
ED ON 1111512011 

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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Applies to: 

Martin F. White and Eileen White, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

N Y C A L  
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION COW., hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND 

CONSTRUCTION CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION COW., be an 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

I I  1 

He id1 C. Baker, Esq. 
'WEITW LUXENBERG, P.C. " 1 McMAHON, MARTINE & GALLAGHER 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

55 Washington Street, Suite 720 
Brooklyn, New York 1 1201 

f l M i : $ 5 5 8 .  W 1s3q 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: OCT O ' r  2011 
Hon. Sheqxlein mt le r  



: NO OPPOSITION 
GESUALDI, 

Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tie  & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hmeby: 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
\a\ 3\ \\. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERE, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@) 

B y : % ! &  FrankM. 0 By: 

7000 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

L E Q  
264 West 40" Street 
New York, New York 10018 NOv e 4 Zo1' 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 
I 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT 1 4  2011 



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,J 

lo i5 ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

A 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Plainti ff(s), 

-against- 

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

NYCAL 

IndexNos, 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York- New York I ----- ~ .. . .. 

L = 4 -  qf SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

York 10018 S 
, I  



I GERARD0 RUBINO (Deceased) 

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

@& 109704108 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JULY 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, T I S W N  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, New2ork 
c W b V  1 ,2011 

1, 

. I  4 ~ 1 

% > *  >h 
2, *, FRANK ORTIZ 

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

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

TRUCTION CO., INC. 

F I L E D  I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
( 5  16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, NOV - 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGA?'ION 

This Document Relates To: 

WILLIAM A. WOESSNER, : I.A.S. Part 39 

Plaintiff(s), 

x _L_II_"II"_I_""_____"-~--11--"-----~----------------"----~~-~""-"--- 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klei it1 

-against- 
: Index No.: 125 172-95 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.C. lk Y . ,  INC., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 

: ORDER 
Defendants. 

X .................................................................. 
WHEREFORE, Defendants CRANE CO. and CRANE ENVIRONMENTAL, INC. 

("Dcfendants") hereby request suinniary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practicc Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiff's complaint against Defendants with 

pwjudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendants be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: ti 
wwv York 

Attorneys for Plaiiitiff(s) 
1 10 William Street, 26t" Floor 
New York, NY 10038 
(2 12) 267-309 1 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 1002 
(212) 536-3990 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X _---------------_-r_-----------"-"--"-----------------~----"--- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
x ............................................................... 

JANICE ROTUNNO, Individually and as Executrix : Index vb-> 
for the Estate of DENNIS ROTUNNO, 

111150/98 
Plaintiffs, 1 05 5 59/00 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER . 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d. 

IASPart30 Defendants. 

x ___----_------------_l__rl______________----~~~~--~"~-"-------- 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear The & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against '[he Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York + 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorncys for Plaintiffs 

7dBroadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New Yorlc, New York 

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

ijLJ4Ls mi, Esq. 

New York, New York 1001 



JANICE ROTUNNO, Individually and as Executrix : Index No. 1 
for the Estate of DENNIS ROTUNNO, <fpJp 

Plaintiffs, 1 05 5 59/00 

-against- : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND OXZDER . A, 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., @&I. 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 Defendants. 

_______-______-___II_ll_____1l_l__ll__r_----------~-~--~------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyeax Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

Dated: New Yorlc, New York 

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

New York, New York 1001 
(212) 302-2400 

yu 



i 
SUPREME COURT OF THh , fATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN COUGHLm and BARBARA A W E  
COUGHLIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

Index NO.: 10234710 23219197 0 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGIKENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: N~;$~&NvN York 
,201 1 

Michele J. Miheman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
M c G ~ Y  & KLWGER, P C  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Atto&$ for Plaintiffs 
John Coughlin and Barb 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York l O O O F  \ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 4 IUI' 

Hon. wq Kleifi H 

1235-18186 



Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Individually, 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC., gt ax., Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHErnFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

By: A4A u d 4 i J  
,, 

J e d e r  T. Childs 

F \ L E Q  
' 264 West 40'' Street 

New York, New York 10 
(2 12) 3 02-2400 

4 ' z o ~ ~  NOV 
Dated: New York, New York IS OFF\* CLlLRK 

COUN'& YORK 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

.l r? POI1 



: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC.,gt& : Hon. Sheiry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORES, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and Without costs, 

Dated: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

By: -7d.--AAd/ 

J e d r  T. Childs 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 10 1 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 
I+ 2Mt 

