COUNTy
ERk
NEwW o OFFICE

OCT 07201




- VWR Internatlonal LLC and W111 Scientific be and the same are hereby ?‘u\ &ﬂ

. | - Y A
prejudice and without costs. - o Q@’ﬂ ?L \Q%O‘-;‘i\@&:
S I ?
Dated: Ney York, Ne York Wi Q‘a‘(
i 7 GO ﬁ‘@w |
~ Josgph W, Bel'luck, Esq. | m{Eﬂ:}{ Vincent J. Montalto
BPLLUCK & FOX, LLP : IDDLE & REATHLLP
Attomneys for Plaintiffs - Attorneys for Defendant
Henry E. Apfelbaum and Judy Apfelbaum ' VWR International, LI.C
-546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor : - 1177 Avenue of the Americas, 41% Floor
New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10036

R - ‘W -
SO ORDERED, = - - -

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK _ '
o ' X NYCAL
IN RENEW YORK CITY , LA.S, Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
_ x -
This document Relates to: _ Index No. 190156/2011
HENRY E. APFELBAUM and JUDY :
APFELBAUM : ' _
' Plaintiffs, : _ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
_ o : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
-against- _ ' : ' .
AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., et al. F \L E D N
Defendants. X . oCT 29 (AU L ;
AREE E - - - 5 OFFICE

WHEREFORE, defendant VWR International, LLC ~(individually and on bt o appw YOR

erroneously named and nonexistent entity, Will Scientific) (“VWR”) hereby requests summary

judgment in this actioxi, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’

Complaint against VWR International, LLC and Will Scientific with prejudice, and there being

no opposmon thereto,

ORDERED that upon notice to all co-dcfcndants all claims and cross claims agai 0 i? :
ﬂs

Hon. Sherry Klein Héitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

prejudice and without costs.

Dated; / 0/ 3/1 /

I

J eph Belluck, Esq.
LLUCK & FOX LLP

Attorney for Plaintiff

546 Fifth Avenue, 4 Floor

New York, New York 10036

150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017

File No.: 10557.091' L E D
GCT 26 201

GRLINTY CLERK'S OFFICE
REW YORK

SO ORDERED,

on. Shértry K-{eitler

v.l UCTO’?Z“"




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

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
: X

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190156/11

HENRY E. APFELBAUM and JUDY APFELBAUM,  NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiff, JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

-against-
AMERICAN STANDARD, INC.,, et al,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE 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 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, TRANE 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. f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD INC., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prej dice and without costs. F ‘ L E D \
YUY

1
1

1

ocT 26 200 %
LERK'S OFFICE
NE

. Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.
BE OX LLP BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC
Att for plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor TRANE US INC. f/k/a AMERICAN
New York, New York 10036 STANDARD INC.,
(212) 681-1575 2430 Route 34, Suite A-18

Manasquan, New Jersey 08736
(732) 528-8888

SO ORDERED,

Judge Sherry Klein Heitler

OCTO07 201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY"OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190156-11
HENRY E. APFELBAUM and JUDY APFELBAUM, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff, ORDER

-against-
AMERICAN 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 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint

against defendants, BIRD INC APORATED with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

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

J e o T ——, .
Dated_;,: ‘ ' 20] ( .
o
5
|
|
Jordan Fox Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.
BELKUCK R BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC
AttorngysAfor plaintiff{s) Attorney for Defendant
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor BIRD INCORPORATED
New York, New York 10036 2430 Route 34, Suite A-18
(212) 681-1575 __-Manasquan, New I y‘)sté_ E D
(732) 528-8888 F
pcT 26 201
SO ORDERED,
Judge Sherryweit]er o COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
ocT 07200

——t




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| Index No.: 190160/11
STEPHEN A. MARTIN AND BRIGID MARTIN, |

Plaintiffs, !
. : NO OPPOSITION
-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
{ MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S., INC, et al, :
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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: Ij\g!Yzork, NeW’ggll’li T"f i ﬁ- E D