OFF\\c% 
'%\ ;RKS 

~~~ r* 

Dated: New York, New York 
q Li-  GO^!^' NEu YQRK 

SO ORDERED: 

1, 

, ,I L(J 39 



for the Estate of DENNIS ROTUkNO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Tp 559/00 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 
, A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d. 

Defendants, 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

X l__rl_-r__---_-l--_l_r-----___________----~--~-~~----_-------  

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada I i x  be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York New York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P, C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

7 d Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New Yorlc, New York 

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

New York, New York 1001 
(2 12) 3 02-2400 

RE. 



Defendants. 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor ,Ne  Y rk 
l O [ U  [fr 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

By: 

I L E D  700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York! 1001 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 5 E 

\ NOV - 4 2011 I 

Dated: New York, New York COUN'i Y CLERKS OFFtCE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT 1 4  2011, 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAI, 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10036 

SO ORDERED. 

n 

Suz ne Halbardier, Esq. 
Att &- eys for Defendan 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor Nfjv - 4 20lt 
New York, New York 10006 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, b.1 t E 

(2 12) 3 13-3600 

QCf 2 120111 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFEF 
NEW YQRK, 



I prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

I 

~ 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

This Document Relates to: 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MICHAEL LAING 

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

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

Index No: 121905/98 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Id05 12011 

P $3' .1* &-a?, x 
,".A " 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. -, L"., Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. >* P REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2eth FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

This Document Relates to: 

ANTHONY E. LAMANO 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 121906/98 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

rob5 I2011 
I 05' 4; P 

*,, % 
b\ 

I -luy",w 

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

" I  ' +L * -O!< 

>'*. Frank Ortiz, Esq. +\,? 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

F I L E D  
NOV - 4 2011 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 08738325.1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

OCT 14 2011 



Administratrix for the Estate of ROBERT 
EDWARD,STEC, : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., ad., 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

__ Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 * L E D , f  k 

~ Q L N ~ Y  gkKW@d I 

4 '; 
).@v - 4 2011 1 

3 )  

1 Dated: New York, New York 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED: 



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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 101 192/99 

EMlLlO PAOLlNl NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

~ 7p-i 

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

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York I0022 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-106738414 1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CANDIDO VENUTO 

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

Index No: 10484899 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\ 0 [ 6 $ ~  ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2eth FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

F I L E D  SO ORDERED, 

NOV - 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

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

(Heitler, J.) 

Index Nos. ,(@&q X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GIUSEPPE SEIDITA and JOSEPHINE SEIDITA NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant Morse-Diesel Construction Company, Tnc. (dMa Morse Diesel, 

Inc.), with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
September 12,201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for  Plaintiff(s) 
Friedrich Scheuermann and Christen 
Scheuermann 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

' F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, WV - 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

In Re: NEW YORK ClTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

Index No. 107970199 

This Document Applies to: 

Peter P. Honan and Catherine Honan, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant TISHMAN E A L T Y  AND CONSTRUCTION CORP., hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND 

CONSTRUCTION CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  
- q&h NOV - 4  ZOPI 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFtrr' 2-> * g&%L NEW YORK 
Heidi C. Baker, Esq. 
McMAHON, MARTINE & GALLAGHER 
55 Washington Street, Suite 720 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

A n (212)7.! (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ALBERT P. VENTRY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 108599/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

p [o5  1 2011 

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

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

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

NOV - 4 2011 -' 

US-ACTIVE-I 08738530.1 

(-;OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

m- 1 4  2011 



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, S.) 

Index No.: 108610-99 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD J. POTTER 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

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

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

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
l o /  5 ,201 1 

h 

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

NOV - 4 2011 

HaenAntoniou McGowan, Esq. I 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 2 4 20 t t 



-against- 

NYCAL 

Index No. 110083/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., et &, Hon. Sherry JSlein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York /4////// 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

By: 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 j - 4 zalt 

CLERK 1s OFR%! 
Dated: New York, New York Ct@uN ' L k ~  ~ o R K  

OCT 1 4  2011 
SO ORDERED: 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 
: 

____rlll_ll_l_l"_"___-------------------------------------------- 

JODENE HUNTLEY and TOMAS P. HUNTLEY, 
as Executor of the Estate of WAYNE C. HUNTLEY 
and JODENE HUNTLEY, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NYCAL 

Index No. 1 1 1573/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

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

The Goodyear Tire 8z Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Lnc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New k, ew York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
* 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

10018 

OCT 14 2011 



HOAGLAND, LONG0 
MORAN. DUNST & 
DOUKAP, U P  
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSohl ST 
PO BOX 480 
WBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WlLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, MI 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ALFRED J. COGNETTI and MARY V. COGNETTI, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et ai., 

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

INDEX NO.: 99-1 18951 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: l@fl-// New Brunswick, NJ 

IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
\ttorneys for Defendant, 
(oh le r Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

io ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Alfred J. Cognetti and Mary V. Cognetti 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

NOV - 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



J 

-against- 

AX. and S., INC., gt d. 
Defendants. 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyea 

Canada Inc, hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear. Tire & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, be and the 
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

New York, New York 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

By: 

264 west 40t" Street 
New York, New York 100 18 F (212) 302-2400 

- m - NOV 



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
IO I5 ,2011 

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



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 

& McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 TION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

200 LU. Willets Road L E  CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.) 

on, New York 11507 
94-5433 NOV - 4  2011 SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK'S 01 i IGF 
NEW YORK 



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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN J. MAHAR 

Index No: 120296/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

10105 2011 

,, :"' 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. -1 % 

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

n (21 2) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-108738359 1 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, NewJork 
Oc++b- b ,2011 

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

MERS & McMANUS 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

- 4 2011 Albertson, New York 1 1507 
( 5  16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, COU~m CLERKS QW&A 
NEW YOBK 



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

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

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

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1015 ,2011 

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

ntoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New York 100 I 



-against- 

Plaintiff(s), 

NYCAL 

Index No. 12 1 144199 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S .  INC., gt 4. 

Defendants. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

r / -  

6 '  1 
y 3: J i 

>, 
By: 9% 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
', ' > I  

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
NewYork,NewYork$OS L E D ~ 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 
NOV -4 2011 

Dated: New York, New York 
~ C L E R ~ ~  OFFICE 

NEW \(ORK mu\ I 
SO ORDERED: 



: NO OPPOSITION 
ESTATE OF FRANK J, COPPOLA, 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

A.C. & S., INC.,gt& : IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaiutiffs 

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

;* I I t. 4 I 

.i 

BY: - 
Frank Ortiz 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 vov -4 2Ql' 

Dated: New York, New York GOJ N ~ J l y @ R K  

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 
'S OFWE 

L pJ-1y CLERK 

OH SO ORDERED: ( i i ,bT I A 3 
Hon. Sherr y aex Heitler, J.S.C. id'.+ I L 3 L1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Frank Coppola 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 12 1 144/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
September 22,201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGER NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
700 Broadway 116 East 27* Street, 1 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 1001 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, f l  
Hon. Sherry K. fleitler 

OCT 1 4 2011 



F 

CLH55 1 13/legal/nosjm 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
ANGIOLILO JULIUS GREICO, 
1l_ll______ll__"_lr__---------------------------------------"----- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- Index N & Z &  
106623/00 & 120250/03 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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. 

e Halbardier, Esq. 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore 
New York, New York 10036 2 Rector Street, 14th Floor - -  

New York, New Y 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
I-Ion. SherG-KXein-Heitler 



SlkREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

R 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

EDWARD J. FERGUSON, 

Plaintiff@), 

-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

-- 

00-105744 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., fllda 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 thereto, 

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

TRANE US INC., f/Ma AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are 

prejudice and without costs. 

NOV - 4  2011 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

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

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

RICHARD W. MITCHELL and HELGA MITHELL , 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. Sh 

IndexNo. 1 

109249-2000 

ITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., inc. Jding NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
n r i o e m  19,doll 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2 t h  Floor 
Newark, NJ 071 02 
(973) 242-0002 F I L E D  

WV - 4 2011 

NTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

NYCAL 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon, Sherry Klein Heitltr, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire &I Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

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

The Goadyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

New York, New York 10018 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New Yorlc 

SO ORDERED: 



P 1 aint i ff( s) 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No. : 1 Om, 
108083/00 & 22192/ 9 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition themto, 

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 

W e k  & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROO 
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & 
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14' 

New York, New Yo 

i 
! 

SO ORDERED, 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAl 

ROSARIO SCALICI, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
NICOLA SCALICI, AND ANGELA SCALICI, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION, 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
OC-rOlaEK tq,aoll 

. A \ . -  - Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 

Three Gateway C e n t F 2 1  Fk 
Newark, NJ 07 102 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Foster W I L 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 2 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

PATRICIA ANN SMITH, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
LESLIE J. SMITH SR., 

Index No. 

Plaintiffs, 
NO OPPOSITION 

ORDER 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

A.C. & S. INC. ‘et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler 

Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and t h e  same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler L L q Q  
Three Gateway Center, 1 2Ih Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

MARY JEAN ZITO, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JAMES V. Z I T 0  JR.. AND MARY JEAN ZITO, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Index No. 

Plaintiffs, 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

-against- 

A.C. & $. INC. et ol., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler 

Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
0af)EW 14 e Dennis E. Vega, Es 

E-I) 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Sedgwick LLP W 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Foster Wheel 
Three Gateway Center, 1 
Newark, NJ 07 102 NOV - 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFIE  
NEW YORK 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

MARTIN WYSOCKI, AS THE EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF Index NO, 
LEO WYSOCKI & FLORENCE WYSOCKI, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuunt to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
Sedgwic k LLP Weitz & luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Newark, NJ 07 102 
(2  1 2)  558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 

D 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAl 

X 

ROCCO PAPAPIETRO and, ROSA PAPAPIETRO , 

Plahtiffs, 

-against- 

Index No. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, 'and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, 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 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Foster Wh 
700 Broadway Three Gateway Center 
New York, NY 10003 Newark, NJ 07102 € 0  
(21 2) 558-5500 

NQV 4 2011 
(973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIG€ 

NEW YORK 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

" 

NESTORI J. PAKIN et al., 

Pluintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Defendants. 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
OCTQ$EK 19, ad( 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Sedgwick 1LP 
frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12+h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
X _________________I___rl__________ll l l___-_--~~~~~----_--~~""~--  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l " _ " _ _ " r l r - - - - - - - - _ - - - - ~ " ~ " ~ ~ - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ _ - - - - _ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - -  

BARBARA ANN RICKERSON, as Executrix for : Indm N 
the Estate of RICHARD POTTER, and SUSAN 
POTTER, Individually, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT Plaintiffs, 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC.,gtd., 
: Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part 30 

Defendants. 

WI-IEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New o k, New York A 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire 4 

and Goodyear 

wrence G. Lee 

b -  \ 700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

264 West 40f* Street 
New York. New York 100 18 c 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 
n 

SO ORDERED: 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

FLORENCE D. MCMANUS, INDIVIDUALLY & AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF SHELDON E. MCMANUS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler 

Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
OcroeGR i q  d o l \  

Dennis E. V e g w  1 
Sedgwkk LLP 

Three Gateway Center, 1 2th FI pr I L ‘E D Attorneys for Foster Wheeler I 

Newark, N J 07 102 

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

NOV - 4  2Qll  (2 1 2) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YQRK SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff( s), 

"against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SOORDERED, II_ 

H0n. 

S u p a r d i e r ,  E 
A r eys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & M 
2 Rector Street, 14th Fl 

CLEAVER-BROOKS 



-against- 

Plaintiff(s), 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt &, 
IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby rcqucst suinmary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Tnc, be and the 

s m c  arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, w York + 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plainttiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

4 4 'Lot\ 264 West 40t" Street 
New Yorlc, New York 10018 E\ou 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT 14 2011 



PAPANTONIO, 

-against- 

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Defendants The 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

11 2011 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York' 1 OQ18 NOV cy (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

cLEpK" OFFICE 
C0UNflNEN yORK 

Dated: New York, New York 

OCT 14 2011 
SO ORDERED: 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 100555/00 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and thcrc 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. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Mo 
New York, New York 10003 2 ICector Street, 14t" Floo; 

New York, New York 10006N01 
(212) 313-3600 C;\+ERK'S oFF\cE 

C0UNf f iE~ YOBK - SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 100582/00 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 141h Floor I 

New York, New York 1 0 0 0 ~  
2) 3 13-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 2 I 2077 



a 

JACK TOLOMEO AND DOROTHY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
TOLOMEO, JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 

FORD MOTOR COMPANY 
Plaintiff(s), : 

-against- Index No.: 100587100 

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

WHEREFORIE, 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 

\0\5 ,2011 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 

New York, New York 10016 

700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: Jack Tolomeo and Dorothy 
Tolomeo 600 Third Avenue 

T: 212-593-6700 

{ 01040244.DOC } 



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

Index No.: 10341 1-00 
WILLIAM F. RYAN 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1015 ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York. New York 10005 



CI355 IOll/lcgal/nosjm 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
WILLIAM D. BUXTON, 
_____"r___rlf_l__"f__----I--I---------------------------l------.---- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- - 854199 & 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, NC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, Ncw York 10036 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 141h Floor nw* - 4 201?' 
New York, New Yark 10006 

' 

(2 12) 3 13-3600 COUNTY CLERK'S OWE€" 
NEW YQRH. 

SO ORDERED, 

QCT 2 120111 



Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 854199 & 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10036 

Halbardier, Esq. 
for Defendan 

C L E ~ E R - B R O O K ~ ~ ~ . ~  L E 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor Nw - 4 2011 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 COUNTY CLERICS OFFCG ' 

NEW YORW 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 



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

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM D. BUXTON 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LlTi GAT1 ON 

index No: 103590/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
10 105 ,2011 

Frank Or t i i  Esq. **;-.fh - 3  

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

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 1 2) 52 I -5400 

SO ORDERED, i 

US-ACTIVE-108739117.1 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossclaims 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, Newzork 
OL+QbcL L ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

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

D F1 
NOV - 4 2QH 

COUNi-y CLETIK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK (516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN. DUNST 8. 
DOUKAS, U P  
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NFW BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEV'S MILL RD 
SWTE 202 
HAMMONION, NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANCES CRIPPS, as Executrix for the Estate of 
DONALD A. CRIPPS JR., and FRANCES CRIPPS, 
Individually, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

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

INDEX NO.: 00-104292 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: 

MONICA R. KOS~RZEMA, E S ~ .  
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
YJNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Frances Cripps, as Executrix for the Estate of 
Donald A. Cripps Jr., and Frances Cripps, 

$0 ORDERED: 



Plaintiff(s), 

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

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., &, I Hen, Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby requcst siuninary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

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

Company and Goodyew Canada h c .  with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby; 

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

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

same are hercby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, w York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
s The Goodyear Tire & 

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

B\ IOV 

T'I CLERK5 
GUUN NEwYORK 

264 West 40t" Street 
New Yorlc, New York 10018 New York, New Yorlc 10003 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 - OFFG 

Dated: New York, New Yorlc 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT 1 4  2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 104742/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Raymond J. Farrell 
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 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 
A *  

nw 

MOV - 4  2011 

OCT 1 4 ~ I Y  CLERKS OFFICE 
N W  YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 104749/00 

Jose A. Fernandez 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

I 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 1 4  2011 



Index No. 105260/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York Ne York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
4 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

By: 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Lawrence G, Lee, 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 NEW YORK 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10018 COU~n CLERKS OFFICE 

~ 

1.S.C. OCT 1 4  2011 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

DORIS WINTERHALTER, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
CLIFFORD WINTERHALTER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler 

Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
oflo= Ff, a0 II 

n 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2 t h  g r l  L E Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Newark, NJ 071 02 ’ 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway SHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 1 15 7 

Fa\ L E D -3' 
(516) 294-5433 - 4 2011 ; 

SO ORDERED, 

YORK 



: MOTION AND ORDER . A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d. 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part 30 Defendants, 

___1_"1_"____1111____-------------r-----------"~~--------"-"----- X 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Coinpany and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and tliere being no oppositioii 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York - 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

7 d Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

u hi West 40'1 Street 
New York, New York 1001 
(212) 302-2400 

May - 4  201' 
Dated: New York, New York 

OCT 1 4  2011 SO OF""""" EIICKEU; I 

Hon. Sherry Klein H\kfier, J.S.C. 



SIkREM'E COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

---_------______-_____1____1_1__________--------~-------------- X 

________-_-1---111_1_---------I---r----------~------------------"-- X 

Index No.: 9 0 0 -1057 
This Document Relates To: 

EDWARD J, FERGUSON, 

Plain tiff(s), 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.W. CHESTERTON CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

1-11-1-----------------1-r-------1--1---~1--------------~---------~-X 

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 plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fWa AMERICAN 

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

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

TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, NC., be and the same are her 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: \a/ NOV - 4  2011 

NN LERK'SOFF~CE & E YORK 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tram US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

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

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

. . 12 1992199, 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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. 

YE!ii& e Halbardier, Esq. 

Y CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10036 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New Y OfVoe E D - 2J 313-3600 

N()V - 4  2QV 
SO ORDERED, COUN ry CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK ocx 2 1 2011 



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Is1 5 ,2011 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

Hel& Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York. New York 

!! D 
I 4 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

JAMES C. REYNOLDS et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Index No. 107003-2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
ocToSEle 19, sol\ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weltz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

fi Sedgwick LLP 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 071 02 
(973) 242-0002 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

FLORENCE D. MCMANUS, INDIVIDUALLY & AS EXECUTRIX Index NO, 
FOR THE ESTATE OF SHELDON E. MCMANUS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER W H E E LE R COR PO RAT1 0 N, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler 

Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
OCfOBER 1q d o l \  

Sedgwick LLP 

Three Gateway Center, 12th FI F I L E D  r 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler L 

Newark, NJ 07102 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 (9  73) 242-0002 _I” 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV - 4  2011 

COUNTY 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 NYCAL 

X 

LUCY A. KALINOWSKI,, INDIVIDUALLY 8, EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF MATTHEW 2. KALINOWSKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No. 107270-2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.C. & S. INC. et al,, including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
OCTOEER 19, doII 

w Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

h 
(2  1 2)  558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleir( Heitler 

c 

Dennis E. V X E s r  0 - - 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2Ih Floor 
Newark, N J 07 102 
(973) 242-0002 F I L E D  
-.- NQV - rt 2011 



CLBSS 1 17/legal/nosJrn 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 
125768/99 107299/0 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. w 

Attorney for Plaintiff 1 Dl 17 
Weitz & Luxcnberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

CLEAVER-BROOKS 
Barry McTiernan & M 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

ESTATE BERNICE T. LOMANTO and JAMES V. LOMANTO, Index No. 107534-2000 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION. 

Defendants. 

x 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
ocroskl: i q ,  aoil 

f 
/ 

Dennis E. V e g = q w  0 
Sedgwic k LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LL 
Three Gateway Center, 12th 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, NY 10003 
700 Broadway 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 
Newark, NJ 07102 
(973) 242-0002 NOV - 4  2011 
-_ 

SO ORDERED, 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAl 

X 

ESTATE ANTOINETTE STINE and LAWRENCE STINE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Index No, 107801 -2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & luxenberg, P.C. Sedgwick L1P 
Attorneys for Plaint i f fs 
700 Broadway 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12'h Floor 

F I L E D  New York, NY 10003 Newark, NJ 07 102 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

NOV - 4 201 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



WALTER H. REEVES, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attornev for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

y y  Att eys for Defendant 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New Y o r k w  & 



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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

. I  

This Document Relates to: Index No: 108083100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WALTER H. REEVES 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2011 IO 105 

WElTt & LUXENBERG, P.C. "\:+ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, Y 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American 
599 Lexington Avenue, 
New York, New York 1 
(21 2) 521 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-106739704 1 

OCT 1 4  2011 

Optical Corporation 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
X 

X 

ROBERT E. LORENTL and JULIA A. LORENTZ, Index No. 114496-2005 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCS CO.et at., including 
FOSTER WHEELER LLC, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

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

thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and t h e  same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
OCTOBER 19,dol( 

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

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07 102 

F I L E D  (2  1 2) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

NOV - 4  2011 <- Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler COUNTY CLERKS OFFtGE 
NEW YoRK 

SO ORDERED, 



-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., TNC., gt A, : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part 30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. . 

Dated: Newf:Tryd,, w York 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

700 Broadway 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 NQV - 4 IO1' 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10018 

Dated: New York New York 

SO ORDERJ7D: e{ 
ler, J.S.C. bCT ;e 4 2011 



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

-. 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

JOSEPH D. GALANTE et at., 

Plolntlffs, 

NYCAL 

Index No. 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. S S. INC. et al., includlng 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants, 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, disrnisslng plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintlffs 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 

(973) 2424002 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Richard M. Ferranti, Sr. 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 108353/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

SO ORDERED, 

I L E D  1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

av - 4 2011 

CLERKS OFFICE 
EW YORK 

t t a  P I 130 Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

PAUL J. DRANK et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
OflOBEK 19 ~ d o ( l  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. U 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 
(973) 242-0002 

NOV - 4 2011 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

JOSEPH D. GALANTE et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

IndexNo. -3 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler 

Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 
Newark, NJ 07102 
(973) 242-0002 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LlTlGATlON NYCAL 

X 

IndexNo. 11 LINDA COSTANZO, INDIVIDUALLY & AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF FRANK S. COSTANZO, 

-against- 

A.C. & 5. INC. et ol,, includlng 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler 

Corporation“) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 
Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: New York. New York 

Frank Ortit, Esq. D e n n i s E , V e g a r  
Wsltz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Foster .F$hLrED r C  , 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New Y ork, NY 10003 

Sedgwick U P  

NOV - 4  m (2 1 2) 558-5500 

COUNTY CLERKS 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

Hon. Sheny Klein Heitler 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
X 

X 

lndexNo. 0 8354-20 
LINDA COSTANZO, INDIVIDUALLY & AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF FRANK S. COSTANZO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC' with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Foster 
700 Broadway Three Gateway Ce 
New York, NY 10003 Newark, N J 07 102 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

PETER CEFALY et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S, INC. et at., lncludlng 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

NYCAL 

Index No. 2 : a  
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgmsnt in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be und the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler L 
Three Gateway Cen+et$2thtl& E 
Newurk, NJ 07 102 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
Weitz & Luxmberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, <- Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

PETER CEFALY et ai., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler 

Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
OCTQ~EK l q ,  doi\ 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
Sedgwick LIP  
Attorneys for Foster 
Three Gateway Cente 
Newark, NJ 071 02 

(2  1 2)  558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

X 

ANTHONY C. BAGNETT, & MARY JANE BAGNETT, IndexNo. a 
356 -2000 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & $. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

SI 
NO OPPOSITION 

ORDER 
MARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler 

Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
C C t O B e R  19,aOll 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2)  558-5500 

l=EPI?D 
SO ORDERED, 

NOV - s t  2011 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
X 

X 

CHARLES S. BANIK, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOHN F. BANIK, & ANNABELL BANIK, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

Index No. 110587-2000 

JiKzb 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in t he  above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
OCTOBER 19, iJol I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12'h Floor 

SO ORDERED, 

I L E D  
Newark, N J 07 102 
(973) 242-0002 

NOV -4 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S W B q  
NEW YORK 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

GEORGE 1. BALL et al,, 

Plaintiffs, 

A.C. 

"against- 

S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Index No. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
o d o B E R  19, 9oll 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 121h Floor 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

Newark, NJ 071 02 
(973) 242-0002 F I L E D  

SO ORDERED, 
NOV - 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
X 

X 

EVA JEAN LAWLER, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
CONRAD G. AUBIN, & EVA JEAN LAWLER, AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF JUANTITA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

'ndexNo- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
OCfOBEtz 19,aol I 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 

Newark, NJ 07102 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, NY 10003 
700 Broadway Three Gateway Center, 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

PAMELA BLUMENTHAL, AS PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE FOR Index NO. 108359-2000 
THE ESTATE OF ROBERT I. TRAVIS, SR., AND PAMELA 
BLUMENTHAL, AS PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE 
ESTATE OF PAULINE M. TRAVIS, 

NO OPPOSITION 

ORDER 
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., Including 
FOSTER W H E E LE R COR PO RAT1 0 N , 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. -.*"%) 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

Sedgwick LLP W 

Attorneys for foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2th Floor 
Newark, N J 07 102 
(973) 242-0002 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

ESTATE OLEN NEAMAND and EMMY NEAMAND, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No. 108360-2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
OCrosEK 19, doll 

Sedgwick U P  
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway C e F r ,  1 2 + p o E  D 
Newark, NJ 07102 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

OCT212011 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

;- Index No. DORIS WINTERHALTER, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
CLIFFORD WINTERHALTER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
on'o63e.R rq, a0 II 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler 
Three Gateway Center, I 2th Frl L E D 
Newark, NJ 07 102 
(973) 242-0002 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 108386/00 & 
115821/00 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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 

1 Attorneys nn Halbardier, for Defendant Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York l O Q O 6  

I ! @  
~ (212)313-3600 I' 

SO ORDERED, 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

RONALD C. RHODES and ETHEL RHODES, Index No, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler 

Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
wTo8ea 19! soil 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2 t h  Floor 
Newark, NJ 07 102 
(973)242-0002 1 L E 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

ESTATE DONALD SHUSTER and JANET SHUSTER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

Index No. 108394-2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler 

Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
OabgCK 19, dol \ 

; Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP W 
Attorneys for foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2th Floor 
Newark, NJ 071 02 
(973) 242-0002 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

c 4 2011 



NYCAL 

RICHARD J. POTTER (Deceased) 

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

Index No 
108610/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JULY 2011 FIFO _r_--__"_________"____I____I___c________------------------~------------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

complaint against defendant, TISHh4AN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

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

thereto, 

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

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

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway SHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

Ibertson, New York 1 1507 NOV -4 2011 
16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



POTTER, Individually, 
Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New o k , N  wYork &[u 
U'EITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 
/ Matthew Park c/ Lawrence G. Lee 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 100 1 8 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Shem-eib&t$, J.S.C. 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

CHARLES R. THURL0 et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al,, including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

Index No, 108721 -2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler 

Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
O E O W K  I4 I 201 I 

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

Sedgwlck L1P 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, N J 07 102 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 2 
J u I m m .  - 

NEW YORK 



-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff@), 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire &. Rubber Company and 
Goodyear Canada Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

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

The aoodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New Yorlc, New Yor 

SO ORDERED: 



c 

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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

index No. 1 17873-2003 RICHARD W. MITCHELL and HELGA MITHELL , 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, 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 
octoi3EK 19,dOl( 

1 Sedgwlck Dennis E. Vega, LLP 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2 t h  Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

(973) 242-0002 F I L E D  
My - 4 2011 

NTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
' NEWYORK 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAl 

X 

ROCCO PAPAPIETRO and, ROSA PAPAPIETRO , 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No. - 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. & S. INC. et at., including 
FOSTER W H E E LE R COR PO RAT1 0 N , 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler 

Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
Sedgwick U P  

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center 
Newark, N J 07 102 E-D 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 
NOV - 4  2011 

NEW YORK 
so ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS OFFJCE 

v 

Ho- rrykkin Heitler 



HOAQLAND, LONOO 
M A N ,  DUNST 1 
DOWIAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

W T H  ERSFY 
40 PATERSON ST 
Po mx 480 
NwIl BRUNSWCK, W 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 VIMTSEY'S MLL WS 
W E  202 
W T O N .  NI 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LOUIS F. PAONESSA and DOREEN PAONESSA, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

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

INDEX NO.: 00-109266 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New York, New York 
q1"" 1 )  

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

SO ORDERED: 

LWEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Louis F. Paonessa and Doreen Paonessa 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

NESTORI J. PAKIN et ai., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & $. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Index No. 
122203-1 999 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler 

Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
n 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

SO ORDERED, 

W Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12+h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 
(973) 242-0002 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

LINDA COSTANZO, INDIVIDUALLY & AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF FRANK S. COSTANZO, 

Plaintiffs. 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

Index No. 1 10077-200 Q 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

rr Sedgwick 1LP 

$$hTErED , 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Foster 
700 Broadway Three Gateway Ce 
New York, NY 10003 Newark, NJ 07 102 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 242-0002 t$yJ - 4 2Q11 

CLERK'S  OW^^ 
COUN-IY 

SO ORDERED, NEW yOBK 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 110181/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Charles A. Lass 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27fh Street, 12fh Floor 
New York,NY 10016 kf 
(212) 452-5300 !IhT 

1. .$It i 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. keitler 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAl 
X 

X 

FRANCES S. CLEMENT, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF SAMUEL MUDARO, 

Index No. 

Plalnttffs, 
NO OPPOSITION 

ORDER 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

A.C. & S, INC, et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants, 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

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

\ 

Weitz a Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) s5a5500 (973) 242-0002 NOV - 4 2011 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler 
Three Gatewuy Center, 1 2th 
Newark, NJ 071 02 

ErILED 

SO ORDERED, 

CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



CLBSSZSO/legal/nos.jm 

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

X 
L.C. RICHARDS, SR., 
llr-lr__rrr___r__ll"I_f____rlr_r_rf_____r------------------~-"--- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- ~ 1 7 % 8 5 / 0 0  & 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiff's' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 1 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

FRANCES S. CLEMENT, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF SAMUEL MUDARO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

IndexNo. 11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.C. & S. INC. et at., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler 

Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

. 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
Sedgwick 1LP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler 
Three Gateway Center. 1 2Ih 
Newark, NJ 07 102 

Weitz & Lwxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 NO\/ - 4 2011 

SO ORDERED, 

OUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

ROBIN M. SORRENTINO and MARK SORRENTINO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Index No. 110306-2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
DmwK lq.  go\\ 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07 102 
(973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 
F I L E D  

NOV - 4 2011 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

x 

PETER CEFALY et ai., 

Plaintiffs, 

magainst- 

Index No. 'suO548-2000 \ 
108355-2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.C. & S. INC. et ai., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

x 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request 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, 

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 
OCTO&IZ 19, dol\ - 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway Three Gateway Cente 
New York, NY 10003 Newark, NJ 071 02 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

- -  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAl 

X 

ANTHONY C. BAGNETT, & MARY JANE BAGNETT, Index No. 

Plaintiffs. 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

1 10574-2000 

pE33 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler 

Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
C€tOBeR 19,aOll 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 

F P L € b  
SO ORDERED, 

NOV - 4  2011 
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 NYCAL 

X 

ANTHONY C. BAGNETT, & MARY JANE BAGNETT, 

Plaintiffs, 1 10571 -2000 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et ai., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler 

Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
OctoseR \9 ,ao\ l  * Sedgwick Dennis E. Veg LLP 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 2 

F t L F D  
SO ORDERED, 

NOV - rt 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFtCE 
NEW YORK 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

EVA JEAN LAWLER, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
CONRAD E. AUBIN, & EVA JEAN LAWLER, AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF JUANTITA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et at., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

Index No. 
108356-2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civ 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
OCroBER 19, a01 I 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 

Newark, NJ 07102 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, NY 10003 
700 Broadway Three Gateway Center, 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

CHARLES S. BANIK, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOHN F. BANIK, & ANNABELL BANIK, INDIVIDUALLY, 

108356-2000 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler 

Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
OC-rO6ER 19, a01 I 

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

Sedgwick LLP 
Atto&eys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2jh Floor 

New York, NY 10003 Newark, NJ 07 102 

(973) 242-0002 F I L E D  (2  1 2) 558-5500 

NOV - 4  2011 
SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS W p  
NEW YORK 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

GEORGE 1. BALL et ai., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & $, INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Index No. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler 

Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
aCtoBEe 19, 3011 a Sedgwick Dennis E. Vega, LLP 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  (2 1 2) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

NOV - 4  2011 
SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFHCE 
NEW YORK 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAl 

X 

ESTATE FREDOW REEDER and BETTY REEDER BETTY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Index No. 1 10637-2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Def en da n ts. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
OC@&K I9!aoll 

m-, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. \y 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Sedgwick LLP - 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12' Flo \LED 

SO ORDERED, -1 



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

Index No.: 110820/00 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RICHARD M. RILEY, 

Plaintiffis), 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

/- 

WHEREFORE, requests Summary Judgment in the 

Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

prejudice, and there being no 

above-entitled case, 

plaintiffs complaint 

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: io\i7 ,2011 
New York, New York 

~ z ~ - ~ ~  d 3 
Ruth Marcus, Esq. 
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SEGAL MCCAMBRIDGE 
SPITZER, P.A. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
110 William Street, 26th Floor 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 267-3091 New York, NY 10022 NQV - 4 

SINGER & IMAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

F I L E D  



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

ROBERT G. LORENTZ and JULIA A. LORENTZ, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCS C0,et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER LLC, 

Defendants. 

IndexNo. 
1 1 109-2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

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

thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
0CfOSE.R Ig,,dol( 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12ih Floor 
Newark, N J 071 02 New York, NY 10003 

(973) 242-0002 F I L E D  (2 1 2) 558-5500 

NOV - 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFtCE 
NEW YORK 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
SO ORDERED, LiiiZLY 



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 
/f+/ ,2011 

By: 
Samuel Goldblatt, E 
Benjamin R. Dwyer 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 

By: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 50NQV - 4 2011 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

W L E D  Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Comp 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

13049003.1 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

Index No, ROSARIO SCALICI, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
NICOLA SCALICI, AND ANGELA SCALICI, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION, 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
OCTOBES iq,aoll 

Dennis E. Veaa, Esa. 
W 

frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Foster W 19 L k  
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Sedgwick L L F  

Three Gateway C e n t F -  - 
Newark, NJ 07102 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

% <  

SO ORDERED, 



W R E F O R E ,  defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Gaodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request swxlmary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyeax Tire & 

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

and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT 1 4  2011 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

VICTOR G. MELlllO et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Index No. 1121 10-2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler 

Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
ocm6tx \9 ,  &I\ 

Weitz & luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07 102 
(973) 242-0002 

NOV - 4 2011 
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 NYCAL 

X 

NANCY J. MAZUROWSKI, INDIVIDUALLY & AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF STEPHEN 1. MAZUROWSKI, 

Index No. 1 121 22-2000 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
ocTof3EK \9 ,doll 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2  1 2 )  558-5500 

1 Sedgwick LLP 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, N J 07 102 F I L E D  (973) 242-0002 

NOV - 4 2011 

COUNTY Cl-LRK'S OFFICE 
NEW YQFEK 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
X 

X 

JOSEPH D. GALANTE et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

IndexNo. <- 
1 8353-2000 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LlC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

$4' 

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

Afforneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2 )  558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 
Newark, NJ 07 102 F l p o r L  E D 
(973) 242-0002 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
X 

x 

PAUL J. DRANK et ai., 

Plaintiffs, 

-agoinst. 

A.C. a S. INC. et ai., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

IndexNo. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein QS "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

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

Dated: New York. New York 
0l"roBFR I9 ,doll 

Sedgwick LlP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07 102 

Weltr IL Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Pluintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 F I L E D  (2 1 2) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

PAUL J. DRANK et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No. 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 

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

FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

x 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler 

Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
ol7nsE:R 19,dOll 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
Sedgwick 1LP 
Attorneys for Faster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 
(973) 242-0002 

Aftorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 F 1 L E D 

NQV - 4 2011 

NEW yORK 

(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Richard Ferranti, Sr. 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 112457/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27'h Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(2 12) 452-5300 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Richard M. Ferranti, Sr. 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 112457/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC , formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yark 

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

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

OCT 1 4  2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES BALDWIN 

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

Index No: 1 1251 7/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

lo 105 ,2011 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106738949 1 



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

X 

NYCAL IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

JOSEPH ORILIA, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
FRANCESCO ORILA, & BENEDEllA ORILIA, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Index No. 104634-2007 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et at., including 

FOSTER WHEELER LLC, 

Defendants, 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Afforneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07 102 

(21 2) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 . .  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kl&in Heitler 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

ESTATE OF PAUL E FAYLOR and REGINA FAYLOR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Index No. 1 13384-2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Sedgwick L1P 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

Newark, N J 07 102 
7 p 4 2 - 0 0 0 2  



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

RONALD C. RHODES and ETHEL RHODES, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

x 

index No. 
108388-2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
OCTbBGK \9! a011 

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

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 
(973) 242-0002 F 1 E 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2)  558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

MARY ANN PICNIC and SANDY PICNIC AS CO- 
EXECUTRICES FOR THE ESTATE OF RAIMONDO PICNIC, 

Index No. ? 13778-2000 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defend ants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler 

Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the  same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
OCT08ER 19, a01 I 

4 Sedgwick Dennis E. Vega, LLP Esq. 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, N J 07 102 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 F I L E D  (2 1 2) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

NQV - 4 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler COUNTY CLERKS OFBE 
NEW YORK 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

ANNA A. JOHNSON, INDIVIDUALLY & AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF EBER VERNON 
JOHNSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

Index No. 114024-2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler 

Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant t Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
oaoal% 19,iIoll 

he same are \ereby dismissed with prejudice and 

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

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Whee 

Newark, N J 07 102 NOV - 4 2011 (2  1 2)  558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

PATRICIA ANN SMITH, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF Index No.( hy 
LESLIE J. SMITH SR., 196-1 999 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. & S. INC. et at., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
OCfol0EE 19, ad \  
4 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Newark, NJ 07 102 
(2  1 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

MARY JEAN ZITO, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF Index No. 
JAMES V. ZITO JR., AND MARY JEAN ZITO, INDIVIDUALLY, -1  999 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defen'dant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

weby dismissed with prejudice and defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Three Gateway Center, 12 Floor 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 NOV - 4 2011 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster W h e e l p t \  $. ED 
Newark, N J 07 102 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF= 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

THEODORE R. ZAKRZEWSKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

Index No. 114264-2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LIC 
Three Gateway Center, 12+h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07 102 
(973) 242-0002 



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

x 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

MARTIN WYSOCKI, AS THE EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
LEO WYSOCKI 8, FLORENCE WYSOCKI, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Index NO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

$ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

Dennis E. Ve  
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07 102 

'D (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 

COUN I Y CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

X 

NYCAL IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

JOHN A. SMITH et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et at., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Index No. 1 14772-2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
o m € W  19! a 01 I 

,"h 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

T 

Dennis E. V e a q .  0 
Sedgwick 1lP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12th 
Newark, NJ 071 02 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

ANGEL0 TESTA et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.C. & S. INC. et al,, including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

Index No, 114808-2000 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler 

Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
OC$O6ER 14,801 I 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2th Floor 
Newark, N J 07 102 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

K E D  
NOV - 9 2011 SO ORDERED, 

COUN I Y CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

X 

NYCAL IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

EDWARD W. CURRAN SR. and SUSAN CURRAN, Index No. 114979-2000 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
A.C. & S. INC. et at., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler 

Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
ac~or3Eq lg,aoll 

c 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2th Floor 
Newark, N J 07 102 
(973) 242-0002 
4 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

CLARK OVERTON et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & $. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defend ants. 

NYCAl 

Index No. 1 1521 9-2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 071 02 

(2 1 2)  558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 



CLB55 124/legal/nos~rn 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff( s>, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 1 15220/00 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New Yor 

New York, New York 10003 

(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

NAKISHA M. HAIRSTON, AS ADMlNSTRATRlX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF DAVID R. HAIRSTON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No. 1 15221 -2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

v Sedgwick Dennis E. Vega, LLP Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07 102 
(973) 242-0002 I L E D  

NOV - 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFIm 
NEW YORK 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

JOSEPH BRADY et al., Index No. 115696-2000 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A P GREEN INDUSTRIES INC. et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

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

thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
OCTOgER \9,dol) 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 n 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster 
Three Gateway Cent 
Newark, NJ 07 102 
(973) 242-0002 

E D  
NOV - 4 2011 

Hon. Sherry'Klein beitlet 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

BEATRICE ANNE MEEHAN, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JOHN A. MEEHAN, & BEATRICE ANNE 
MEEHAN, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

696-2000 
lndexNo- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as ”Foster Wheeler 

Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursua t to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
OTfOE(FR 19.dOr I 

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

3 Sedgwick Dennis E. Vega, LLP 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12 
Newark, NJ 07 102 pot L E 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 
NfJV - 4  201’ 

SO ORDERED, 



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

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler. J.1 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

. I  

Index No: 115821100 

DANIEL RUGGERIO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Islo5 ,2011 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 
NOV - 4 2011 

US-ACTIVE-1 06739827.1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



Plaintiff(sj, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

,$8;>OS3R6/O0 & 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 1OQO6 
(212) 313-3600 ' 1  

- 
. ll&?l 

y$ &F'Gk 
LBKS 

GL *& 
< *  4 

so ORDERED, 
Gc-Jutq&& 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CAROLYN WHYNO 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

Index No: I16263100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

10105 ,2011 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(212) 558-5500 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

NOV - 4 2Ql' 

US-ACTIVE-106739916 1 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 116847/00 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, TNC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Weitz & Luxenberg 

Sqf&ne Halbardier, Esq. 

CLEAVER-BR D ;  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14th l h y  - i4 2011 

New York, New York 'r"0006 
(212) 313-3600 ,I ~ T Y  r;Lr:RK'S OFFICE 

,.:Lw YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Charles A. Lass 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 17033/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 a/--. 

SO ORDERED, 
Won. Sherry K. Heitler 

OCT 14 2011 



I lN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Jack Frasieur 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 173 8 1 /00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Attorney:for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Jack L. Frasieur 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 117381/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

there to, 

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

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
September ' q ,  22,201 1 

I I  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 1 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NOV - 4 2011 

OCT 1 4  20 tl 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES GARDNER BERRY 

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

Index No: 11 7421100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

10 105 , 2011 
-. 

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

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106738985 1 US-ACTIVE-106738985.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 117885/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

L.C. RICHARD, SR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
" - I A C  m i 1  /I 1 W I U Z  I - - . .  

WEIT; 
- . - .- , - - 

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

z is LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 
(21 2) 55815500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE1 0673971 9.1 

OCT 1 4  2011 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 1 

SO ORDERED, 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

FRANCES S. CLEMENT, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF SAMUEL MUDARO, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2th 
Newark, NJ 071 02 

Weitr & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 NOV - 4 2011 

SO ORDERED, 

OUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

This Document Relates to: 

MARTIN M. PARDES 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: I I9373100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

lolo5 ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2fjth FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

b 

! 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US_ACTIVE-106739614.1 

NOV - 4  2011 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NATHAN J. WOODWORTH 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

Index No: 119375/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

M 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

8 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York I0022 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

USACTIVE-106739932 1 

OCT 1 4  2011 



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

4. In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES E. WILSON, 
Plaintiff(s), 

against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index N o q z ?  

100770/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: l o / l Y  ,2011 
New York. New York 

3 Je ifer . Budner, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL MCCAMBRIDGE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Wed-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

, (212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 
5b *- *:, , Hon. KleinHeitler 

wv - 4 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

ANGEL0 TOMASELLO 

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

Index No: 119377/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

10 104 ,2011 
.* 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 

New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, FL. 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, v Hon. Sherry 

(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-I 06739856.1 

OCT 14 201M 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

BEATRICE ANNE MEEHAN, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JOHN A. MEEHAN, & BEATRICE ANNE 
MEEH AN, IN Dl VI DUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Index No. 102693-2001 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler 

Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant’to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
O+fo6Fi? 19,dOl I 

1 Sedgwlck Dennis E. Vega, LLP 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12 
Newark, N J 071 02 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 pot L E a 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

NO\I - 4  2012 

NEW YOffft SO ORDERED, 



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

This Document Relates to: 

VIRGIL C. MILLER 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 11 9380/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

’ >, 5’ ; \ ,p-- $* 
Frank Ortiz. Esa. Christonher W Healy, Esq. 

3. 

- _ .  .._ 

WEITZ LUXENBERG, P.C. REED-SMITH. LLF 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-106739561 .I NOV - 4  2011 



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

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS E. MCDERMOTT 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 1 I9381100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

201 1 10105 
r 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. -7%. k r  h: WEITZ B LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

I 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, t Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 
F\L- 

-4 2Q" 

US-ACTIVE+lC6739532 1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Francis A. Lesniak 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 19383/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no apposition 

thereto, 

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

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th F1 r 
NewYork,NY 1 0 0 1 ~  p L E D' 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 
NOV - 4  2Ql1 



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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

. I  

This Document Relates to: Index No: 1 I9384100 

RAYMOND RYSKOWSKI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

.',,." W , , X ?  m --_ Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

+* REED SMITH, LLP. %"\ '%+, 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, F\LED 4 TU'' 

s OFF\CF 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler - 

GL# couNfl\N ORK 
US+ACTIVE-108739841 1 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 1007 
1O6441/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, XNC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 

New York, New Yark 10003 
700 Broadway Barry McTieman & 

2 Rector Street, 14th 
New York, New York 10006 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS L IT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

FLOYD PONZI 

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

Index No: 119385/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

10 1s ,201' 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. -\yy 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. h. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

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

NOV - 4 2fN (212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-108739674 1 

OCT 1 4 201V 



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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 119385/00 

CHARLES PLUMMER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

rol05 ,2011 

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

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e r m .  Heitler F I L E D  

US-ACTIVE-1067396541 

1 

NOV -4 2011 



Plaintiff( s), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

100773/03, 
$?z%bJ& 125263/00 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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. J' 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10036 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sher 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LANE L. BILBY 

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

Index No: 119390/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREt defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

IDlOS ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 * I  

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES HAZARD 

Index No: 1 I9391100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 6 e \  (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-108739388.1 



CLB55 112/legnl/nosjrn 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

MOTION AND 

10 172 1 /O 1 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS , INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thercto, 

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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. - 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10036 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 

New (212) - York, 313-3600 New York 1 FILED 
NQv 4 2O" 

couNly CLEWS OFFFCE 
SO ORDERED, 

NEW .(ORK 
OCT 2 1 m 



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

This Document Relates to: 

GEORGE GONYO 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 119392/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

l D l O 5  ,2011 

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

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-108739294 1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

VINCENT T. FERRONE, SR. 

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

Index No: 1 1  9394/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

Id05 ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 700 Broadway 

k New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED. 

US-ACTIVE-108739260.1 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMI'I'X-I WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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. 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10036 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14ch Floor 
New York, New Y 
(212) 313-3600 F?;9p"t E D 

Nay - 4  2 w  

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 
COUNTY CLERKS mF'a 



- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES M. EXKERT 

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

Index No: 119396100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

10 10s ,2011 

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

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521 -5400 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 
SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-108739231 .I 



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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: Index No: I 1  9828100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WARREN J. LEONARD 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

IOlOS ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. -%*\\, 
+* ., Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

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

US-ACTIVE-1 08739475.1 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al,, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 120329/00 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendant( s), 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, TNC. 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 there 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. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff I D I I 7 1 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Halbardier, Esq. 
for Defendant 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th F l o g  :# 
New York, New York 1 0 6  
m 3 1 3 - 3 6 0 0  (! 



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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 120329/00 

DONALD F. VER HAGUE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I W  1 -  - 
1. 

v 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hdn: Sherry Ka' 

US-ACTlVE.lO6739907.1 

OCT 1 4  201b 



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

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT F. BOWLEY, SR. 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 120780/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\0105 ,2011 

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

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 n (212) 521-5400 

US-ACTWC-106739070.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN CAPASSO 

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

Index No: I22143100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 10 10s 

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

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 

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

Attorneys for American Optical 

(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 4 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler NOV - 4 2011 -7 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 123830/00 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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. 

e Halbardier, Esq. 
s for Defendant 

Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS. INC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10036 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th F1 
New York, New York 
(212) 313-3600 NOV - 14 2011 

SO ORDERED,  COUNT^ CLERK'S OWNX 
NEW Y O M  Hon. She 

OCT 2 12011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

PAUL A. DUNPHY 

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

Index No: 123830/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

IO 10s ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \I 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE1 067391 45.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK HERO, JR. 

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

Index No: 124081/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

10/& ,2011 

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

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
$212) 521-5400 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GEORGE TROESTER 

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

Index No: 124340/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

rolo5 ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 1. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

- K - T  1'9 $ 

R 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US_ACTIVE-lO6739875.1 

fl Hon. Sherry K. eitler 



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

This Document Relates to: 

FRANCIS G. CALLAHAN 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 125131/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. %% Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. A REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL, 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NQW - !+ 2011 

US-ACTIVE-106733015.1 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

QCJ 1 4  2011 



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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 125131/00 

ED CODAIR NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

rob5 ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-1 06733028.1 



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

This Document Relates to: 

SAMUEL ROSENBLATT 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 1251 34/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\ob5 2011 
i 

4:- 
7% 

\% , 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. +,, Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. Y REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(2 I 2) 558-5500 , (212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-106738520.1 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 1007 
119390/00 &- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, XNC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. i 

K-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New 

SO ORDERED, 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10 

1 - '  

York 10036 

(212) 313-3600 

Hon. Sherr 



Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10036 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

all co-defendants, all claims and cross .claims against 

. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

A t t o w s  for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

SO ORDERED, 

2 Rector Street, 14'" Floor 
New York, New 
(212) 313-3600 



Plaintiff(s), 

"against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-1 19392/00 & 
( f 0 1 7 2 v  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

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 there 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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New 

SO ORDERED, 

- 

Yorlc 10036 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 1 

Nay - 4  201' 
F (212) 313-3600 

-_*. " 

cour'rry 
CLERIC'S OFFiCE 

YORK 
QCT 2 12Q11 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 102 174/0 1 

Francis A. Lesniak 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERE, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT f 4 20111 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X 

This Document Relates to: 
Lawrence A .  Giermek, as Executor for 
the Estate of Francis A. Lesniak, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

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

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

Index No,: 102174/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario 1 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBon 

Tnc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
NOV -4 m 

, 2011 

Samuel M. Qeiro 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
L a w r e n c e  A .  Giermek, a s  M a r i o  & D i B o n o  P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 
Executor f o r  the  Estate of Inc. 
F r a n c i s  A .  L e s n i a k  177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York, New York 10003 (718) 855-9000 

Our File No.: 10924-154 

So Ordered: 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

BEATRICE ANNE MEEHAN, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JOHN A. MEEHAN, & BEATRICE ANNE 
ME EH AN, I N DlVl D U ALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Index No. 

11 9380-2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler 

Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Dennis E. V e g r  
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12 
Newark, NJ 071 02 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 F”P L E 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

NOV -4 2011 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 103 1 16/0 1 

Thomas McCann 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

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

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,I". * .Y* 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

NOV - 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 103 1 16/0 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Thomas McCann 
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 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
September 22,201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ALICIA J. KUCHARCZAK 

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

Index No: 103270/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

10105 1 201 1 
'i. 

-6- 
'a2* $\it;- 

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

%zg: Frank Ortiz, Esq+ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, f \ L E D  
4 2otf Nou e 

US-ACTIVE-106739455 1 



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

Index No.: 10381 1-01 
THOMAS J. WALSH 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 
10 15 ,2011 

B .- 
* E  .wt*.rY*+* 2 

+-% '& Frank Ortiz, Esq. 4,h+++4, 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hxn%ntoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New York (1 0005 F [ L 

NOV -4 2011 / 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-0769i03 & 
56010 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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 czsts. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg I 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10036 

" .  

SO ORDERED, 

Suka e Halbardier, Esq. Attdrneys 9 for Defendant 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14t1' Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

f 
(212) 313-3600 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

REUBEN W. GOLDMAN 

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

Index No: 104560/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I0105 ,2011 

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

US-ACTIVE-1 08739280.1 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 



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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 104695/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WILLIAM J. ROBINSON 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

lo 10s ,2011 

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

SO ORDERED, 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue. 26th FL. 
New York:New York 
(212) 521-5400 

OCT 1 4  20115 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

HARVEY MCCAIN 

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

Index No: 104904/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

IO [a 2011 

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

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

Hon. Sherry . Heitler 
SO ORDERED, 

NOV - 4  2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK C . GULLO, JR. 

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

Index No: 104999/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

[O 10s ,2011 

1" y 

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

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-108739367 1 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 104999/0 1 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the abovc-cntitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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 

eys for Defendant 
Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10036 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

SO ORDERED, 

New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

NOV -4 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK C"' Ih 

ASBESTOS LI I IUH I II 

This Document Relates to: Index No; 105605/01 

ANTONIO MlGLlOUl NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

ID105 ,2011 
I ,  

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

WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 , (212) 521-5400 

US_ACTIVE-106739546 1 

NOV - 4 2011 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

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

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

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

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

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

without costs. 

By: 
Samuel Eoldblatt, Esq. 
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
AttorneysforDefendant, F I I E D 
Key Towers at Fountain Plazqov - 4 2011 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

(716) 853-8100 NEW YORK 

e M. Ratcliffe, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

NY 14202 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, OCT 24ZD11 

134 19916.1 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 105605/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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. vr Su- nn Halbardier, Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floo 
New York, New York 10 . 9\11 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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 arid 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 10 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

/' 

New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD T. GROGAN 

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

Index No: 106644/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

10 105 ,2011 

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

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 I 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-108739334.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106933/0 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John A. Lockwood 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Seaember 22,201 1 

I 

*' y A' x-. 
C '  

. .. 
..\* ,,k"?* 1, 

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

n 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

F I L E D  
(212) 452-5300 

NOV - 4 2011 

OCT I 4  201t 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106933/0 1 

John A. Lockwood 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
September 22,201 1 

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

SO ORDERED, 

DARGE~RRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27'h Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

.- 

OCP 1 4  2011 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES E. WILSON, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

De fendant s . 

Index No.: 

100770/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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: l O / l Y  ,2011 
New York, New York * Je ifer . Budner, Esq. 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

WEITZ & LUXIENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 .~ 

New York, NY 10022 
, (212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, s f k e f f g :  Klein ly/ Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
AS BE STOS LIT1 EAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

PHILIP F. ANUNDSON 

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

Index No: 108012101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

, 2011 16 lo3 

**h., '3 WEITZ LUXENBERG, P.C. c ,  ** 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

US-ACTIVE-1 06738944.1 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH C. LANG 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 108713/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

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

(21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
NOV - 4 2011 

US-ACTIVE-106738343.1 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



I 

WARREN MCNALLY, 

Plaintiff$ 

-again3 t - 
A,C. and S., INC., gt A, 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Hdtler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request swnmary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

York 
Y 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attomew for Plaintiff(s) ,, 

New York, New York 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

J 

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

By: 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 302-2400 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GERALD MARlNGlONE 

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

Index No: 109016/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 213'~ FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-1 06739506.1 

F I L E D  ; 
NOV - 4 2011 



Plaintiff(s j, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 109016/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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 c a t s ,  

Frank Ortiz,Esq- 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & M 
2 Rector Street, 14th Fl 
New York, New York 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 110814/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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 meiudice and 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff E \ > \  11 
Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, I@. w- HLv- 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2Rector Street, 14'" Floor 

w York, New York 10006 
2) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES T. HAGEN 

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

Index No: 110850/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

IO105 ,2011 

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

SO ORDERED, 

D i+, 
US-ACTIVE-106746284.1 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York I0022 
(212) 521-5400 

W$.JNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
MEW YORK 



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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 111218/01 

JAMES BARRY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I b l 6  ,2011 

US-ACTIVE-1 06746187.1 

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

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

(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 4 2Q11 

\ OCT 1 4  



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

This Document Relates to: 

ALPHONSOJACKSON 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

Index No: 11 1218/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

1 ~ 1 6 5  ,2011 

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

so ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106746293.1 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys far American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

NOV -4 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

NYCAL 

Index Nos. 1 17707/98 

CKEEh 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OFUIER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , Ne /.t;( rl'p" 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

1c. 

LIED 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York! 1001 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 s. 5 & 

i NOV - 4  2011 
Dated: New York, New York COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 

of2 J 1 4 ZOtll 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LAWRENCE HAIGLER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

Index No: 1 11219/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

10105 ,2011 

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

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106748285.1 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

! L E D  
NOY I- 4 2011 

COUNI Y CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to; 

BRYAN PRICE 

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

Index No: 11 1220/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

lblDG j 2 O l 1  

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

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

'i r a  BED (2 12) 558-5500 
r.r 

SO ORDERED, NQY - 4 2091 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

n 

..- 

US_ACTIVE-I06746340,1 

,OCT 14 2011 



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

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD P. FRANK 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: I 1  1220/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\o(bS I 2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NOV -- h 201% 

US-ACTIVE-106746274.1 



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

1 NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 1221/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK M. COLABELLA 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

p\ L ED a i SO ORDERED, 

wv 4 2QIl 
1s OFWE 

US-ACTIVE-108746210 1 C@&r*i c\ 
*EN YOBK 



k 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J,) 

1 I n d e n ~ ~ ~ l 5 8 3 1 1 0 1  
: 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

WILLIAM P. TANNER and KATHRYN S. TANNER, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

; NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S. INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., individually- and improperly sued 

herein as “Peerless Heater Co.,” hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against defendant, PEERLESS 

INDUSTRIES, INC., individually and improperly sued herein as “Peerless Heater 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 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

_- jE-7 WOll .. - - MattheW-MacIntyre, Gq. .. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
William P. Tanner and Kathryn S .  Tanner 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 1 00 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1863-23714 

”” 

Hon. Sherrykgin Heitler 

4852-5264-3591. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOSEPH 5. MAIELLO, 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gt d. 

Plaintiff(s), 

NYCAL 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pwsuant to CPLR 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York + 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

Inc. 

By: 

\- d 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York l O O u  

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 3 02-2400 1, 
)[,f\y 1 - 1  it: 201t 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM P. TANNER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 1222/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

' B >  

*\T Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ 8t LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-106748388.1 



I against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

I prejudice and without costs. 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS MC CAFFERTY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 1222/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Dated: New York, New York 

( O j b 5  ,2011 

~~~ 

Christopher W. Healy, E 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 . New York, New York I0022 
(21 2) 558-5500 1-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106746313 1 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

This Document Relates to: 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ANTHONY BOIANO 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: I 1  1223/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

10105 ,2017 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2Bth FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

,? 
? 

SO ORDERED, v \LEQ 
I\ IN\ 
c,\3Ks o-JE 

couN\;Lw -ygFit( 

NsV e 

O C U  42011 

US-ACTIVE-1 0573901 I, 1 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 1 1 1223/01 

Thomas Sheehan 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

there t 0, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 
NewYork,NY pv L E D 
(2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 1223/01 

Thomas Sheehan 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREy 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 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys lor CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(2 12) 452-5300 

OCt 14 2011 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., ad,, 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

( SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

FRED A. HOFMANN, JR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: I 11224/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

lo105 1 2011 

Frank Ortit, Esq. \%, >J 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 I 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 I 2) 52 1 -5400 

NOV - 4  2011 

US-ACTIVE-106746289 1 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 1 11224/01 

PETER V. MATTHEWS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

12) 521 -5400 

4 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 4 

N0\1 - 4  2011 I 
1 

w-R F \ \ - E D  
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106746306.1 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NATALE V. GRILL0 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 1224101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

16l05 i2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-106746280.1 

1 

NOV - 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF= 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
AS I3 E STOS L IT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 11 1224101 

EZRA CLARK NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\O\b$ 1 2011 

WEITZ 8, LUXENBERG, P.C. \\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

I 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-106746208 1 

F I L E D  
NQY - 4 2011 

OCJ 1 4  2011 



-against- 

A. C. & S. INC.? gt a. 

NYCAL 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Tire & 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

Inc. 

By: 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 3 02-2400 
i 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN J. CULLEN 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 1225101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Dated: New York, New York 

\ b l E  ,2011 d 

LqM 
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. "a?, REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 A A (212)521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-1 06746229.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: I 1  1225101 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN A. SING NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 I d o S  

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, qL, F I L E D  
Hon. Sherry K. eitler 

MQV - 4 2011 

US,ACTIVE-106748384.1 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

OCT 1 4  2011 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gt 4. 

NYCAL 

Index Nos. a21Q&---2 

w 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

* ., 
700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, New York 1001 8 
(212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York M@j -- 4 2011 

SO ORDERED: 



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C, & $., NC., gt d. : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part 30 

WKEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request s~unmary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor c, Ne York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: / Qc'? oe Vazquez, Esq, By: yw$~~, emife . Childs, Esq. NQV - 4 2QV 
Y 

700 Broadway ,/ 264 West 40th Street C O t l r ~ ~ ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 
New York, New Yorlc 10003 New York, New Yorlc 10018 NEW YORK 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York A 

V SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Kl&n Heitler, J.S.C. 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1 1226/0 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

James J. Faulkner 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 1 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Peter Di Martino 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 1226/0 1 

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 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

-- " 
SO ORDERED, 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 1 1 1226/0 1 

James J. Faulkner 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 
10003 New York, NY 

(2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler OCT 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 1 1 122610 1 

Peter DiMartino 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
September 22,201 1 

DARGER 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

F I L E D  
NOV - 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 1 1 1226/0 1 

Louis Monteleone 
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 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

DARGER 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2fh Floor 

NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

F I L E D  
NOV -4 2011 

- COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K.%&ler 

OCT 1 4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Louis Monteleone 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 11 1226/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

1 7* ,***u*= 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. %\ "., 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

P 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 1 1 1227/0 1 

Bernhard Schindler 
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 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Se&ember 22,201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

n 
YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 1 4  2011 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RONALD M. KIRK 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 1228/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Dated: New York, New York 

r b l o 5  ,2011 

WEITZ LUXENBERG, P.C. \\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadwav 

Y 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York I0022 New York, New York 10003 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US_ACTIVE-I 06746298.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD F. MARTENS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 11 1228/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

5 .* 
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

c 

NOV - 4 mt SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 06746302.1 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ALBERT CONTENT0 
I 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 1228101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

~/~ 
10105 t2O1'  

Christopher W. Healy, sq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-I 0674621 6.1 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 1 1 1228/0 1 

William H. Wharry 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEEFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Seatember 22,201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 
NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS WFtCE, 
NEW YORK 

OCT 1 4  2011 



A. C. & S. mC., gtd, 

NYCAL 

Index Nos,= 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hog. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 
Canada Inc, hereby request s u f ~ n a r y  judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire SC Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The aoodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated; New York, New York 
\c) \ o h \  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40fh Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. She& IU&iifHeitler, J.S.C. 

[#jY, L ry 20 4* ' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) I Index No: 111229/01 

LLOYD PATTERSON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

/b\OS ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq./ 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
NQY - 4 2011 

US-ACTIVE-1 08746334.1 

COUNTY CLERK'S O F F i E  
NEW YORK 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Charles Thomas 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 1229/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 0IU)ER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Judith A, Y a K E s q .  
DARGER E 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

(212) 452-5300 
. *  

F I L E D  
NOV -4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

QCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gt d., 

NYCAL 

Index Nos 1 1123 /O a 
NO OPPOSITION . 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
& 

* 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

awrence G. Lee, Esq. 