_——5—> _~ 0OCT 26 20
,\%«. Eﬁ' %2“"" 4———7 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Laura B. Hollman, ESK i NEW YOHK
Attorney for Defendant Attomey for Plaintiffs

Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc Stephen A. Martin and Brigid Martin

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

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

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

(212) 509-3456 W
SO ORDERED,

Hon. SherryKlein Heitler

963-0293

N0083640-1)

"CT 072014

»



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
Plaintiffs Litigation (NYCAL)
- against — Index No. 190161-11

BORG-WARNER CORPORATION, ET AL.,
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Defendants JUDGMENT AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendanf, International Truck and Engine Corporation, (now by operation of
name change only known as Navistar, Inc.) (“Navistar”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-
titled case, pursuant to CPLR §3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 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 Navistar,

Inc.), be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs.

Dated: 97/ a’u—! 18

Eckert Seamans Cherin & Mellott, LLC

s laghcll el

Daniet Wasserberd;Es(uire Elizhbeth A. Weill, Esquire

Attorneys for Plaintiff : ' Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway International Truck and Engine

New York, NY 10003 Corporation, (now by operation of name

change only known as Navistar, Inc.)
50 S. 16" Street, 22™ Floor

- '  lemte 21 ED
OCT 26 201

in Heit Date: GOUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler;7T.S.C. ¥ CORK

SO ORDERED:

OCT 07201
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK NYCAL
X I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
X Index No.: 190221-2011

GERALD BEERS and JANE BEERS,

Plaintiffs,
-against- NO OPPOSITION
, SUMMARY JUDGEMENT
A.Q. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.; MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

X

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 3212, 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
prejudice and withput costs.

G~ —

ALY
JOHN RYAN,\BSQ. '\ THOMAS A. MONTIGLIO, ESQ
BELLUCK & L AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorney for Plampfiff Attorneys for Defendant
546 Fifth Avenue) 4™ Floor REZNOR CORPORATION i/s/h/a REZNOR
New York, New York 10036 200 1.U. Willets Road

Albertson, New York 11507
(516) 535-5433
..... Our File No.: TBZ 0001W TAM

FI
50 ORDERED. Hon. Sherr{ Klein Heitler L E D

OCT 28 201

OFF
NEW YORK 'CE

OCTon 201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190221/11

Gerald Beers and Jane Beers
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

[

JosephW. Bellucl;,?q./ Juli .

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP WILSON,/ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDEL RLLP

546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor Attorney for Defghdant

New York, New York 10036 CARR{ER CORPORATION

New , New York 10017
Qur File Number: 10557.00881

v
@% FILED |
SO ORDERED, g 0CT 26 201 i f

Hon. SherryK. Heitler v
COUNT1v CLERK'S OFFICE

OCT 07 20 vork

4139701v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190234/11

Gloria F. Cassano, Individually and as Executrix of the NO OPPOSITION

Estate of Richard M. Cassano, deceased SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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
3212, 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.

Dated: New York, New York
/ ‘7// 2¢/1

. -Erik Diarco, Esq.
LLP

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiffs EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
546 Fifth Avenue, 4 Floor Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10036 GENERAL DYNAMICS
CORPORATION
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017

B Our File Nurr?: i74‘-1-.0(ﬁ7 D ) i

\
g

SO ORDERED, ocT 26 201 ?

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler (
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

4734334v.1 0CTo 7 Zﬂ'u

NEW YORK




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

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:

Gloria F. Cassano, Individually and as Executrix of the
Estate of Richard M. Cassano, Deceased.

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

Index No; 190234/11

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

67,/“’,/”

Joseph Befifck{req.
BELLUGK & FOX LLP
Attorne¥$ for Plaintiff

546 Fifth Avenue, 4” Floor
New York, NY 10036

/

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

SO ORDERED,

Julie R. Evans,/Esq.

New York, New Ygule 1QD1 .
Our File No. 0533%03) L E D ‘A .
cul

OCT 07 201