1, NewYork,NewYork IF81 L E D i , 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

NOV - 4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JERRY CHlERCHlA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 1230/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D -  
d 

NQV - 4 2011 

US-ACTIVE-1 06746208.1 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN DOHERTY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 I230101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

ID105 ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106746235 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

MICHAEL PALAZZO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 11 1230/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

IblO'G ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

US-ACTIVE-106746331,l 

OCT 14 2077 



SUPREME COURT OF THX STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARYJUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S..INC., gt d. : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IhSPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
Dated: New Yor , Ne York 

' 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys far Defendants The Goodyew Tire & Rubber 

-4&- 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, PIC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 264 West 40* Street F I L E D  
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1 OOJ 8 

NOV - 4  2011 (212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: I 1  1231/01 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 This Document Relates to: 

LOUIS ANGELLILO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

REED SMITH, LLP: 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  (2 1 2) 558-5500 (2 I 2) 52 I -5400 

SO ORDERED, NOV - 4  2On 
Hon. Sherry K. keitler 

COUNTY CLERKS om-: 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-1067461 85.1 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

BERTRAND E. LINDSEY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

Index No: 11 1231/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

lslo5 ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Hon. Sherry K. Reitbr 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

US-ACTIVE-1 06746301,l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

VINCENT COSTA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 1231/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

lO/OS ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 

New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, FL. 
New York, New York 10003 

F \ L E Q  A 

(21 2) 558-5500 

4 2 N  

,y ,LERKS 
GOUN NzuYoRK 

3 

NOY e SO ORDERED, 
OFFICE 

US-ACTIVE-1 08746227.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

RUDOLPH BIBOW 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: I 1  1231/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

in InG 201 1 A 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 7 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York I0003 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-108746190.1 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MICHAEL A. R U U l  

NYCAL 
I . A S  Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 I1231101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

10 [ os  ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

P 
.! 
4 

r D SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NOjJ -* 4 2011 i 

US-ACTIVE-106746350.1 

OCP 1 4  2011 



HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAFI. OUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX U80 
NEWBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEYS NRL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, Irw 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

BERTRAND E. LINDSEY and EILEEN LINDSEY, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et ai., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 01-1 11231 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: Tp zynfyick, NJ 

MONICA R. K O S T R Z E ~  E S ~ J  
~OAGLAND, LONGO, MOAAN 
IUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
9ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 700 Broadway 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

30 ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Plaint iff s , 
Bertrand E. Lindsey and Eileen Lindsey 

New York, NY 10003 



JAMES B. FLEMING and NOREEN FLEMING, : Index Nos. 11 

Plaintiff(s), 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

4. A. C. & S, INC., 

Defendants. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New o k, ew York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 

(212) 558-5500 
New York, New York 1001 8 
(212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York NOV - 2111'1 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANCIS P. MC GOWAN 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 1232101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

l0lOS ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy,&sq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

LE0 F ' 4 IN 
oFF\C% 

SO ORDERED, 

NQl 
yoBK 

US-ACTIVE-106746322 1 GOUH @J 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 11 1232/01 

WILLIAM MlLETl NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

l405 ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, E& 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘* FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

LEQ 2, (21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. Sherry Khheitler 

US-ACTIVE-106746329,l 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ALFONSO 0. MINES 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: I 1  1232101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

to103 12011 

Christopher W. Healy, 6 s .  
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 700 Broadway 

New York. New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, F-\LED 
NOV - 4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

FRED G. SHERRON 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 11 1232/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2eth FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERE, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-1 06746356.1 

OCT I 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler. J.1 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

. I  

This Document Relates to: Index No: 11 1233101 

PETER CONNOLLY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

10105 t 201 1 

b 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

F I L E D  
NOV - 4 2011 

SO ORDERED, 

COUP~TY CLERK'S OFFICe, 
NEW YORK 

US+ACTIVE-I 0674621 4.1 

OCT 14 2011 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH W. SHREK 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A,S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: I 1  1233101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

10/05 12011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. -\\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq: 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

F I L E D  
(212) 521-5400 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, ew York Mliilll 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for P1,aintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

By: 

* %< 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
1 ,  

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 100 

4 IQjI 

(;@Jr 11;\;;4 .CO!?LK 

'$OFF\GE 
(. \ E4K 

Mo\l (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

CCT 14 2011 
SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ___________--____--__________111_1______---------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: IndexNo e . 11 
X ________________________________--------"--"~----------------- 

NANCY CONTINO, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of NUNZIANTE CONTINO, and 
INCORONATA CONTINO, Individually, 

1 19252/01 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against - : MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sheny Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

A. C. & S. INC., gt d. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Lnc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New rk, New York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plgntiff 

A, I 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By : 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

New York, New York 1001 8 NBV - 4  20n 
COUNTY CLERKS QFFfcE 

NEW YORK 
Dated: New York. New York 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~~~~ ~ 

This Document Relates to: 

KAREL DVORAK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 I1234101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Iol& I 2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

#- 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-I 08746242 1 

OCJ 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES E. SPEARMAN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1123W01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

201 1 IO105 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 

OCT 1 4 2011 

US-ACTIVE-106746373.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
X ___________________"__1_____111_________---------~--"~~~------ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 
: 

______lr_________________________1_11__1----~---~------------- 

LlNDA WELISCHAR, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of ALBERT V. WELISCHAR, and LINDA 
WELISCHAR, Individually, 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. lNC.,ad. ,  

NYCAL 

Index N s. 111236 a 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, ew York \LED ' 3 '  

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY 
* 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

By: 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York /I / 

SO ORDERED: * 
Hon. Sherry Klein ai t ler ,  J.S.C. 

QCT 1 4  ZOlb 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CARLTON C. BUTLER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 11 1236/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

(0  105 ,2011 
b r  

Y Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106739094.1 

QCT 14 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ANTHONY M. IACONO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: I 1  1866101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York - 
/ 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

F I L E D  SO ORDERED, 
NOV - 4  2011 

US-ACTIVE-1 06746292.1 

COUN i Y CLERKS OFFIW 
NEW YORK 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EVA M. MAS1 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 5469/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

M U  

a 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 12) 52 1 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-1 06746304.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gt d., 

NYCAL 

IndexNos. 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire ; Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyeas Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada hc .  be .and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor ,Ne  Y rk 
D f L L  p r  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

&: * 
Y 

I *  

L € D  700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York:' 100 1 

(212) 558-5500 11 r 
i NOV - 4  2011 f 

(212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York COUltiY CLERK'S OFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Joe Jenkins 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 11 5739101 

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 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
%ptember 22,201 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 
YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 1 OD 16 
(212) 452-5300 

F I L E D  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COTJNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Joe Jenkins 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 115739/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGlWZNT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Ractice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

UC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, U C ,  formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated New York, New York 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n n 
YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, L E ,  
116 East 27* Street, 12' Floor 
New York, NY 10016 

F I L E D  
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Won. ShTq K. Heitler 

1 



Aftorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2  1 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2Ih Floor 
Newark, NJ 07 102 
(973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

JOSEPH ORILIA, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
FRANCESCO ORILA, & BENEDETTA ORILIA, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 122202-2009 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et ai., including 

FOSTER WHEELER LLC, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler 

Corporation”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2,. dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOSEPH J. MAIELLO, 

-against- 

A. C. & S .  INC, gt 4. 

Plaintiff( s), 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

I 
WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York 4& 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 100 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS MC CAFFERTY 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 115817/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Dlo5 , 2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York. New York 10022 
(212) 558-5500 1-5400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-106746308 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S, Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

j Index No. 11 1222/01 
This Document relates to: 

WILLIAM P. TANNER and KATHRYN S. TANNER, j 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S. NC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., individually and improperly sued 

herein as “Peerless Heater Co.,” hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, PEERLESS 

INDUSTRIES, INC., individually and improperly sued herein as “Peerless Heater 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 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

2zzZttYz Jd- 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Matthew MacIntyre, Esq. 1 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
William P. Tanner and Kathryn S. Tanner 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 F \ L  

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

u -  

1863-2371 4 

4852-5264-3591. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
AS 6 E STO S L IT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM P. TANNER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 15831/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

p l o s  ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

/ 
Christopher W. Healy, Esd, 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York. New York 10022 

US,ACTIVE-106746385 1 

a (2 12) 52 1 k400 

OCT 1 4  2011 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK M. COLABELLA 

US-ACTIVE-10674621 1.1 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 115845/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Charles A. Lass 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 17033/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

* /  " Q 'I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York. NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 F I L E D  (212) 452-5300 

Mlv - 4 2011 

@@&lN I'Y CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK so ORDERED, 

OCT I 4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
X --_"________________________I___________------------------------ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ................................................................ 

MARION KENNEDY, as Administratrix of the 
Estate of PHILIP KENNEDY, and MARION 
KENNEDY, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gt d. 

NYCAL 

Index N s. 11807 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , N * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

E D  4 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

NO!/ - 4 2011 Dated: New York, New York 

couI\I I y CLERK'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED: NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1181 12/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN A. SING NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

l O b . 5  ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

E D  A 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 
‘i 

SO ORDERED, fifJ’J - 4  2011 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

wN, y CLERKS OWCE 
 MY^ 

US-ACTIVE-106746363.1 



- 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH W. SHREK 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 I8721101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 Iojos 

'5 3 Attorneys for Plaintiff ." 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

/ 
Christopher W. Healy, Es$. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York. New York 10022 

US-ACTIVE- 106748357 1 

(21 2) 521 %400 

P I L E D  

OCT 14 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~~ ~- 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES E. SPEARMAN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 I9217101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

/ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

O C T I  4 2017 



-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., & 4. 

Defendants, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, ew York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40h Street 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

OCT 14 2011 
SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE: NEW Y O K  CITY : NYCAL 
X ________r_-_--_____-__1__1___________111-----------"--"------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 
: IndexNos. 

-___"_11"_______1_-----------11---1---------------------------~-"- 

@kEJ# NANCY CONTINO, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of NUNZIANTE CONTINO, and 
INCORONATA CONTINO, Individually, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against - 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

A. C. & S. INC., gt A. 
Defendants. 

I**------------" ------I------_-- - ------ ---111--- x 
WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New rk, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
* 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for P1 

/ 

2:  1 

By: 
Frank Ortiz, Esq+ 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10018 WQV - 4 2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

COUNiY CIERKS OEFIa 
RIELli YORK 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York r 

SO ORDERED: oi: I" 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

BRYAN PRICE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119477/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

/ 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Es4. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 558-5500 
4 1 L E D  

NOV 4 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-1 06746339.1 

OCJ 1 4  2011 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LLOYD PATTERSON 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119587/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 o/. lOlVS 

Christopher W. Healy, E q. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-1 06746332.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gtd, 

N Y C A L  

IndexNos. 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMi+vMRY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hori, Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in. the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Tnc. be and the 
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated; New York, New York 
\ O \ L A \ \  

WEITZ & LUXI?N33ER@, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyew Canada Inc. 

A 

F 

4 I$!' 
264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

ktm+t&i*: 
R-h-44 0 A . k  

700 Broadway 
New Yorlc, New York 10003 

om* (212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 NOY e 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

i ' , .Q 4: L h. 
I , , I" .+ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM TAGLIAFERRI 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119610/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

~~ 

l O l 0 5  ,2011 

>- 

Ch a opher W. Healy, sq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, \LED 

US-ACTIVE-106746380.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANCIS P. MC GOWAN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 1 19767/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

IO105 ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

10003 New York, New 

Hon. Sherry K. Heiffer 

US-ACTIVE-106748318.1 



n C, 

JAMES B. FLEMING and NOREEN FLEMING, : Index No 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against - : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY .JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S. INC., gt d. 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New o k, ew York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodvear Tire & 

* 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

By: 

2*\ 
700 Broadway 264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, New York 1 00 18 
(212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York \Is()\I - 4  2011 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRED G. SHERRON 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 119783/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,1 a// ro/OS ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

US-ACTIVE-106746355 1 

B N u - -  Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ALFONSO D. RAINES 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 I9788101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

lo 10s ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

/ i' F I L E D  
US-ACTIVE-106746342.1 NQV - 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119798/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM MlLETl NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

lolo5 ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York. New York 10022 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
?@/ - 4 201' 

US+ACTlVE-I 06746326.1 



s-4 

1 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

lN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
X ~ ~ ~ l _ r l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ _ " ~ ~ ~ _ _ _ _ _ r r r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index N e =  
X 

DANIEL J. WALSH, as Executor for the Estate of : 
GEORGE M. WALSH, 273102 

-_----_l_________lr_________________I___----------------------- 

Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C. & S., INC.,@& 

Defendants. IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 
bj!y - 4 2011 

C[ ) \  ,, ] I'r' CLERK'S OFFICE 
Dated: New York, New York 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT 14 2011 



MITJlRET) R. CAPLES, Individually, 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and S,, I'NC., gt A. Won. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The G O O ~ Y E ~ ~  Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
OCSoQPf C! 20 I l  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

Jennifer T. Childs 

New York, New York 1001 8 
264 West 40''' Street 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Hon. Sherryklein-Heitler, J,S.C. 



: Index N 6 2 0 3 8 W  
106277/02 

Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C. & S., INC.,gtaJ., 

Defendants. : IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New Yo k, N York /4/ 771 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. I. 

By: 
Frank Ortiz 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

NBv - 4 2011 
Dated: New York, New York 

CDUN1-Y CI-ERKS o m  I 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT 1 4  ZOHI 



-against- 

A. C. & S. NC., @ 4.) 

NYCAL 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, N w York 
D9l/ &// 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Tire & 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

Inc. 
.. " . -_ 1 

' 3  ,) By: - 7  *^ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 8 

- r, 2011 (212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

COLINTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNT( 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES H. GEE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: I20388101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

ib105 ,2011 

r Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 
(212) 55815500 (21 2) 521 i5400 

i f  
SO ORDERED, N@Y -4 2011 

Hon. Sherry K.-Heitler 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-106746278 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

ANGEL0 T. D'AGOSTINO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 120388/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

(0105 ' 2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106746232.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE!: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

James R. Skene 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120388/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGER NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys fo; Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

F I L E D  
NfJV 4 2011 

COUW I Y  vdp.p/ YORK 
SO ORDERED, ,-JZRKS OFFICE 

Hon, Sherry K. Heitler 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

I.D. CAPLES 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120388/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

lo los  ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New Yark, New York I0003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Hon. Sherry K: weitler 
COUNTY CLERKS w, 

NEW YORK 

OCT 1 4  20111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

George M. Walsh 

Index No: 120388/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

F I L E D  (212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

NOV - 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFlCQ 
NEW YORK 

so ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM CAHILL 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120388101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

iOlO3 1 2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

STEPHEN BOBROWICH 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: I20388101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

10% 1 2OI1 &/N 
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106746193 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

George M. Walsh 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120388/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
September 22,201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDEmD, 

Judith A. p v i t z ,  Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BEAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

James R. Skene 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

Index No: 1203 88/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

Gc;i 1 4  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler. J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I ,  

This Document Relates to: Index No: 120389/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

ROBERT J. FITZGERALD 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

rolos ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-106746271.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

BESSIE F. LABARBERS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 120389/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

~ J O S  1 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-1 06746298.1 

i 
! NOV - 4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM W. CAHLSTADT 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

Index No; 120389/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yark, New York 

\bl05 ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Edq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521 -5400 

\ I  

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-108745lBB.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH VlSCONTl 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120389/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

!J105 ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

L- 

REED SMITH, LLP. ~ 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

3 

(21 2) 521 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-106746395 1 

OCT f 4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-against - 

A. C. & S. INC.,gtd., 

NYCAL 

IndexNos. 1 e 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne Y rk, ew York 
~ ~ ~ , ~ /  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 100 1% 

NQV - 4 2081 

COUN[Y CLERKS OFFEE 
NEW YOHK 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 : 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: OCT 14 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
IHeitler. J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

, I  

This Document Relates to: Index No: 120390/01 

JAMES J. COUGHLIN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Ib(6S ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 06746228.1 COUI'J I Y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 EAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES P. HADFIELD 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120390/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

10 103 1 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
NOV - 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
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: 

Vincent Cannizzaro 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) I 
Index No: 120390 

/-I 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 0RI)ER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Septeplp  22,201 1 

,+ *e4 +P” 
++ . ‘ I - * ~  \; $ )  

* \  &,<*-* A + 
,Id ~ 

^ *  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
NewYork,NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 t b  

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Vincent Cannizzaro 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120390/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 1 4  2011 



v 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRED ZEROLNICK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120390/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

~~~ 

lOIDS 20" 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 558-5500 12) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US,ACTIVE-106746405.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

DANIEL C. BLAKE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 120392/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York. New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

OCT 1 4  2011 



I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

William R. Proctor 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120392/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

F I L E D  
NDV - 4 2011 

W&NTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GIN0 CORBELLINI 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120392/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

F I L E D  
12) 521 -5400 

NOV - 4 2011 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OF= 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-108746218.1 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 120392/01 

William R. Proctor 
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 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
September 22,201 1 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, 1.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 120393/01 

Robert Noble 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Se@ember 22,201 1 

<I,* A< ,< &% -2 

i - ' .  

r II + *I ,A8, 
<P* > f * > d <  1% , s;": l x d ;  

II -,A Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. *$ 

'"c, ~~ \"e, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2fh Floor 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Robert Noble 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120393/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

F I L E D  

SO ORDERED, 

NOV - 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF!= 
NEW YQRK 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John B. McDonald 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120394/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York e DARGER RRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, e 
Hon. Sherry K. HTitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES BRENNAN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: I20394101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\ O ) a g  1 201 1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-108746184 1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIR 
NEW YORK 



in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 
I 

i 

John B. McDonald 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120394/01 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

~ 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

I costs. 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Dated: New York, New York 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27' Street, 1 2th Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 

OCT 1 4  2011 



: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.C. & S., lNC.,gt& 
Defendants. : IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaigtiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

I ubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. I h, @*a* 

1% y$ I,*w ." ?I &$ #. 

* I  *2J* # 
" A+- By: 

Frank Ortiz 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 
(2 12) 302-2400 

SO ORDERED: 

wv - 4 20H 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK CATALAN0 

NYCAL 
I.A,S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 120395/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

lo\& 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq, 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
59Q Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSE TRINIDAD 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120395/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the  same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Christopher W. Heafy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

6 (21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

F@ 

SO ORDERED, , 
i "  

US-ACTIVE-106746392 1 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Henry T. McLoughlin 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120395/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

_____ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
September 22,201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 

New York, NY 10003 
New 116 East York, 27'h NY Street, 100 12th 16 Floor F t t E D  

NOV - 4 2011 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
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: 

Donald Perry 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120395/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES F. SMITH 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: I20395101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

10105 2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. .-TJ+mL 
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. <! 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

/ 
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 14 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 12039Y01 

Donald Perry 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12‘h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X _____________I_____________1____________---------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X .............................................................. 

CHARLES I. CARPENTER, : Index No. 120395/01 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

A. C. & S. NC., gt d. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New o k, ew York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

I 
By: ,.*A Frank Ortiz, Esq. "'\.*. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 120395/01 

Henry T. McLoughlin 
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 32 12, 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 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

\ -  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Judith A. yavitz, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler. J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I ,  

This Document Relates to: Index No: 120396/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

RAYMOND J. HICKEY 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

l o b 5  ,201' 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-I 06746287.1 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521 -5400 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD T. GOOD 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120396/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

rDl& ,2011 

.. 
-%?+-- 

Frank Ortir, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W, Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York I0022 
(212) 521-5400 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherj/ K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-1 06746279.1 

F I L E D  

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICI? 
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: 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120396/01 

Alex Sparago 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOM, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
September 22,201 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 

(212) 558-5500 

n 

F I L E D  (212) 452-5300 

NOV -4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS ObE KX- 
NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- ~ 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120396/0 1 

Charles Pellegrino 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC , formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGER NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGER NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27fh Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 10016 F\eED (212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

c 4 2Q\I 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Charles Pellegrino 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120396/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 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 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

F I L E D  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Alex Sparago 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120396/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 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 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Judith A avitz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

-!%+--- DARGE Attorneys for ERRANTE CertainTeed YAVITZ Corporation & BLAU, LLP 

September 22,201 1 

116 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 120397/0 1 

Travis M. Younger 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOa,  defendant Dana Companies, LLC , formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Septeqber 22,201 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th,F1 
New York, NY l m 6  \$ 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 L 

\;$i r*. 4 2021 

RKS omm 
couN~$~Eyof4K 

O C T l 4  2Oii 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120397/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Sol L. Hitzig 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
September 22,20 1 1 

DARGER 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 12' Floor 

NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV -4 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFHGh. 
NEW YORK 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

OCT 1 4  20111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Sol L. Hitzig 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120397/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
September 22,201 1 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O K  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120397/0 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Travis Younger 
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 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
September 22,201 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 Zth Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

la 
(212) 452-5300 

w-L 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROCCO F. AMATO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120398101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

10105 2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-1 067461 84.1 

OCT 14 %811 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: I20398101 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

HOWARD CORR NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

101 05 ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Hdaly, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-108748224.1 

OCT I 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A. C. & S. INC., gt 4.) 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber C#~pany and Goodyear A Canad@. 

By: 

264 West 40* Street F I L E D  
New York, New York 100.1 8 
(212) 302-2400 NOV - 4  2011 

1 

CouN-rY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT 1 4  2011 



A. C. & S. TNC., gt gl. 

Index Nos. 10 
Q?2%%$9 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc, hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 ~ 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 3 02-2400 

264 West 40rh Street 
New York, New York 1001 



Plaintiff(s), 

b h !  

-against- 

If 

A. C .  & S. INC., gt d. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

16) By: 

4 2029 NOV ' 700 Broadway 264 West 40h Street 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 8 
(2 12) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

QCT 14 20lt 
SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GERALD KAMMERMAN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120430/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

IS lOs ,2011 
.x 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2eth FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

NOV - 4  2011 
US-ACTIVE-I 06746295.1 

Wu,NTY CLERKS OFFICE 
' NEWYORK 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH D. FESTA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 120430/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

10105 ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 7 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EMlL J. COPPOLA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120430/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

b I p 5  ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
)@v - 4 2071 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I 
I WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

This Document Relates to: 

Richard Vineski 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120430/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDEmD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Seppwber 22,d,20 1 1 

1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212)452-5300 F 1 L E D 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MICHAEL J. AMATO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120430/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

F I L E D  (21 2) 558-5500 
I 

SO ORDERED, (/ NOV c 4 20v 

Gown NEW YORK 

< 

G L E ~ ~ ~  OFFICE. 

US-ACTIVE-1 D6746183.1 

OCT 14 9011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
AS 6 E STOS L I TI GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 120430/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

RICHARD J. BARTOLOMUCCI 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\olos, 201 I 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq, 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26Ih FL, 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  1 

f *  

NOV - 4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 120430/01 

Richard Vineski 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREy defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
I L E D  

WV - 4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S, Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 120431/01 

PAT IACOBELLI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

10105 ,2011 

@q!Q 
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attornevs for American Optical Corporation Attornevs for Plaintiff 

700 Brdadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 ,, /(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, F I L E  
NOV -4 20 

D i 
4 

USJCTIVE-I 06746290.1 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

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: 

Edward W. Swanson 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120431/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOm, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Spternber 22,201 1 p 

-,. i,'fr, SI $ ~ '.-t.--' 
,&. (il) * _**.-> 

3 2 -  I$ 

f.<. . -  'r Ad >' -. . \, . 
J*7 rwu Ak* 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. -".*& 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

L 
Judith A. Y E E s q .  
DARGER E 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 

NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

New York, NY 
(212) 452-5300 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK.CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Edward D. Swanson 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120431/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Hehler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 120432/01 

FRANK C. PERRY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

lo 10s ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

c 

(21 2) 558-5500 c# 
SO ORDERED, 

NOhJ - 4 2011 Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

COUN’TY CLERK‘S OFFiCE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-106746336.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

WALTER VOSBURGH 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120432/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

10 bs ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 21 558-5500 

\ .., 
Cmtopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Hon. Sherry R. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-1 06746397.1 

- 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LAWRENCE W. RYAN 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120432/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

10105 ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-106746353.1 



EROTlDO LARRINAGA, 
Plaintiff, 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., ad., 
Defendants. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. P 

264 West 40'' Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: o i  1' 1 4 2011 



GEORGE T. BIRNE and ANETTE BIRNE, : IndexNos. 

P 1 aint i ff( s) , u 
: NO OPPOSITION 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C, & S, INC., gt d. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 

(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

1001 

Hon. Sheq-Kdn Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EROTIDO LARRINAGA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120433/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERE, P.C. 
Attorneys for PI ai n t iff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

A (212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-106748300.1 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

QCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 120433/01 

ED ACERRA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\a 105 2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH. LLP. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York. New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

c 

.-.*>E 3 I' $2 f $ S >  

29 
' 1  

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

(212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-1067461 82.1 



3 __--*<-+ - 

FIOAQLAM), LON00 
MORAN. WNST 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH ERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMOFITON, NJ 

1 DOUKAS,LLP 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MONECA R. KOSTRZEWA~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ESQ. 

This Document Relates to: 

EROTIDO LARRINAGA, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 01-120433 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 



: NO OPPOSXTION 
: SUMMARYJUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S. SNC., A. IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyem 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goadyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no apposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada, Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
' 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, PI C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

F I L E D  700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1 OOJ 8 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 NOV - 4 2011 

Dated: New York, New York COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
I /- NEW YORK 



Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C. and S., INC., 9 & 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Q--z7/  WLl 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. A IA 

n+ 

700 Wf roadwa 
New York, NI 
(212) 558-5500 

3 JehifeFT. Childs 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

Ft;ld4 %* 
Y 
ew Yark 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MICHAEL A. RUZZl 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120583/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

@ $ /  10\05 ,201' 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

p19;)J ' *  !r Ldll  

US-ACTIVE-1 08746348.1 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



-against- 

Plaintiff(s), 

A. C, & S. JNC., d., 

NYCAL 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, N w York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
+ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

f 
! 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New Yo 

SO ORDERED: OCT14201f 



Individually, 
Plaintiffs, 

magainst- 

A.C. & S., INC.,gtaJ., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: 
Frank Ortiz 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 100 18 
(2 12) 302-2400 

NQV - 4 2011 
Dated: New York, New York 

COUNl'{ CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: QCT x 4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 12 1099/0 I 

John J. Owens 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

.. - 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  
NOV - 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OF- 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

John J. Owens 

Index No: 12 1099/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly 'known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10 
(212) 452-5300 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., et d., 

Defendants. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York - 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

f*. - 
By: . ,  

i: _I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
v $  

700 Broadway 264>West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 8 mu - 4 2011 (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry KkE&itler, J.S.C. OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 121426101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD F. MARTENS 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

OCT 14 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Frederick Bang 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 12 1732/0 1 

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 32 12, 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 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

L E D  (2 12) 452-5300 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 12 1 734/0 I 

Frank Barbera 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27" Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  
NOV - 4 2011 

GOUN1-Y CLERKS OFFICE 
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: 

Frank Barbera 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 12 1 734/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND OIiDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 
Judith A.Waztz, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12' Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

I F I L E D  

SO ORDERED, 

NOV - 4 TO11 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

Hon. Sherry K: Heitler 



-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gt &, 

NYCAL 

IndexNos. 11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, ew York LED 
'd.' ?'\I 4 4 2QV 

LYNCH DASJSAL EMERY LLP 
* 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT 14 2011r 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gtd. 

JT 

Index N o s e  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo e York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

tJ I!! eilp! 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1 00 18 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

OCT 14 2811 
SO ORDERED: 

Hon. She& &in Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 122 1 3 8/0 1 

Charles F. Rama 
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 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CI-ERK'S OFFICE. 
NEW YORK 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 122 13 810 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
(September 22,20 1 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. f 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

F I L E D  
(212) 452-5300 

NOV - 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS WF&& 

NEyff!yl 4 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Eugene D. Steinhauer 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 122 1 3 8/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
September 22,201 1 n 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 122 13 8/0 1 

Eugene D. Steinhauer 
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 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

F?\ LED ~ 

(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 122139/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

William J. Dowd 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
September 22,201 1 

DARGER 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 

NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

William J. Dowd 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 122139/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
September A 22,201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Judith A. vavitz, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

UCT 14  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document 'Relates to: 

Stephen D. Hall 

Index No: 122295/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC , formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

" " Y  
79, 

* Y  Frank Ortiz, Esq. 1yI*3- -- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. %:) 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

New York, NY 100 16 
(212)452-5300 F I b E D 

NOV - 4 2011 

W N T Y  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEur YORK 

OCT 14 2011 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Stephen D. Hall 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 122295/0 I 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12' Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

i 

PPT 1 4  20111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X - - - - - - f f - - - f - f f f - l l - - - - - - - f f f  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X If-flll--lll--l-----_---l-l---lll---l- 

This Document Relates to: 
Stephen D. Hall and Joan Hall, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A.C. & S . ,  I n c . ,  e t  al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 122295/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X ----I--_---_-________________________ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 53212, 

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 costF I L E D 
Dated : Brooklyn, New York 

, 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Stephen D. Hall and Joan Hall 
7 0 0  Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

NOV - 4  2011 

&UNP( CLERK‘S OFF 
NEW YORK 

Justin M. Tafe, Esq. 
Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys fo r  Defendant 
Mario & DiBono Plas ter ing  C o .  
I nc .  
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 
(718)/ 855-9000 



A. C. & S., INC.,gtd. : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismisskg plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goadyear Tire & Kubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor c, Ne York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

* 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: 

264 West 40'" Street 
New Yorlc, New York 10018 

COUpjTY CLEWS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

700 Broadway 
New Yorlc, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New Yorlc, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry IUiin Heitler, J.S.C. 

OCT z 4 2011 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 122494/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 10 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

- .EQ 

1 - -  
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

313-3600 

SO ORDERED. 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., A, 

NYCAL 

26/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, w York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
* 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 302-2400 F I L E D ;  
Dated: New York, New York NQV - 4  2011 

SO ORDERED: 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES R. MCDONALD 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: I22703101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

tolug ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K, Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-1 08738376.1 



NYCAL 

Index No. 122790/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Lnc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyeax Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
* 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: * 
Hon. Sherry lkk& ' Heitler, J.S.C. 

OCT 1 4  2011 



NYCAL 

Index No. 122793/01 

Plaintiff($), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC.,gtd., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

By: 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

\J 
264 West 40' S& I L,E D 1' 
New York, New York 1 



PASQUALE VUOLO and CARMELA WOLO, : Index Nos. 1 

Plaintiffs, 

magainst- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Shew Klein Heitler, A. C. & S. INC., gtd.) 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

------------ --ll-ll-----.-" ------- "--" ----------I" x 
WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. awrence G. Lee, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

NO'J - 4 2011 



-against- 

A. C. & S .  INC., gt d.) 

Plaintiff(s), 

NYCAL 

Index No. 123225/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

* 
700 Broadway 264 West 40* Street F \ L E  D New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 3 

Dated: New York. New York - 

f SO ORDERED: 
Hon. S h w  aiei'tler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X .............................................................. 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X .............................................................. 

RICHARD J. DIETZ (Dec.), : IndexNo. 123275/01 

Plaintiff( s), 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., ad.) 

Defendants. 
......................................... x 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pwsuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40h Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

NOV - 4  2011 (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York COUNTY CLERK'S OFFfCE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 

m T  14 2011 



* 
t 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK - COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document relates to: 
Index No. 123457/2001 

BERNHARD SCHINDLER, 

Plainti$ 
-against- 

A.C. and S. INC., et al. 

Defendants e 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., incorrectly sued as Peerless Heaters 

Co., Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Steven 67y,2011 Corbin, sq. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Bernhard Schindler 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BKGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2lSt Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.c, 
700 Broadway 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED: 4 
NOV - 4 2011 ->' 

OCT 0 120114 
4824-5 159-3482.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X ---_____---------_____________l______ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

This Document Relates to: 
Edward W. Swanson, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.C. & S., Inc. , et al., 

Defendants. 
-X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ - - - f - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f f _ _ _  

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. P a r t  30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 123593/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Plastering Co. Inc. , 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 83212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario 6 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a31 claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

"F=\LE[ Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without cost 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
d, 'B , 2011 

Michael Fa 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
E d w a r d  W. Swanson M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 
700  B r o a d w a y ,  6th Floor Inc. 
New York, New York 10003 177 Montague Street 

Attorneys fo r  Defendant 

&& 

Brooklyn, New York 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

So Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Vincent Cannizzaro 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 123909/01 i 
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 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 1 2th Floor 

I L E D ,  (212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

NOV - 4 2011 

COUN1-Y CLERKS OFFIE  
NEW YORK 

OUT 1 4  2011 SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES P. HADFIELD 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 123924101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

b16G 1 2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 I 

Christopher W, Healy, k q .  
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-I 06746283.1 



-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gt d., 

Plaintiff( s), 

WCAL 

IndexN s. 239 czE? 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne Y rk, w York 7w7, E/ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 3 NOV - 4  2011 

Dated: New York, New York 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 140 18 

! 
COUN-ry CLERKS OFFEE 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
----_rll-r_r----________l_l_r_____ll__" -______I------- x 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 

1--_--11____---_111_"~~-"--------"----------------_---~-------~ X 
EROTTrDO LARRINAGA, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiff, 

-against- : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORJIER 

Defendants . : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

A.C. and S., INC., ad., 

: IAS Part 30 

------- - ________l_-l_____________ ---1---*-1 "-"--"-11--3 

W E E F O R E ,  defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: ~~~~~ N ? J l y r k  

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attoineys for Plaintiff 

' 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attaineys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goadyear Canada Inc. 

\LED - 
4 D!' 

TY G@gn% 

264 West 40d1 Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

s O F W E  
NQY I New York, New York 10003 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 3 02-2400 

GouH 

L",'$+ ! P 4 2011 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X _"__-----------________________lr_______---------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: IndexNos. 0 12419 
X 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. S h q  Klein Heitler, 

__________-------___________________rr__---------------------- 

120433/01 
GEORGE T. BIRNE and ANETTE BIRNE, 

PIaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S .  INC,, ad. 
: IAS Part 30 

X 
Defendants. 

----""-_________-___1_____________11____--------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
* 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 F\LED (2 12) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

4 2ulI 

LLRtiS 
OFF\= Dated: New York, New York @-J - 

@r"$~ YORK 
SO ORDERED: 



-against - 

A, C .  & S. INC., gt .I.] 

Plaintiff(s), 

Index No. 100054/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Won. Sheny Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10018 1 L E 

4 2 N  
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 
Nov - 

C\-ERKS m ' C E  
coN;E$l y0RK 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

2CT 14 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100293/02 

Richard Vineski 
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 32 12, 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 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 1001 6 I .  

(212) 452-5300 6 L E D  
NBV - 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFEE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 100293/02 

Richard Vineski 
I 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC , formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
September A.. 22,201 1 

P Y  \ 'i 
llnr ,Y* ,'s* - Frank Ortiz, Esq. %\ $5: a WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

b. -,  

(212) 558-5500 

Judith A. Y a k E s q .  
DARGER E 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

F I L E D  
(2 12) 452-5300 



Plaintiffs, : SUMMAIiYJUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodycar Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prcjudice and without casts. 

Dated: New Yosk, w York + 
W I T 2  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Joe Vasquez, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New Yosk, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DAVID L. LYNCH 
Index No.: 100580-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMR R1 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
ro!\3, ,2011 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water New York, NY 10003 

so ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-against - 

A. C. & S. INC., aJ., 

NYCAL 

Index No. 10058 1/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Won. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Lnc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, ew York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

* 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

By: 
Lawrence G. Lee, E 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York IOF 'r E D + 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 A 

NOV - 4 2011 * 
Dated: New York, New York d 

SO ORDERED: 

COUN1-Y CLERKS OFFlCE 
NEW YORK 



-against - 

! b f l l  

NYCAL 

Cl 

Index No . 10061 8/ e 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
, IAS Part 30 

SO ORDERED: 
Ho 

OCT 1 4  2011 



NYCAL 

Index N . 10062 e 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NewY rk, ew York JQl4-L- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
New York. New York 1001 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
X ________________________________________------------------------ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ______""__________________l__l__________------------------------ 

MARGARET HICKEY, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of HERBERT P. HICKEY, 

NYCAL 

Index No. 100778/02 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plain 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

I 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York. New York 1001 8 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
X -____I_____---------____1_________11____--------------1-~------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

MILDRED STRAUCH, Individually and as Personal : 
Representative for the Estate of SEYMOUR 
STRAUCH, 

................................................................ 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., & d., 

NYCAL 

Index No. 100820/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , N w York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
-4kb”- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

FA L E D .,% 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New Yor 10 8 

264 West 40’ Street 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 



A. C. & S. INC.,QaJ., 

NYCAL 

Index No. 100822/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sheny Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k,Ne York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Kl&n Hdtler, J.S.C. 

MO'J " 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
X -__-_--------_--__--________I___________---------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X .............................................................. 

ROSWANN ESPOSITO, as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOHN ESPOSITO, and ROSEANN 
ESPOSITO, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC.,g& 

NYCAL 

Index No. 101058/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

Lawrence G. Lee, E 

v - 4 2011 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 



NYCAL 

Index No. 101284/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, w York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 10018 

. nn\l 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 

_- 

TFUESTINA SCALI as Administratrix for the Estate Index No.: 101347/2002 
of NICODEMO SCALI and TRIESTINA SCALI as 
Spouse, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plain tiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.P. GREEN INDUSTRIES, INC., et al., including 
J.H. FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, 

._ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, J.H. FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant J.H. FRANCE REFRACTORXES 

COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant J.H. FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
October 3,201 1 

Brian Early, Es 
EARLY & ST 
360 Lextingon 
New York, NY 100 17 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Eva S. Wayne, Esq. 
MALABY& BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 

Attorneys New York, for New Defendant York 10038 F I L E D  
Nicodemo Scali 
(2 12) 986-2233 

SO ORDERED, 

J. H. France Refruclories 
(212) 791-0285 

DATED: 

Compan -4 2%1 

OCT 1 4 2011 



Estate of NICODEMO SCALI, and TRIETINA 
SCALT, Individually, : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiff, 

-against- 

A.P. GREEN INDUSTRIES, gt &, : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
: IASPart30 

- - Defcndnnts. - -- 

X -___I_______--______"-_------------~-------------~~-_---------- 

WHHKEFORE, defendant The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company hereby 

requcsts summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thcrcto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-delendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The !Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

EARLY & STkAUdS, P.C. 

By:: Mark Str 

360 TLexington Avenue \ 

New York, NY 10017 
(212) 986-2233 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

BY 

i 
264 West 40th Street E D  New York, New York 100 18 
(2 12) 302-2400 

Attorneys for Defendant 
The Goodyear Tire & R ~ b b ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  \;C~RK 

::.\ iM'S OFFICE 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT I 4  2011 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

'ITIESTINA SCALI, as Adminishaw far the : Index NO. 101347/02 
b t e  ofNICODEM0 SCALI, and m d T I N A  
SCALI, Individually, : NO OPPOSITION 

: 

Phi ntiff, ; S-ARY JUUGMENT 
1 MOTION AND OKDER -against- 

, CJYERED, that upon notice to all a-ddendants, dl claims and LTOSS claims 
against 'Ihc \Goodyear Tire ,k Rubber Company hc and thc same me ' h m b y  dismissal 

. , .  

with prejudice and without costs. 

360 Lexingtbn Avenue 
New Uark, NY 10017 
(212) 986-2233 

LYNCII DASKAl, EMERY ILP 

n- 

-- 
natcd: New York. Ncw York 



A. C. & S. INC., gt @.) 

NYCAL 

Index No. 101424/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 100 1 8 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 NOV - 4 2011 

Dated: New York, New York COUNTY CLERKS OFF'% 
NEWWRY 1 1  

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

OCT 1 4  2011 

SO ORDERED: 
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prejudice md without costs. 

a 003/003 

360 Lexington Avenuc 
h l ~  York, New York 100 17 
(212) 986-2233 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, Ncw York 10018 
(212) 302-2400 

01 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

TJ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

: Index No. 101 785102 

............................................................... 
JOHN E. BUTCKOVITZ, 8s Independent Executor : 
for the Estate of MARION A. BUTCKOVITZ, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

Plaintiff'( s), 
-against- 

A.P. GREEN INDUSTRIES, INC., gt d., 

Defendants. 
~ " " ~ " ~ " I " ~ - - ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ L I I l l - c  -_r--- *I ------- -" -----*-------r--- --.-.x 

WHFmFORE, defendant The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company hereby 

requests s u m m y  judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims, cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company be, and thc same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

EAJKY LUDWICR SWEENEY LmcH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
STRATJSS LLC 

By: \,\) 
' h  

\ 
Attorneys for Plaintif1 

- kottEm y 

Attorneys for Dcfcndant The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company 

360 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 1001 7 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New Ywk 1001 F I L E D  (212) 986-2233 (212) 302-2400 

Rated: New York, Ncw York NQV - 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICg 
kJEWYVoRK 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CLIFTON ENOCH ROBINSON 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 101 93W02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

10105 , 2011 
,*Y 

'B " 
.wI-.y- 

7. k, Frank Ortiz, Esq. + 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 0673851 4.1 

.. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against - 

A. C. & S. TNC., gt d., 

NYCAL 

Index No. 102003/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , N e 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 - 4 2011 

Dated: New York. New York 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 102008-02 
ROCCO MATER0 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

, i, 
\ 

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates To: 

ROCCO MATER0 and ELSIE MATEKO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S. WC.> ad. 

NYCAL 

Index No. 102008/02 

NO OPPOSlTlON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND QRRER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFOW, defendants The Goodyem Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-captioned case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyem Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

faereto, it is hereby: 

OKL)EWI), that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Thc Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are liereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
I 

s O W J E  
GLERK 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP GO\.1NTy \ r ~  YOBK 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Ti&% 

700 Broadway 
New York, Ncw York 100 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York. New York h , I  

Hoa, Sherry Klein Meitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WARD EVART HARRIS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102010/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

w 

- -Q$, Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2Bth FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 
(21 2) 55815500 

SO ORDERED, 

(212) 521-5400 - 
F I L E D  

L l A l I  . 
Hon. Sherry K. HeitlM IVUV - 4 2011 

US-ACTIVE-1 08737621.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE; NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS J. CZORA, SR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102384102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ,-*".a. jb Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 1- 
Attorneys far Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

US-ACTIVE-I 087375a4. I 

NQV - rt 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MORRIS CLEMONS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102423102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

*<:"T %, + *  
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERE, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

4 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D -  
my - 4 2011 4 

US-ACTIVE-106733021,l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\0!\3 ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hel& Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 

0 88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



CAROL PlUNGLE, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JAMES J. PRINGLE, and CAROL PRINGLE, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff, 

V. 

INSULATION DISTRIBUTORS, INC., et al, 

NYCAL - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No,: 102509-02 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant INSULATION DISTRIBUTORS, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against INSULATION DISTRIBUTORS, INC., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant INSULATION DISTRIBUTORS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York Dated: Buffalo, New York 
,201 1 October 17 ,2011 

& LUXENBERG, P.C. DAMON MOREY LLP 

Samuel M. Meiiowitz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Insulation Distributo 
New York, New York 10003 The Avant Buildin ~ i j m  & ( K S  QFF1GE 

200 Delaware Av e NEW YORK 
Buffalo, New York 14202 

SO ORDERED: 

GRANTED: 



From: FAXmaker To: Justin M Page: 8/9 Date: 10/5/2011 5:41:09 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF N E W  YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. P a r t  30 
X NYmL - I - - l - l - - - - - - - - - - f l l I l - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge H e i t l e r )  
X Il--f--ll--------fl------------------- 

This Document Relates  to: Index No. : 102733/02 
Eugene D. Steinhauer and Karen L. 
Steinhauer , 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
A . C .  & S . ,  I n c . ,  et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants . 
X --l---------ll-------------f 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc. , 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 83212, 

dismissing p l a i n t i f f s '  Complaint .against defendant Mario 6 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., w i t h  prejudice, and there being nc 

opposi t ion thereto , 

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without c fq.LED 
Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

J o f t 4  , 2011 

/zzzA%Z7%&> 
Matthew T. MacIntfie, E e q .  
W e i t z  & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
Eugene D, Steinhauer and K a r e n  M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 
L. Steinhauer Inc.  
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 York 11201 

177 Montague Street 

. : 10924-1527 
so Ordered: 

OO'T 2 4 2011~ 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE ST TE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X ______-- - - - - - l l l - -_________________l_l  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ----___-------------__________________ 

This Document Relates to: 
Charles F .  Rama, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.C. & s., Inc. , et al. , 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 102737/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario S 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claimz 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Ft1.L E D Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
O c k k  6 , 2011 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
C h a r l e s  F. Rama M a r i o  & B i B o n o  P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 

New York, New York 10003 177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Inc. 

Brooklyn, New York 11201 

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 

CATHERINE TANTILLO, as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOHN E. BEHAN, and CATHERINE 
BEHAN, Individually, 

: 
: 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A, C. & S. INC., gt d. 

C. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sheny Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo e York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
* 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
OCT 14 2011 

Hon. S h e h  &ein Heitler, J.S.C. 



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMlMAKY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S., NC., ad., : Hon. Shcrry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

Defendants , 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyem 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyea Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

I Rubber Commmfqd Cppdyear Canada Inc. 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

264 Kst'40th Street 
New York, New York 100 
(212) 302-2400 1 sn'lt 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

; 

i 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., ad.1 

Defendants, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

IAS Part 30 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

By: 
L/ Lawrence G. Lee, Esq. fl 

IL1E-D 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10038 ,' 

(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 NOV - 4 2011 

.. . 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heithr, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RICHARD A. WOOD 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
-X NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
-X - - -_ - - - - - - f - - - - - - - - -_________f_______ 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 103336/02 
Charles Pellegrino and Dorothy 
Pellegrino, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY SUDGMENT 
A.C. & S., Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _  

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 83212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario i 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

F'1.l E D Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
I P h  , 2011 

Matthew T. MacInHre, E s q .  
Wei tz  & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
C h a r l e s  Pellegrino and Dorothy 
Pellegrino 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

/NOY - 4  2011 
FFlCE 

Attorneys for Defendant 
M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 
Inc. 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  
r File No.: 10924-6471 

So Ordered: 



From: FAXmaker To: Justin M Page: 4/9 Date: 10/5/2011 5:41:08 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF TEE STATE OF NEW Y O R K  
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN N E W  YORK CITY 
__l_______-_l--_l-_l_____I____L__II__I 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
_ _ I _ L l l _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ f l _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Judge Hei t l e r )  

Index No.: 103336/02 

X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

Thie Document Relates to: 
Charlea Pellegrino and Dorothy 
P e l 1  egrino , 

P l a i n t i f f s  , 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUWMARY JUDGMENT 

A . C .  & S , ,  Inc. ,  et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

Def endaiit a. 
X -----1_--------1- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & D i B o n o  Plastering Co.  Inc. 

hereby reguests summary judgment in the  above-entitled case 

pursuant t o  C i v i l  Practice Law and Rules Section 83212 

dismissing plaintiffs' C o m p l a i n t  againet defendant Mario 1 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto,  

ORDERED, that upon notice Lo a l l  co-defendants, all claim 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co 

Inc.,, be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brookly?, New York 
l o  cy , 2011 

weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys fo r  ' P l a i n t i f f s  
Charles  Pellegrino and Dorothy 
P e l 1  egrino Inc. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 

New Y o r k ,  New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Mario & DlBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 

177 Montague Street  

718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  
0. : 10924-6471 

SO Ordered: Oc7242011 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/lwww.gfi.com 
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. +  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
X ............................................................... 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 
: Index No. 103681/02 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

--------_--"--------___l_____l__________---~------------------- 

BARBARA NOBLE PAPP, as Executrix for the 
Estate of ROBERT J. NOBLE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

IAS Part 30 A.C. & S . ,  lNC, @ d., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for?Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

By: 

Y* q >  

700 Broadway 264 West 40fh Street F I L E D .  New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 
- 4 2011 (212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York COUNTY CLERKS 0- NEW YORK. 



LEO ROOSEVELT WILSON SR., : Index No. 104030/02 

-against- 

Plaintiff(s), 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S. INC., 4.) : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
plhp 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

fl 
Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

York 10018 

Hon. Sh- , J&t&ftler, J.S.C. 
OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

William R, Proctor 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 104070/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Septegber 22,20 1 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
eed corporation 

116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, - 4 2011 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104070/02 

William R. Proctor 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 

F I L E D  (212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

NOV - 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFIC~ 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

OCT 1 4  2911 
Won. Sherry K. Heitler 



From: FAXmaker To: Justin M Page: 319 Date: 10/5/2011 5:41:08 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: N E W  YORK COUNTY 
X - - - - - c - I - - - - - - l l - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

.ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _____---f- l_-____f_-l_____________l___ 

This Document Relates to: 
W i l l i a m  R. Proctor (Deceased) , 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. 
(Judge 

Index No 

Part 30 
Heitler) 

: 104070/02 

Plaintiff, 
- against - NO OEPOSITZON 

SUMMEIRY JUDGMENT 
A . C .  & S . ,  Inc. , et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby reque8t.a summary judgment in the above-entitled case,  

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section S3212, 

dismissing p l a i n t i f f s '  Complaint against defendant Mario E 

D i B o n o  Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

oppos i t ion there t 0, 

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  c l a i m E  

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc. , be dismissed with prejudice and without coats. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
/ c l r v  , 2011 

E s q .  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.  
At torneys f o r  P l a i n t i f f  
W i l l i a m  R. Proctor (Deceased) 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Inc. 
New Y o r k ,  New York 10003 177 Montague Street 

M a r i o  &" DiBonu P l a s t e r i n g  Co, 

Brooklyn, New York 11201 

So Ordered: 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax sewer. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X - - - - - - - - - - - - l - - - f - f l - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 
William R. Proctor (Deceased), 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A . C .  & S., Inc., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 104070/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 83212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario 6 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  claimE 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
F\LEE 

Weitz & Luxe 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
William R .  Proctor (Deceased) M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Inc. 
New York, New York 10003 177 Montague Street 

Brooklyn, New York 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  
ur File No.: 10924-1 

So Ordered: 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

* 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

C. 

F I L E D  * ? >  

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 NOV - 4 2011 

Dated: New York, New York 
CouN-i-Y CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDEED:  

OCT f 4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_- - - - -____________-_ f____________ l f f __  X NYCAL 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

k$%,/ He1 t 1 er 

X ________--__I_______------------------ 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 105054/02 
Mary F. Younger, Individually and as 
Personal Representative for the- Estate 
of Travis M. Younger, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
A . C .  & S . ,  Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

Defendants. 
-X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I l f _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

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 C o .  

F I L E  Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without co 

Dated: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff' 
M a r y  F. Younger,  I n d i v i d u a l l y  Mar io  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 
and a s  Personal Representative Inc .  
for the E s t a t e  of T r a v i s  M. 177 Montague Street 
Younger  Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway, 6th Floor (718) 855-9000 
New York, New York 10003 

So Ordered: 
Hon. She& 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

Index No: 105054/02 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Travis Younger 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
SeDtember 22.201 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27'h Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

OCT 14 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 105054/02 

Travis M. Younger 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12' Floor 

New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, NY 100 16 
(212)452-5300 * '  ' 

! E 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K, Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
________t______f____I f_________l f_____ X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

____,I--__-----__I----_---_-------_---x 
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 105078/02 
Gary Steven Hitzig, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of Sol L. 
Hitzig, 

NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

Plaintiff, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY J U D W N T  
A.C. & S., Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
I l -____--______f___________l______f__ -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 co 

Luxenberg , P . 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Mario & DiBono Plas ter ing  C o .  G a r y  Steven Hitzig, a s  Personal 

Representat ive  for the  Estate Inc. 
of S o l  L .  H i t z i g  177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York, New York 10003 

NO.: 10924-1402 

SO Ordered: 
OC7 2 4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Sol L. Hitzig 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105078/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 
New York, NY 100 16 

(212) 452-5300 F I L E D  
NOV - 4 2011 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

OCP 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 105078/02 

Sol L. Hitzig 
I 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Judith A, E avitz, Esq, 
DARGER 3RRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2fh Floor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
8 -  i 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC, gt &, 

NYCAL 

Index No. 105283/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

264 West 40h Street i 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 8 ..- 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

OCT 1 4 2011 SO ORDERED: 



WOAQLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NNVBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 232 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

iUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
2OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DOLORES REINA, Individually and as Administratrix 
for the Estate of JOHN REINA, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-105559 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ;r;gywick, NJ 

MONICA R. K O S T R Z ~ A ,  ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,. LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s) , 
Dolores Reina, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of John Reina 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



DOLORES REINA for the Estate of JOHN REINA, deceased, 
deceased, 7 

Plaintiff( s), 
-Against- 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

N1 CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 02-105559 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEmD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\CAY , 2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003-9536 

McCarter & English, LLP 

Standard Motor Pro 
245 Park Avenue, 2 

Attorneys for Defendant a 
tE 

FXL E D 
2 12.558.5500 p+y-2. New York, New York 10 167 

212.609.6800 NOV - 4 2011 

r: 0 U I W Y  C, LERK'S OFF1 CE SO ORDERED, 

ME1 12347973v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMM- -R 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
10 15 ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\0!5 ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
_ _ _ _ _ y L _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - " - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No,: 105592-02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - * - -  

This Document Relates to: 

LILLIAN S. CZERMINSKI 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant tQ Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
IO15 , 201 1 

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

I 

NOV - a f  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFtCE 
SO ORDEED, NEW YORK 



Defendants. 

NYCA 

Index No. 105623/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, Ne York 4 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

Defendants The G 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street F I L E D  
New York, New York 1001 8 
(2 12) 302-2400 NQV - 4  2011 (212) 558-5500 



for the Estate of EDWARD C. GOEBEL, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
I 

A.C. & S., INC., gal., 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part 30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for aintiffs 

Rubber C pany and GoodyexJ) 

By: Frank Ortiz q N B y $ L &  Lawrence G. Lee 

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10003 ~ e w  York, New York 10018 F I L E D 

NOV - 4 2011 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 1 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Dated: New York, New Yark 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

OCT 1 4  2011 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
l o  15 ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ICE 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ 0 ( 4  ,201 1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. "*r+ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. - y 4  
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 



ROCCO L. PELUSO JR. (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
105625102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JULY 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 plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

i.>,> "**e"l-- FRANK ORTIZ -4bx a!\ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. -%A 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road F I L E D  

on, New York 11507 
944433 NOV - 4 2011 

SO ORDERED, 
C O U N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



PELUSO, Individually, 
Plaintiffs, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORaER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, dcfendants The Goodycar Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thcreto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/o [J !I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Xnc. 

By: - 

F I L E  
-@9- 

k\LL\W F -\I-. 
700 Broadway 264 West 40'" Street 

New York, New Yoik 1001 
NbV - 4 2011 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 
COUNTY CLERKS Of- F ICE 

NEW YORK 

SO OTCDERED: 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN R E A L N  & CONSTRUCTION CO., JNC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISI-IIMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
0 ebb CT - 5 , 2 0 1  1 

+.. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, NW - 4 2013' 
COUN~CLERK~S up; It;E 

NEW YORK 



Plaintiff( s), 

"against- 

A. C. & S. INC.,gt& 

NYCAL 

Index No. 10571 1/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc, hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 

c 4 2011 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 Ty CLERKS OFFIcE 

(aUN ~ ~ . v V Y M p t (  
Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT 14 2011 



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

KERNS, Individually, 
Plaintiffs, 

"against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC.,etd., 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, Ne York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 
Lawrence G. Lee ,/ L Erik &cobs 

\ '  

L ' -  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 I / w()v -4 10'' 
OFF'CE wNTL~~ YQRK Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

OCT 14 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - * * _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - * - - - - -  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 10571 1-02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_______""___________---------------.~-------------~----------------- 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT E. KERNS 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

___________..___________________________-------------------------.-- 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1015 ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISJXMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., TNC. 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. 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

SO ORDERED, 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN WALT$?& 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.4 E 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 NOV - 4 2011 
(5 16) 294-5433 
I COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



f 

I . SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

! I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

\ Index No. 105712/02 
j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

RAE M, MANGONA, Individually and Administatrix 
for the Estate of CARL P. MANGONA, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
[ MOTION AND ORDER A C & S INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Tnc,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

-- 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

Phan Kvarado, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
RAE M. MANGONA, Individually and Administatrix for the 
Estate of CARL P. MANGONA, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 P f \ L E  (212) 232-1300 
(212) 558-5500 

Noq -4 201' 
SO ORDERED, 

1863-11670 

4814-2033-4600.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 105712-02 
CARL P. MANGONA 

NO OPPO$ITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
lo 1s ,2011 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulv 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC.,gt& : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, . 

_________"ll"___rr_______________11_11__--------------_-""----- X 
: IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. I 

Dated: New York, New York + 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for P&@tiffs 

Erik Jacobs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attornevs for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

By: 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 i 

New 264 West York, 40* New Street York 1001 8 F I L E D  ~ 

700 Broadway 

MOV - 4  TOll 

Dated: New York, New York mu~r/ CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

OCT 1 4  2011 SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A,C. and S., NC., gl. 
Defendants, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyew 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the abave-entitled case, pursuant to 
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyem Canada Inc, be and the 
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor Ne York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyew Canada Inc, 

By: 

* 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

>, 

7000 Broadway 264 West 40th Street f\lEQ i, i. 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 c 4 2M\ +* 

Dated: New York, New York A 

SO ORDERED: 



s 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

Hon, Sherry Rlein Heitler, J.S.C. 

QCTl4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 105873-02 
DAVID G. MONTEROSSO 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORPER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New York, New York 
1015 ,2011 

Dated: 

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kle--= __-.. 

\ 



A.C. & S., INC.,gt& 
: Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LIUXENRF,RG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH-DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs . 

Dated: Albertson, New jSgrk 
r b 5 c r  5 ,2011 

ES EDWARDS 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ERS & McMANUS 

6 
&e CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REAL 
CONSTRUCTION CO., 
200 1.U. Willets Road r ~01 
Albertson, New York 11707' 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

"A ~ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
l o  I5 ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Heien Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



I .  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE; NEW YORK CITY 
X ---_____________II-_______r________l_r__-----~~~--~-------~~~~- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

DONALD CARRIERO and ROSEMARIE 
CARRIERO, 

---____l__1_ll-l-__r_-------------I-r-------------~----------~---- 

: NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.C. & S., INC., ad., 
Defendants. : IASPart30 

X "-"-1_--_-______-----------~--------------~-----------~"--"---- 

WHEmFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
0 C a c . f  3,ZCU 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & .,,Yfl& 

John Richmond 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40fh Street 
New York, New York 100 18 F\LEQ (212) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 3 02-2400 

4 2v' 
NQl -nKS* F\GE Dated: New York, New Yo 

\{ c\-L= 
\4Ep' 'E ' 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

14 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
jO/G ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

NOV - 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

H e l h  Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM C. BARTHOLD 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105877102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

ID 10s ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  (21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 I -5400 

SO ORDERED, NOV - 4 2011 

NEW YORK 
C ~ ~ ~ N  CLERK'S OFFICE 

US-ACTIVE-108733006 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
l o p  ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

\ 

McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 105989-02 
LARRY WHNEIDER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
_ _ * . . - _ - " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - " ~ ~ ~  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New ork, New York 
,075 ,2011 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

H&n Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street; 24& Floor 
New York, New York 1 

SO ORDERED, 

QC" 21 2077 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_l_r--_____l"r_l_____1_________1______1_------"----__-~-----~" X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

___---___l"rr______"__lr____ll________ll----~"------------~--- X 
ROSE MASTROMANO, as Administratrix for the : 
Estate of ROBERT CIRO MASTROMANO, and : 
ROSE MASTROMANO, Individually, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

PI aintiff(s), 

-against- 

NYCAL 

Index Nos. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, N w York + 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

,I > 21 
' " 1  < 

> 7 -  .J 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York - , I 

SOORDERED: - 
- _  Hon, S w K l e i n  Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 106223-02 
GARY R. TERWILLIGER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. Q. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
lo/5 ' ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



Plaintiff( s), 

"against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 106242/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that,upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and CFOSS claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 ), 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New 
(212) 313-3600 

SOORDERED, . 

EIon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 

New York. Nkw York 10003 ), 2 Reitor Stre , 

G V  

SOORDERED, . E 
EIon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 

SEP 2 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 106242/02 

DONALD J. ZOYHOFSKI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\0605 j20” 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-I 06739965.1 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 106266102 

WHEREFORE, Defendant BOISE CASCADE CORPORATION, (hereinafter 

“DEFENDANT”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant BOISE 

CASCADE CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant BOISE CASCADE CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

Christopher S. Koz& 
Attorneys for Defendant 

120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 

700 Broadway BOISE CASCADE CORPORATION 
New York, New York 10003 

< 

212-558-5500 
(212) 238-4800 

So Ordered: 

. : :ODMA/PCDOCS/DocsNY/52458 1/1 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
(3ebLab -,2011 

ES EDWARDS 
UTY, DEMERS & McMANUS WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. *\L '*\ ,$ 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

orneys for Defendant w ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., TNC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Alb 

i 
F I L E D  on, New York 11 50 

16) 294-5433 
I 

? NOV - 4 2011 

cow1-Y CLERK'S OFFICE 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 1 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
ro j5  ,2011 

**I >*w a\. 'I- 
,, l\ 

%b f *  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor 
New York, - 



IRVING SPITZ, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

, . * *  

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 
*- cOuN''& yoR& 

SO ORDERED: 

OCTl4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
X ________111______1___-1--r----I-----I-r---------~-----"-------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _-___"lr_______"______l_______r____llr__--"----~----"~----"---- 

DANIEL J. WALSH, as Executor for the Estate of : Index N 
GEORGE M. WALSH, 

Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.C. & S., INC.,gtd. ,  
Defendants. IASPart30 

X l_-_____r______"_r___1_______11____11___--"-----------~-------- 

WHEMFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Campany and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By: 

E D L3';T 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 , I  8i 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 
tfs?:j - 4 2011 

Dated: New York, New York 
c;(, j!, , , ] \ '{ C,L.ERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 

061 14 2011 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

George M. Walsh 

SO ORDERED, 

1 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106273/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry K. fieitler 



JAMES R. SKENE and VIVIAN SKENE, 

r NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S.,  INC.,gtaJ., : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part 30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New Yo k, N 
\a/,/ /7Yrk 

WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: 

700 Broadway 364 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New Yark 1001 8 " L E D >  , (2 12) 558-5500 (2 12) 3 02-2400 j '  

Dated: New York. New York 
wv - 4 2911 

SO ORDERED: 

N t W  Y U K K  

QCT 1 4  20flJ 



A. C. & S .  INC., @ 4.) 

NYCAL 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry JSlein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, N w York /up 1 / / I  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

F I ' L E D .  700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

'*' 264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10018 

NOV - 4 2011 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Y 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



: IndexNo. 1 
063 14/0 

MILDRED R. CAPLES, As Personal 
Representative for the Estate of I.D. CAPLES and : 

: NO OPPOSITION 
MILDRED R. CAPLES, Individually, 

: SUMMARYJUDGMXNT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

0 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and S., NC,, d. : IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc, liereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyew Tire &'  Rubbcr 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same we hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yark 
Dch5rr Lc! 20 I /  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attoineys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

-"-r .r-  ,- 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40"' Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 
Y 

." . 

SO OFXIERED: oc7' P 4 2011 
Hon. Sherry'Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
ro/S ' ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 



ANTHONY CELESTE and CONCETTA : IndexN 
CELESTE, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC.,gt& 

Defendants. 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo ,Ne  York fi, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP I 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

10018 

1 4  2011 



.A 

This Document Relates To: Index N@> 
0859-02 

LEONARD POMPOSELLO, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A S .  and S. INC., et al,, 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: OCftb4v 17, u > l I  

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(212) 558-5500 

\ L E D  e -  

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/Wa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

+,(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN C. BUCKLEY and KATHLEEN M. : NYCAL 
BUCKLEY, : I.A.S. Part 30 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 106508/02 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

: ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S. INC., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

. Kozin, Esq. 
K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
~ e w  York, NY 10022 F I 1- E D ;i 

700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(212) 536-3900 
WQV - 4 2011 

SO ORDERED, 
CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

NY-915627 VI  

OCT 1 4  20111 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

I Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, , hereby requests surmnary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

ew York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



!! 

Plaintiff, 
: NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Won. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

-against - : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C. and S., XNC., gt d. 

Defendants. : IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc, hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 
s a n e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York + 
WEITZ LU~ENBERG, P.C. 

7000 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 
(212) 558-5500 

LYNCH DASIUL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 
(212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York n j I  e SO ORDERED: W V  c 
Hon. Sherry Iddn Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

VINCENT J. AULETTA 
Index No.: 106509-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

OFWER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
p/C; ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

n 

H% Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 

r :i f 

F 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION COWORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, Newgork 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

DEMERS & McMANUS 

D 
ORPORATION, as Succe 

CONSTRUCTION CO., WC. 

NOV - 4  2011 
- 

( 5  16) 294-5433 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIG 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1015 ,2011 

I 

1 

niou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 
DEAN HARP, as Proposed Executor for the Estate : 
of RALPH J. DE GEORGIA, 

_____________1__----___________I________-----------""--------- 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against - 

A. C. & S. INC., gt d., 

NYCAL 

Index No, 106574/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

F I L E D .  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
O t b b u  x i  2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Su 

Interest to TISHMAN R 
CONSTRUCTION CO. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5 16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
_ . * _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ + _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ * _ - . - - - - - - - - - * - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 106574-02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

.___________._______-- "...---------"--------------------------~----- 

This Document Relates to: 

RALPH J. DE GEORGIA 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
IO 15 ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Compan 
88 Pine Street, 24 Floor 2 
New York. New York 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
lOj5 ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen-htoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor 



: NO OPPOSITION 
SNECKENBURG, and CATHERINE 

SNECKENBURG Individually, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
'laintiff& : MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubba W p a n y  and Goodyea Cqpada Inc. 

WBITZ & LUXErnERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By: A 
Lawrence G. ~ e e ~  

By: z22L2?zJdA 
Matthew M a c I A e  

700 Broadway 264 ~ e s t 4 0 ' "  Street F 1 L E D 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 NOV - 4  2011 

New York, New York 10018 

Dated: New York, New Yo& C O U N ~ ~  CLERKS 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
X _-_---______1ll_l__--------~-------~------------..-"------------ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

RUTH S. SCIORTINO, as Executrix for the Estate : Index NO. 1 13 
of AARON O'BRIEN, 

l_r_---------l"l_-_r_______1l_llr_______~-"----------------~~-- 

6581 2 0 
: NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C. & S., INC.,gtd., : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
Defendants. : IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE7 defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

"I 

i 

(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT 14 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
____I________________l___lrr______ll__l_------------__-~---_--- X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

_"_l_--___________lr____________11_11___---_-~----_-__~"------- X 
BERNARDINE A. CARPENTER, as Executrix for : Index No 
the Estate of WILLIAM L. CARPENTER, and 
BERNARDXNE A. CAWENTER, Individually, : 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., ad., 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goohjear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 3 02-2400 

NOV - 4 2011 

GBX.JNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW Y W K  

Dated: New York, New York 

- -  

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

A. C. & S. lNC., gt d., 

NYCAL 

Index Nos. 11 (li%Et& 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costsa 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

By: 

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 8 NQ\l - 4  ZQ\\ 

€pfl';E*XQBfi 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 
[;\<EflKs omcE 

Dated: New York, New York 

OCT 14 2011 
SO ORDERED: 



Individually, 
Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 A.C. & S., INC.,aaJ,, 

Defendants. 
"-- l_l_________-__l____------------ w_*lw--"x 

WHEFEFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clainis and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New or New York L 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1 

(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

so 

(2 12) 302-2400 

ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Kfe?&$eitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARGARET STERNER AS EXECUTRIX FOR j 114859/02 
THE ESTATE OF DONALD L. STERNER AND 
MARGARET STERNER, INDIVIDUALLY, 

j 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., etal.,  
Defendants, j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq? 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald L. Sterner 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25635AS 

ocs 1 4  2011 
{ NO042 173-1 ) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARGARET STERNER AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF DONALD L, STERNER AND 
MARGARET STERNER, INDIVIDUALLY, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 : (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexN 
/ 
j 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,201 1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald L. Sterner 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Michele J. hkittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KUJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 +ia 

9. ' (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-913s 

(N0080939-1) 
OCT 1 4 20111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S, Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 1 I n d e x N e  9/02 
MARGARET STERNER AS EXECUTRIX FOR i 
THE ESTATE OF DONALD L. STERNER AND j 
MARGARET STERNER, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j 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 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

, 201 1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald L. Sterner Courter & Company, Tnc. 

NOV - 4  2011 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIG€ 

SO ORDERED, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

NEW YORK 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 1122-9633 

{ NOOX0939-1} Ui3 ' f  14 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i I n d e x N o p  
MARGARET STERNER AS EXECUTRIX FOR i 4859102 
THE ESTATE OF DONALD L. STERNER AND j 
MARGARET STERNER, INDIVIDUALLY, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald L. Sterner 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

F I L E D  
(212) 558-5500 NOV - 4 2011 (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, asub1 I y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW Y m K  

454-6236AS 

(NOOX0939-1] 

OCT 1 4  2011; 



JAMES P. CAHILL, 
Plaintiff, 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., gt &, 

Defendants. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDEWD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ~~~~~~ York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys r Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 
Lawrence G. Leg 

700 Broadway 
New Yark, New York 10003 

r iov - 2811 (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

$7 5 
:d 264 West 40th Street ae 

New York, New York 100 18 i 

COUN ry CLCRKS w R m  
NEW VORK 

Dated: New York, New York 
c 

SO ORDERED: OCT 14 ZQllr 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO'RK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

rN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 

________1"________1"________lr______l___-------------------"--- X 
SHIRLEY G. CHIMERA, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of RICHARD ANTHONY : 
CHIMERA, 

_-______-_________r_______lr_____l_r____-"------------~~------- X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: IndexNo. 11 e 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND OKDER Plaintiff(s), 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC.,gtd. 
Defendants. 

111 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  ________f_______llr_----- * I-____- * ------ "------""-x 
WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

J 

w m z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

By: Y 011 01 Io 11 
Samuel M. hkeirowitz, Bsq. 

& 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

C I - * ~ ~ ~ ~  Oi WE Dated: New York, New York 

[dEyJ Y6QiEK 

SO ORDERED: OCr2 4zoll 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORJS CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 106914/02 

GEORGE MEIROSE, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 161/L4 ,2011 
New York, New York 

G Jenni er L. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 NOV - 4 2011 
(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. W K ! d  dHeitler 



-against - 

A. C. & S. INC., gt d., 

Plaintiff($), 

NYCAL 

Index No. 106914/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ O \ I . O  U) 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

By: & 
LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street F I L E D  
New York, New York 10018 
(212) 302-2400 NOV - 4  2011 (212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: OCT 2 4 2011 



OCT. 13, 2 0 1 1  6 : 5 1 P M  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Itl Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LEIGATION 

LAWRENCE LUTTRELL, 
Plaintiff@), 

- against - 

Defendants. 

NO. 2 0 1 8 ’  P. 3/4 

Index No.: 106915/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGmNT 

MOTION 

WHEFUZFORB, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Prmtioe Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLrrin with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defeoldants, all claims and c r o ~  olaims agaJnst 

Defmdant, WeiI-Mcllain be and the s m e  ate hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to eithm party, 

Dated )ZQll 
New York, New York 

&E& 
SEGAL McCAMBRIJ)EE 
SINGER 8 MAHONEY, LTX), Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New Ymk, W 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1200 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

so ORDEREP, 



This Document Relates To: 

RONALD J. DEON, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., flWa AMEEUCAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, T U N E  US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, lNC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

T U N E  US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa p e r r r g ,  B 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, $ew, Jersey 0 73 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

\ NOV - 4 2011 32) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CI-ERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitla, J.) 

i Index N 6 .. 1069 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD J. DEON AND LINDA M. DEON, 1 1 1994/02 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND OWER A. C. & S. ,  INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yor ,Ne  York 
/ ~ j i / i j l l O l ~  

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ronald J. Deon and Linda M. Deon 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

c 
New York, New York 100 F I L E D  (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, NOV - 4  2011 

COU~n CLERK'S OFFICI 

454-6017N NEW 

{NO090 166-1 } 



Index No: 106963102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, T U N E  US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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. p 1 L E D L*' 4 

Dated: -<* \ O \ T  \'[ 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

-r732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, OCT 2 4 2011 

v7 cl A q11 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No. 106964/02 Q 

JOHN KOSTOROSKI, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants . 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

.- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: &f*& 6 ,2011 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

l d  

& \ L E D  850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

NO\I -4 2011 

cour\l"iy CLEW'S OFFFEe 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 



TMc:CC(ipk) 
91291 1 1 

Our File No 
S-7483-02 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

WHEREFORE, defendant Cofisolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being BO opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
w York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: F\L-  -! 9 
-4 2n\\ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RFi: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X _____________________I__________________-_--------~-~~---_----- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
________________________________________-----------------"----- 
SHIRLEY CIRBUS, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of PATRICK J. 
CIRBUS, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

IAS Part 30 A. C. & S. INC., gt 4. 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

* 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By: 
Samuel M. Melowi 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street D 
New York, New York 100 18 

NOV - 4 2011 (212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Hon. S h e w k i n  Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No,: 106999/02 

PATRICK CIRBUS, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

Defendants, 

WHERIEFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: l()!rq ,2011 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, Pa,&'\ 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 L 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

New York, NY 10022 N(yj - 4  2011 . 
(212) 651-7500 

COU~n CLERK'S 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 106999-02 
This Document Relates To: 

SHIRLEY CIRFNJS, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of PATRICK J. CIRBUS, and SHIRLEY 
CIRBUS, Individually, 

PlaintiffCs), 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

-against- 

A.C. AND S. INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDXRD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Dated: \o\ s / \\ 
 up.^ I Y CLLHK'S OFFICE 

w YORK 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/Wa American Standard, Inc. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys far Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 an, New Jersey 08736 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 



SU$REME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

n 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

SHIRLEY CIRBUS, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of PATRICK J. CIRBUS, and SHIRLEY 
CIRBUS, Individually, 

Plaintiff@), 

-against- 

A.C. AND S. INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

1 1 13 16-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

F I L E D  

Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

) 528-8888 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 
X 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 4. . 
Defendants. 

l___r__l_l__l_r-_-_l_Ir_l______l_f_rl__r----------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New 

I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 12121 302-2400 
. . I  X I  

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: OCT 14 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 0 
WILLIAM F. LAW AND PATRICIA Y. LAW, j 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,201 1 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
William F. Law and Patricia Y. Law 
WEITZ & LUXENRERG, P.C. 

New 700 Broadway York, New York 10003 F\LE 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO0421 73-1 ] 

2571 -0562AA 

OCT 1 4  20111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

1 I n d e n N o . e  
i 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM F. LAW AND PATRICIA Y. LAW, 

-against- 

Plaintiffs, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., i MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
William F. Law and Patricia Y. Law 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

mv - 4 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

-.OUN ry CLERKS OFF''' 
NENYoRK 

4544550AA 

OCT 1 4  2011 



: IndexN . 1070061 w MARY LOU LA GOE, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of ROBERT H. LA 
GOE, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 A. C. & S. INC., eJ 

Defendants. 

WHEMFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc, hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

264 West 40h Street :a*., ~ -i 2041 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 C;C, 1 1' C,iizRKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

Dated: New York, New York 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 17995/02 

ROBERT LAGOE, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party, 

Dated: 144 ,2011 
New York, New York 

'*lflr'' k* SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

Attorneys Weil-McLain for Defendant F I L E D  
NOV -4 2011 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

LAWRENCE ROOKEY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No. : 107006/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 10 19 ,2011 
New York, New York 

9 Jennifer L. Budner, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 9 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

New York, NY 10022 wov - 4  2011 

SO ORDERED, 

._-  

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



I ,  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROL RUFFUS, AS ADMINISTRATIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF ARNOLD BENEDETTO JR., 
AND EDNA MAE BENEDETTO, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., el al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIWEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Estate of Arnold Benedetto Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New'York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
~~~ *-P Fp "Qjl 

(N0042173-1) 

7 



C:LU55058/leg~l/nos~m 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 107007/02 & 
1 15342/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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. 01 \ \s \ 1 \ 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK __ 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: Index No: 107098l02 

WILLIAM P. O'MEARA, 

Plain tiff(s), 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., flWa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US TNC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: \o \s I\ 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Tnc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New f e j O v  E Q 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 107098/02 

EILEEN O'MEARA, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF WILLIAM j 
P. O'MEARA, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

without costs. 

A. C. & S . ,  INC., et al.. 
Defendants. j 

I 

I 
i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Wiliam P. O'Meara 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

F I L E D  80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

NOV - 4 2011 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler COUNTY CLERKS OFflCE 
NEW YORK 

2383-25521 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



From: FAXmaker To: Shawnette Fluitt Esq Page: 313 

CLBS 524Ulegalliioqim 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Date: 9/21/2011 12:18:38 PM 

NO OPPOSITJON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 107098/02 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the abovc-cntitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, N C .  with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition tliereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. he and the same are hereby dismissed With prejudice and 

without costs. 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Slreel, 14'h Floor 
New York, Ncw Yorlc 10006 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, New York 1.0003 

p \ L E D  
flov - 4 201' 

SO ORDERED, OFFICE 
c$14TY CLERK 

NEW m R K  

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


--x 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT Plaintiff( s), 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ad. IAS p a  30 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, N w York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

/al/lp// 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

BY= rz& B 
Matthew T. MacIntyr@fEsq. 

700 Broadway 264 West 40* Street 
New York, N*ew York 10003 New York, New York lOOl8~0y 4 2011 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

1.S.C. 



8 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X - * * C I - c - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

PAULINE BURTON as Executrix for the Estate 
of RICHARD BURTON, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index N : 107099-0 Q 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US INC., fMa  AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendants, T U N E  US INC, fMa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upan 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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg \-? 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f M a  American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

(212) 558-5500 Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RANDALL KACER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ O K  ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 

1660468 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~. 

RANDALL KACER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: l o / /  ,2011 

cj&& 
fbe ,ESb~ Jenni er . Budner, Esq. 

SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 

LTD. 

100 F I L E D  



HOAQLAND, LONG0 
MORAN,DUNST 8, 
DWKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NNVBRUUWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEVT MILL RD 
WTE 2M 
HAMMONTON, WJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS J. COYNE, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-107102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: I@?-/,, New Brunswick, NJ 

92 w 
PATTI BURSHTYN, ESQ. 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAIN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Koh le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
Thomas J. Coyne 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

+32 - ~ s 4 3 7 3  
SO ORDERED: 

F I L E D  
QCT 2 12011 NOV - Lr 2011 

. .- -. . 

BW-BEING-30 



This Document Relates To: 

RICHARD K. GEARY, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A 0  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMAFtY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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. F \ L E D  
Jd rz/% QfE4 20'' 

r fl CLERKS OFF= 
Keith M. O'Connor, Esq.- YORK 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 
J 

Honorable Sherry K < H e w  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA GEARY, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE / 
ESTATE OF RICHARD K. GEARY, 

j I.A.S, Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S,, INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,201 1 

Estate of Richard K. Geary 
MCGIVNEY & KLUCEK, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

ew York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

(N0042173-1) 



RICHARD K. GEARY (Dec.), : IndexNos. 1 

Plaintiff(s), 
: NO OPPOSITION 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S, INC., gt d., : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED,'that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\D  \ \ Q  \ c\ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Co any and Goodyear Can a Inc. 

Uawrence G. Lee, Esq. 
By: By: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

NOV - 4 2011 
Dated: New York, New York 

COUNTY CLERK'S O F F L e  
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 

2 42011 
Qfir 



RICHARD K. GEARY, 

Plaintiff@), 

-against- 

A 0  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Index No: 107167-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 'S L\ 
New Yxk,  New York e 

Weitz & Luxenberg \ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 Manasquan, New Jers 

Trane U S  Inc., f/Wa 
2430 Route 34 

NfJ$ - 4 2g41 , (732) 528-8888 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW Y0R.K CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 107183/02 

MATTHEW DEGAETANO, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

WEE-MCLAIN, et al., 
_ 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: !/q ,2011 
New York. New York 

- w  

v - 1  Me;/4Jk*tG JennKr L. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Wed-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 

New York, NY 10022 

SINGER & MAHONEY 

SO ORDERED, 

', LTD. 

1100 

NOV - 4  2011 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



HOAGLAMI, LONG0 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS A1 LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
N E W B R l h W l C K ,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 MLTSEY’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: 

JOAN M. FAGAN as the Executrix for the Estate of 
JOHN J. FAGAN and JOAN M. FAGAN, Individually, 

against 

ACandS, INC.. et al.. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-107403 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: W-1 I New Brunswick, NJ 

3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
t o  h le r Co. of John J. Fagan and Joan M. Fagan, 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

30 ORDERED: 

rOCTl4 Nit 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J*) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANDREW S. NEER, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 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. 

,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Andrew S. Neer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 F I L E D  

(212) 509-3456 

NO\I 4 201' 

NlZ\Iv ymK 

SO ORDERED, 
co"Nfl CL€WS OFF\= 

454-1 1382 

{ NO090 166-1 } OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANDREW S. NEER, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index cF& 
96/02; 1 16798107 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, ew York q .2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Andrew S. Neer 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 a New York, New York 10004 

(212) 509-3456 

Hon. Yheny Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-..- x 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

WILLIAM RICHARDSON, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
BYRON RICHARDSON, 

Index NO, 107542-2002 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 
GEtlERAI. ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

X --- 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Belluck & Fox LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4fh Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for General Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2 t h  FI or 

Newark, NJ 07 102 F 1 L E-D 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV - 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S O f W X  
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAl 

X 

JOHN HAMILTON and MARILYN HAMILTON, Index No. 107543-2002 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A X . &  S. INC., et al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for General Electric Cornpan 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2th.SI 
Newark, NJ 07102 k" 

Joseph %. Belluck, Esq. 
Belluck & Fox LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 107761/02 

~ 

ROSE DEAN, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: I Ollv ,2011 
New York, New York 

I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

i 
4 

F I L E D  
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 NOV -4 2011 * 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

@Q/ 



-against- 

A. C. & S. INC.,gtd., 

Plaintiff(s), 

NYCAL 

Index No. 107761/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Can da Inc. 

By: -!7&- By: 3 .  
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Lawrence G. Lee, E 

w 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 F I L E D  (212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

NOV - 4  2011 Dated: New York, New York 
COUNTY CLERKS OFF\= 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED: 

'Orr ? 4 20 11 



OCT, 13,  2 0 1 1  6 : 5 1 P M  

SUPIXBME COURT OF TEE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O X  

In Re: NEW YO= CIIYA-SBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 108105/02 

WILLIAM KOPCHO, 
Plaintifqs), 

- agaiast - 
WaIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSrnON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, D e f m h t  WELMCLAm hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismis$ing 
plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain With prejudice, and there being no 
opposition theteto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross claitlls agaimt 

Defmdant, W d - M c k  bc and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice axid without casts 

to either party. 

Dated: 1 g14 ,2011 
New ork, New York 

'k SEGAL L, M c C m R I D G E  Buher, Esq. 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD, 
Attorneys for Defendant 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 

(212) 558-5500 F\LED New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 

New Yo& NY 10022 4 2Q11 

G@& 
s OF@ 

, ?. 

so ORDERED, COUH-$@l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ * _ - - - - - - - - - " * ~ - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - . - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) /e 14082-05 Index N 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_______-________________________________--~-..---------------------- 
This Document Relates to: 

PHILIP R. COX 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summq judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
l o r 5  ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

L 

iou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 

SO ORDERED, 



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.Civi1 Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

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 p r k  
6 ~ b b u  b ,2011 

' 

-+irli 'i, WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Y h d  HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
' d t t o r  ne y s for Defendant 

TISHMANCONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 4 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

F I h E D 
\Qy - 4, 2011 1 

I.U. Willets Road 
ertson, New York 11507 

COUNTY' CLERKS 0- 
' Q@VYQR&, 

) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



i IndexN- 
PHILLIP R. COX, 

114082/05 Plaintiff( s), 

"against- : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

s 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
ork, New York 

,-- bi 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003, New York, New York 10018 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York. New York 
__>" 

SO ORDERED: 



* 
* -  c 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
PHILIP COX 

[ Index No,: 108196/02 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et. al., 

j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, disrnissingplaintiff s complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Peerless Industries, Tnc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARI) & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway, 6’Floor 
New York, New York 100 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 108356/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROBERT E. HOULMAN, SR., 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEFWFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: l 4 4  ,2011 
New qork, New York 

.*- 

7”= 
b 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. %* 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant I 

New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain r 

SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

F I L E D  ~ 

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 NOV -4 2011 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

- 1  

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



Individually, 

-against- 

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , Ne York 
/0/7/p/ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

R 

By: 
Frank Ortiz 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

264 West 40th Street 

New (212) York, 302-2400 New York 1001 8 F I L E D .  
NOV - 4  2011 

Dated: New York, New York 
CO~JNI '{ c;LERK'S QFFICE 

NEW Y Q W  

SO ORDERED: OCT 1 4  28f 
Hon, Sherry Rlein Hxler ,  J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
______I_____________-__-------__----- -X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
- t - - -______-- l - -________l_________l__ -X 
This Document Relates to: 
Kathleen Owens, Individually and as 
Executrix f o r  t h e  Estate of John Owens, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.C. & S., Inc., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 108535/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
_ _ _ _ _ - I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ f _ _ _ _  X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against defendant Mario 6 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc .  , be dismissed with prejudice and without co&.] I , 
Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

-, 

J stinvM. rafe, 
Weitz & Luxenbe S . C .  
Frank MYOrkfz 

&Len and Dykman L 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
Ka thl een O w e n s ,  Individua 11 y Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 
and a s  Executrix for the E s t a t e  Inc .  
of John Owens 177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

: 10924-5239 

So Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

(Heitler, J,) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 108535/02 

John J, Owens 
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 

plaintifi'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 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12' Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 1 4 2011 



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. Owens 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 108535/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

4 
& OFP@. 

NO1 
“lq F @ R K  

G0UC.I NE-  
SO ORDERED, 

OCT 14 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEWFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
l o /  4 ,2011 

"li +>%=- 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. +y". 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

He& Ktoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 



NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC.,gtd., : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part 30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyem 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

a Lawrence G. Lee 
By: 

Erik Jacobs 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, Mew York 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT I 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

PHYLLIS DOLBERG as Administratrix for the : NYCAL 
Estate of ROBERT MERRY, and ALMA MERRY, 
Individually, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: I.A.S. Part 30 

P lain t i ff( s), : Index No.: 108868-02 

-against- 

A.C. and S ,  TNC., et al., 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

Defendants. 
X _r__-_-_---ll---_t"__________l_l______l_--------l*----"--------~- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorn& for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

F f i c b  M. Kozin, Esq. ~ 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 1 4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 108872/02 

ALFRED KOPERA, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: l q / q  ,2011 
New York, New York 

A 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. '' 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 



c 

DORIS FENNELL KOPERA as Executrix for the : NYCAL 
Estate of ALFRED J. KOPERA, : I.A.S. Part 30 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitlerj 

: Index No.: 108872-02 
P 1 ain ti ff( s), 

-agaiiist- 
NO-OPI'OSITION SUMMARY 

A.C. and S. INC., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs' coinplaint 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. 

Nicole M. Kozin, Esq. 
K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, N Y  10022 

9 

700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

J 

SO ORDERED, 

QCT 1 4 20114 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Products Compan 

DAVID WEAVER 
Index No.: 108982-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMR R1 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
l o  14 , 2011 

niou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

NOV -4 2011 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., rNC. 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 
OccbbC2c 5,201 1 

-_ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

TY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

so ORDERED, 

CONSTRUCTION CO., 
1.U. Willets Road 

Albertson, New York 11 
(516) 294-5433 

, INC. 

5 07 
NO\J - !j 2 j y 1  

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE. 
NEW YORK 



THOMAS WIMMER AND DONNA WIMMER, : Index N 

Plaintiffs, 
w 

: NO OPPOSITION 
-against - : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

A,C. and S., INC., a a. 
Defendants 

"" ---I.. ----__-r_l* I .... ..l-l"ll"l.. ---- - ---- x 
WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc, hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goadyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New Yor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff((s) 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 

! 

7000 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

NOY (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

s OF@ fl CLEBK 
GouN NE\NYOR~ Dated: New York, New York 

- .  

SO ORDERED: 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

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 T I S W N  REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New-York 
@bSU' b ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Aqorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

Albertson, New York 1 1507 
-- 200 I.U. willets Road F I L E D 

NOV - 4 2011 
- 
-i 

( 5  16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

C0UN-r Y CLEHKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

f- '\ 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
C S  b- 2013 

'i 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & NOV - 4 2011 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_________-__.___________________________------------.~-------------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 109434-02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_ r _ - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - ~ " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - . . -  

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM M. ALMOND 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
_ _ f - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ * _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ - - . - - - - - - - - - " - ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and Without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
(0 /< - ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

z 

SO ORDERED, 



-against- 

I WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S,, INC.,etd. ,  : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 Defendants. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

ubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

- 
264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 
(2 i 2) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

- 4 2011 

m7- 1 4  20 11 SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 109641/02 

LEONARD R. DARMSTEDTER, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

De fendant s . 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION 
' SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORF,, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: ,2011 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. *'* SEGAL MCCAMBFUDGE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 4 

New York, NY 10022 N@/ - 4 2011 -1 1 

CLERKS OFF'CE 

t%d 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

'778 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 109642/02 

MAURICE HOURIHAN, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 
.". */ 

Dated: 1. 
Jennifer . Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 I+ 2021 

0 CLERK 
GOUN F1E\NYORK 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

s oFF\GE 
New York, NY 10022 WV@ 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.C. & S., INC., ad., 
Defendants. : IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
0 C h . k  3 \ 2  Gf 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

E l y : p 4 -  By:& 
John Richmond 

- Rubber Cfipany and Goodyear A CanadyInc. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

1 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

QCT L 4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
10 15 ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 

SO ORDERED, 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JULY 2011 FIFO - - - -___~~r______-"_r-------~~--------~~~--------_~~------~_~--------~"~- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, , hereby requests summary judgment 

in the aboveentitled 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 COWORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, NewJork 
(]ckkw ,2011 

Noit 6' ti 

INTY Ci FRK'S U kj1.,1- 

NEW YORK 
HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5 16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No. : 1097 10-02 
ANTHONY J. FIOCCO 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARl 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
a 5  ’ ,2011 

Frank Oft~zYFEsq. ‘’ 
+r.vv”-m ?+$ e- - 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ““a, ‘“e 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

’u> 
% 

\ 

Ihf6 Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 1 I 

1 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

This Document Relates to: 

LOUIS A. LIPA, SR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 109809/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. +\-* Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. %\+>$ REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  (21 2) 521 -5400 

US_ACTIVE-106739491 .I 



LEONARD COSTELLO, as the Executor for the 
Estate of FRANK J. COSTELLO, 

: Index NO. 1 

: NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT Plaintiffs, 

-against - : MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC.,&& 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WETTZ & LIJXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
l_________f"____________________1_______----------------------- X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 

__________________r_rr_______l__________---------"------------- X 
BEATRICE SMITH, as Executrix for the Estate of : Index N + 1 102 
WILLIS R. GAVIGAN, 126765102 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION e 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., & 4. ; Hen. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne York, New York & ' 21-  UL? 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: B 

700 Broadway 264 West 40fh Street D 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 NOV - 4 2011 

Dated: New York, New York 
COUNTY CLEHKS OFFICE 

NEW YQRK 

O C T l  4 ZU,, 
SO ORDERED: 



HOAOLAND, LONG0 
MORAN, WNST 8 
WUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATCRSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
Mw BRUNSAKK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S M L  RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMUIONTON. NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES A. ROBINETT, 

against 

ACandS. INC.. et al.. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-1 10269 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
OL*!KR 7 , d a /  

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

New York, NY 10003 



JAMES 0. HUGHES 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
1 10296/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JULY 2011 FIFO __________r___l______r_____l____l_______----------------------~----"---- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., TNC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO,, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

AHM @@ , DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

SO ORDERED, - 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

200 Albertson, I.U. Willets New York Road 11 F I L E D  7 

( 5  16) 294-5433 
L 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICF 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I O !  5 ,2011 

r A  

oniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, NQV - 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YQRK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
IO 15 ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

L A y  
I Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New-Yoyk l U 5  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
X ______l____-ll_r_l_r____l_________l_____--"-----"-------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

x e  
____..rl___--__l"____11-,.-r------1------------l------"-------------- 

KEITH R. JAKWAY, as Executor for the Estate of : Index N .d10297/ 
JOHN H. JAKWAY, and JUNE JAKWAY, 
Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC.,e-t& : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, . 

----*-- -----,.".- .. l--------*dl-------- "_" ------- I I-----,.l-r------ x 
: IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 

NOV -4 2011 

W N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 i 

Dated: New York, New York 

OCT I 4  2011 SO ORDERED: 



JOHN H. JAKWAY (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
1 10297102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JULY 2011 FIFO _-----l_____r--________r_____l_____r____---_---------I------------------ X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

ERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 F I L E  

NOV - 4  2m ( 5  16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

COUNT( CLERK'S Oif"Fk%:k 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 110305-02 
KENNETH G. MILLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
I O / <  , ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New York 

A 



A. C. & S. INC., gt d., 

NYCAL 

Index No. 110305/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc, hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 8 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

GLLRKS OFF'C@ 
NEW Y0RK 

OCTl42011 Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

KENNETH G. MILLER (Deceased) 
Index No 
1 10305/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHlMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 'INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
201 1 

ES EDWARDS 
& McMANUS 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

orneys for Defendant 
SHMANCONSTRUCTION F I L E D 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHh4AN REAL* & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. NOV - 4 2011 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

York 11507 CQLJNIy CLERKS h '  

NGW Y?R!( 
SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TlSHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York oc+c+us, 201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

TY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

STRUCTION CO., INC. 
.U. Willets Road 

Albertson, New York 1 1507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

F L E D  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 1 103 19-02 
WESLIE WALDRON 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
l o j 5  , 2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 1 & I  L E 

i, r 

< NOV - 4 2011 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICF 
NEW YORK Hon. Sherq?K6n Heitfer 



c 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

LUCY WALDRON as Executrix for the Estate of 
WESLIE M. WALDRON, & LUCY WALDRON, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

; NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No. 1 103 19/2002 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND OFtDER 

A.C. and S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., incorrectly sued as Peerless Heaters 

Co., Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules 6 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc,, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no apposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk New York 977 2011 

CJ Steven Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Lucy Waldron 
LEWIS BRISBOB BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 1" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 F I L E D  (212) 232-1300 0 

SO ORDERED: c 4 2a11 
' 1 NOV 
+C^ 3 r 

r-Tt;J I' !-??WE -,r t'' 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

CQt:>I ' , 
\I $id .b 

\ut- 4 

I OCT 14 2011 
4815-6829-9530 I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ORDER 
__________________"_""~-----------------------------~~~"-.---------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne,'''k, New, 1;;; 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

E 

.I. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 110478-02 
RICHARD DAY 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ * . - - _ - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ l _ ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I O  15 ,2011 

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
Gcbb- c, 2011 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
Gcbb- c, 2011 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, \,&MUTY, DEMERS & MCMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Y 

Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY 

so ORDERED, 

CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 



FARO P. VITALE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
1 10776102 

NO OPPOSmION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JULY 2011 FIFO ______---_______r-_____1____________1__1-----------_-------~----------~- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & 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, 

TISHh4AN 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 Yyrk 
/JCb bu" b, 201 I 

FRANK ORTIZ ' 

TY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

.> r SHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

' * l l r y  <, WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

** ~ *'. 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

SO ORDERED, 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

on, New York 115 
94-5433 F I L E D d  4 

NOV - 4 2011 1 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 110848-02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

JOHN C. BUCKLEY 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
10 15 ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n A  

lenztoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 

SO ORDERED, 



A.C. & S., INC. , e tL ,  : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
Defendants. : IASPart30 

WHEREFORE9 defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo , N e  York /4qL f i  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT 1 4  2011 



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 Y p k  
O C + a S ~  9,2011 

L - 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

on, New York 11507 
94-5433 

F l ~ ~ ~  
MIR! $ qIr 

SO ORDERED, ~ ~ P F t ~ p  



-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., @&, 

Plaintiff(s), 

NYCAL 

Index No. 110850/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
/o////// 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

4 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 Mov - "" 

3 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York. New York 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

ANTHONY CELESTE SR. 
Index No.: 110850-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\o 15 , 2011 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Won. 

- 
Sherry 

1 #. , 

Hxen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' 
New York. New Yc 



Index No.: 1065 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

f 

SUPlU3ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X -------""--l__ll----_------ll-llll-----l--~-~-- 

X ____1_-_-_------1---11__________1__1____---"------------------- 

This Document Relates To: 

LEONARD POMPOSELLO, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S. INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

X --""l----t-r_----_--_____________1_1_11_------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/Va AMERICAN STANDARD, lNC, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/Va AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. L E D  
NryJ -* ai 2021 

Id Q'L i y  i;i ~ R K S  OFRCE 
PIEVY YORK 

Keith M, O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/Wa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 110859-02 
LEONARD POMPOSELLO 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
l0/5 ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Stpet, 24' Floor 
New Yorlql New Wk$ldQOS * \ '  

x a Inl +I-  

\ CO'JNN CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 
Oc'FScr 5-,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

S & McMANUS 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY 
CONSTRUCTION CO., IN 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

, New York 11507 
-5433 

F l  
N(yJ 4 20'11 

$J OFFlCE fl CLmK SO ORDERED, 
c0UN NEv\IYoRK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 11 1308/02 

GEORGE HENRY BISHOP, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: lo\)Y ,2011 
New York, New York 

\ Jenni er L. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 I L E p New York, NY 10022 i 

NOV - 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 



Index No.: 106 
This Document Relates To: 

SHIRLEY CJRBUS, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of PATRICK J. CIRBUS, and SHIRLEY 
CIRBUS, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. AND $. INC., et al,, 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X ----1----_______1__1____r_______ll______------------------- 

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 plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 



& .  
, I ,  .. 

SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No.: 11 1316-02 
This Document Relates To: 

SHIRLEY CIRBUS, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of PATRICK J. CIRBUS, and SHIRLEY 
CIRBUS, Individually, 

Plaintiff@), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. AND S. INC., et al., 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD: INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, T U N E  US INC., fMa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: \o\ 5 \ / / 
New Y s k ,  New York 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., flWa American Standard, Inc, 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 / 2430 Route 34 
(212) 558-5500 Manasquan, N e w p i  " 8 1 1 "  E 

(732) 528-8888 

CQOV - 4  2011 SO ORDERED, 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
912911 1 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICK J. CIRBUS 

INDEX NO. 
11 1316/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-clairns 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
L O \ ' ;  N 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-5687-02 NOV - 4  2021 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

__ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 (Heitler, J.) 

__ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 11 1316/02 

SHIRLEY CIRIBUS, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of PATRICK J. CIRBUS, and SHIRLEY CIRBUS, 
Individually MOTION AND ORDER 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, flwa Viacom Inc., 

successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania Corporation, flwa Westinghouse 

Electric Corporation (hereinafter "CBS Corporation") hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CBS Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CBS Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
September 23,201 1 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant CBS Corporation, a 
Delaware Corporation, f/wa Viacom Inc., 
successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a 
Pennsylvania Corporation, YVa Westin 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
Patrick J. Cirbus and Shirley Cirbus 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 Electric Corporation 

, New York 10038 NOV - 4 2Q'I 
r,: !" K x  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 111316/02 

SHIRLEY CIRBUS, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of PATRICK J. CIRBUS, and SHIRLEY CIRBUS, 
Individually MOTION AND ORDER 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the sarne are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
September 23,201 1 

'> 
Attorneys WEITZ & for LUXENBERG, Plaintiff($ 5?? Attorneys MALABY for & Defendant BRADLEY, LLC 
Patrick J Cirbus and Shirley Cirbus 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 
New York, New York 10003 

PC. 

go\LED ' 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 

New York, New York 1003 
c 4 m 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 
(--\ r_nK ' OFFICE 

COUNTY,;, . ( O M  

SO ORDERED, nmlQJ11 



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 A. C, & S. INC., gt 4. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 -_ 4 2011 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN M. YEDINAK 
Index No.: 1 1 15 10-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMh 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
IO I S  ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD J. DEON AND LINDA M. DEON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & $., INC., et al., 
Defendants . 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ronald J. Deon and Linda M. Deon 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, NOV - 4 2011 
COU~n CLERK'S OFFW 

4544017N NEW YORK 

{NO0901 66-1 } 



SWREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index N 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et SI,, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US NC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, NC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, T U N E  US INC., fMa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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. 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a er' a Sta 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, @ew,Jersey 0 73 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

IF%gri3 
NQV - 4 2011 732) 528-8$88 - 'r 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



This Document Relates To: 

RONALD J. DEON, 

Plaintiff(s), 

Index No: 11 1994102 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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 dismisse 

prejudice and without costs. 

N e w f i r k .  New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

(212) 558-5500 J@r~asquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN ROSTOROSKI, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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: ($?!&k 6 ,2011 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
912911 1 

Our File No 
S-7483-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defend& Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc, 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

c 

SO ORDERED: F \ L E  4 

OCT 1.4 20tl 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 112258-02 
DARRELL C. COVERT 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N;; T y k ,  New York 
,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

_ _ _ _ _ ~  
I- 

Helen Antoniou McGowanzq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
$8 Pine Street, 24' Floor 

2 I 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I O  15 ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

D 

ICE 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
/ 



JOSEPH KOVALCHICK, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
x __---__---_l_-l_lr___ll__________rr_____------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway hZELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 
SO ORDERED: 

NQV -4 2011 

E;OUNV CLERK'S OFFICE OCT 1 4  2011 
NEW YORK 



: NO OPPOSITION SNECKENBURG, and CATHERINE 

SNECKENBURG Individually, SUMMAFtYSuDGMENT 
'laintiff% : MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request sumary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada h e .  with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDEED,  that upon notice 'to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By: 

264 West 40'" Street 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 , New York, New York 1 OD 1 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 NOV - 4  2911 

Dated: New York. New York 
QFFKE 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPOIUTION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHlMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
0 chb- y, 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, fl Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

*%' ' . ,  ,' 1 UTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
orneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
C STRUCTION CO., INC. 

Albertson, New York 1 15 
00 I.U. Willets Road 

F I L  (516) 294-5433 

NOV - 5 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
lo/ 5 ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, # 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heit& 
COUNTY CLERK'S O/=F~CE 

NEW YOAK 



From: FAXmaker To: Justin M Page: 619 Date: 10/5/2011 5:41:09 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN N E W  YORK CITY 

IN E: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. P a r t  30 
X NYCAL --______________II________________II__ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X I - L I _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 112736/02 
C a r l  Cucco Jr. and Gaetana Cucco, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SuMMaRY JUDGMENT 
A . C .  & S., Inc. ,  et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

. "  

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 t h e r e t o ,  

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  claims 

and cross claims against defendant; B u r n h a m  LLC, be d i s m i s s e d  

F I L E !  
w i t h  prejudice and without costs.  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs Attorneys for 
C a r l  Cucco Jr. and Gaetana Burnham LLC 
Cucco 177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor  Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York, New York 10003 

@ NO.: 11084-2884 

So Ordered: 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:llwww.gfi.com 

http:llwww.gfi.com


From: FAXmaker To: Justin M Page: 5/9 Date: 10/5/2011 5 4 1  :08 PM 

I I 
I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

X NYCAL __--I--_-----_------l_l__________ll___ 

IN RE: N'EW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. P a r t  30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

X --------------------Il_____fff_l____ll 

This Document Relates to: 
C d r l  Cucco Jr. and Gaetana Cucco, 

Index No. : .112736/02 

Plaintiffs, 
- aga ins t  - 

A . C .  & S., Inc. , et al., 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMadARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X _ I l _ f _ _ l _ _ _ l f - l l _ l l _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc. ,  hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section S3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps I n c . ,  with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims I 
be I and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Tnc. , 

F I L E  
dismissed w i t h  prejudice and without costa. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
ro [p i  , 2011 

sq- 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Carl Cucco Jr. and G a e t a n a  Goulds Pumps  Inc. 
Cucco 177 Montague Street  
700 Broadway, Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Attorneys for Defendant 

New York, New Y o r k  1000 (718) 855-9000 
e No-: 6754-7356 

So Ordered: 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/iwww.gfi.com 

http:/iwww.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. - - - - - - - - . - - - f " " - l - - * _ - - _ - - + - - . . - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 1 12740-02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

PAUL MICHAELS BUCZEK 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
IO!< ,2011 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 

New York, NY 10003 



From: FAXmaker To: Justin M Page: 719 Date: 10/5/2011 5:41:09 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE:  NEW YORK COUNTY T.A.S. P a r t  30 
X NYCAL ----__-f----------l-_l________________ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
-X --l---------l-l-----__l_ll__ll_l__fl_ 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 112736/02 
C a r l  Cucco Jr, and Gaetana Cucco, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A . C .  & S . ,  Inc. ,  et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant  to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section fs3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario 6 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc . ,  w i t h  prejudice,  and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all c l a i m E  

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plaster,ng Co. 

i 0114 I 

Inc . ,  be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. , 

y > *  2 kWZ 
Dated: Brooklyp, New York i 

2011 

Matthew T. MacIntge,  E s q .  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
A t t o r n e y s  for Plaintiffs 
C a r l  Cucco Jx. and  Gaetana Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 
Cucco Inc 
700 Broadway, 6'h Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

.: 10924-3. 
So Ordered: 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax sewer. For more information, visit: http:/W.gfi.cam 

http:/W.gfi.cam


Plaintiff($), 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C, & S. INC.,&d., Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\P \ \Q  / L\ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

By: 2 By: ;"---&G. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Co any and Goodyear Can a Inc. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. awrence G. Lee, Esq. 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

NOV - 4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

RICHARD K. GEARY, 

Index No: 10 e 
PlaintiffCs), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER A 0  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al,, 

Defendants. 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

(212) 558-5500 Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA GEARY, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE i 
ESTATE OF RICHARD K. GEARY, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNo,: 1 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
-against - ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 1 

WHEEFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and these being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,201 1 

I 

Estate of Richard K. Eeary 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

(NO042 173-1 ] 



This Document Relates To: Index No: 112800-02 

RICHARD K. GEARY, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A 0  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

T U N E  US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: \e/ S I  \ \  
New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg '1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New 
(212) 558-5500 

$0 ORDERED, 

York 10003 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

Manasquan, New p e + Q  E D (732) 528-8888 



.,e 

TMc:CC(jpk). 
91291 1 1 

Our File No 
S-7646-02 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RICHARD GEARY 

INDEX NO. 
1 12800/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON, SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendat Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\O\Y\\\ 

New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

SO ORDERED: - 
Hon. 

New York, NY 10003-3598 

Sherry Klein Heitler 

0CTI 4 2011 



FAITH E, WEBER, Individually and as Personal : NYCAL 
Representative for the Estate of RAYMOND F. 
WEBER, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff( s), : Index No.: 1 12954-02 

-against - 

A.C. and S. INC., et a]., 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and R d e s  Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO, be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022 NOV - 4 2011 

(212) 536-3900 
'OUNTV 

OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 112954/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RAYMOND F. WEBER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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: I 6 / 1 4  ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, Nov - 4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
_ f _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 113079-02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

ERNEST R. ROMANOFSKI 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without casts. 

Dated: New York, New York 
IO!& ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

H e l h  Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

New York, New York 10005 I I 

-ly*___*__-_____________________________---------------------------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 1 13267-02 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

HARRY W. TFUMM 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
l0 ,h  ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

H& L t o n i o u  McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 



-against 

A.C. & S., INC,agl.,  

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and CFOSS claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne York, New Yo Tf ($4 7A-A 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

An Company and oodyear Canada Inc. 
A A -  

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 

4 'LQI~ (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York -* OF* 
. I (-l<@?iL 

I T  n r  

SO ORDERED: 
non. snerryni&-I?eitler, J.S.C. 



536.13357/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

DONALD RIDDELL, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR. CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

YORK 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heit,er 

Index No. : 

(August 2011 FIFO Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims aiid 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and w p.c.\..E.P 
DATED : 9 -  7- T,o I( Moq - 4  20'' 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintif & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 itq>d Conveyor Corporation 

e, Suite 350 

East Hanover, New Jersey 0 7 9 3 6  

SO ORDERED, 



BERNARDINE A. CARPENTER, Individually, 
: NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiff( s), : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A, C. & S. INC., ad., 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , Ne York 
/ O f / /  #7fl 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



BERNARDINE A. CARPENTER, Individually, : 
* NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC.,eta., 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
NewYork,NewYork 1 0 0 1 8 F  1 L E D 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 
lwJv - 4 2011 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM L. CARPENTER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) - - - - - - - - - 

Index No.: 1 13809-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
la 1% ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

b He n Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 



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 Jork 
oC#-hJ * ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

0 I.U. Willets Road 
bertson, New York 11507 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
orneys for Defendant 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
____-____-____"__________________c______--"--------------"----- X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

_f_--__r--___"r-_"__l__l__r__l__________----"---~-----~-------- X 
RUTH S. SCIORTINO, as Executrix for the Estate : Index N 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
/ 

11393 
of AARON O'BRIEN, c2E 

: NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C. & S., INC., eta., : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
Defendants. : IASPart30 

_____r--___r-____"______r______r____l___--_-----------_------_- X 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 ~ ; E I ~ V  - 4 2011 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 

~ N T Y  CLERKS OFFm 
Dated: New York, New York NEW YORK 

OCT 14  2011 
SO ORDERED: 

lein Heitler, J.S.C. 

- L 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 1 1393942 
AARON O'BRIEN 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry 

oniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New-York 
1 

4% 
' n *$ upw 

,~ d/>(hL 
~ ~ I I .. -".E MES EDWARDS 

, DEMERS & McMANUS 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

'"$ *.p,. A 
meys for Defendant 

20 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY 
CONSTRUCTIONCO.,INC. I L E D 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

on, New York 11507 
94-5433 NOV - 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



536.13289/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein H 

ELMER MARIO ALBERICO, Deceased, : 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

Index No. : 114013/02 

(September 2011 FIFO Trial 
Group) 

it1 

Defendants. 

NO QPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the  above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor 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, 

sane are herelny dismissed wjth prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 

nover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



.- 

HOAOLAND, LONGO 

DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORhEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH SRSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 232 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

MORAN, DUNST a 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOAN M. FAGAN as the Executrix for the Estate of 
JOHN J. FAGAN and JOAN M. FAGAN, Individually, 

against 

ACandS. INC.. et al.. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-1 141 19 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Cow, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 1&-(\ New Brunswick, NJ 

DUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, an as the Executrix for the Estate 
Kohler Co. n J. Fagan and Joan M. Fagan, 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 

SO ORDERED: 

O C T l 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 107 
THIS DOCUMENT E F E R S  TO: 

ANDREW S. NEER, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
; NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j MOTION AND O m E R  

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. 

) 201 1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Andrew S. Neer Patterson Pump Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

F \ L € Q ?  
Nay - 4  201' 

co"Nr' C L W S  OFF'=- 
NEW YORK 

454-1 1382 

(N0090166-1) OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNo.: 107 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANDREW S, NEER, 4 116798/07 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- : NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. & S., INC,, et al., 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORlDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: NewY k, ew York ! b p y  ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Cop. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Andrew S. Neer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Ymk 10 New York, New York 10004 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, tqpJ - 4 20'11 

{NO042 1 73- 1 } 



"IJICL. 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER . 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

-against- 

A. 0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d. 
Defendants. 

IASPart30 
___I" frrr_____________~___II_ *I" ____________l_r__-------------- x 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New Yo Ne York 4 p p  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 NO!/ - 4 2011 New York, New York 10018 
(212) 558-5500 (21 2) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

OCT 1 4  2011 
SO ORDERED: 

Hon. Sherry Klein' Heitler, J.S.C. 



Individually, 
Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 

* SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC., ad., : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

c I '  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 wv - 4  2011 ; i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
l o  15 ,2011 

"*sa *,.- s,t 

V <  4 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. %4 <*, 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New,York 

- 
-% FRANK ORTIZ %* %n 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. * % * h  HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 COWORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALT 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

1 .  200 I.U. Willets Road 

SOORDERED, 4 
Hon. anerry hiein neiaer - - . I  ' W E  

NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ * _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ ~  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 114761-02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_ _ . " . - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - * - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - " " - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 

LEONARD PRIMEAU 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York l o p  ,2011 

c 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York. New - York 10005 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
i o /  L; ,2011 

\ -  =w Fm- 

*< 1 

q*q >\+?> Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helkn Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

Hon. Sherry Klein He: .- -- 

COU 



This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES F. RYBACKI (Deceased) e 114857/0 116797/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JULY 2011 FIFO x __-_____r-_____r-______________________I-----"---------------"------"--- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: A ertson, New Yprk bc%?b .tT h, 2011 

v %,," I ' WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

&km+ TY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

I L E D  

u t t o r n e y  s for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
COWORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. F 

NOV - 4 2011 
SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARGARET STERNER AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF DONALD E. STERNER AND i 
MARGARET STERNER, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to ai1 co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Estate of Donald L. Sterner 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway E 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
NOV - 4  2011 (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, F%,ufij-~y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(NOOX0939-1) 

454-6236AS 

OCT 1 4  2011: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARGARET STERNER AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF DONALD L. STERNER AND 
MARGARET STEWER, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J .) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., ef al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, CQurter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald L. Sterner 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Streef-Suite 2300 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway NOV - 4  2091 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004 

(2 12) 509-3456 CQUN-~Y CLERK'S O F F I E  
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 1 122-9633 

(N0080939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
c o m n  OF NEW YON 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S, Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
, ,  

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 10- 

MARGARET STERNER AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF DONALD L. STERNER AND 
MARGARET STERNER, INDIVIDUALLY, 

i 
i 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C, & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald L. Sterner 
WEl'rz & LtJXENBERG, P.C. 

ork, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-9135 

(N0080939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S.Part30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARGARET STERNER AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF DONALD L. STERNER AND 
MARGARET STERNER, INDIVIDUALLY, 

i 
, , t 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEFEFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,201 1 

Carol M. Tempesta, ES~Y 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald L. Sterner 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25635AS 

{N0042173-1} QCJ 1 4  2011 



DONALD L. STERNER (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. ) 

Index No 
114859/02 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the aboveentitled 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 
OL+o.,, L', 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

D $ 

NQY - 4  2011 
I 

COUN-IY CLERKS OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 114859-02 
DONALD L. STERNER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
lo 1.5 ,2011 

ab.# 
+:-- 
k % p?,< Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen -htolliou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests s u ~ m a r y  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, NewJork 
OLbb cr .J ,2011 

ES EDWARDS 

ttorneys for Defendant 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

EMERS & McMANUS 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REA Y 
CONSTRUCTION CO., IN 



: NO OPPOSITION BERNADETTE MCINERNEY, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., &&, 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part 30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y r , New York K3;,/// 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 264 West 40fh Street 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

New York, New York 1061 8 ' NQv -4 Io'' 

/ 
Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys : 

Erik Jacobs 

QCT 1 4 2011 
SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
J o p j  ,2011 

1 i - b 2 1  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ""8, "., Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. L., 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Y 

He& Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) ____________________---------------------.---""-~~-"---------------- 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN R. FlREDERICK 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
l o  15 ,2011 

** '. Frank Ortiz, Esq. +, 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hefeen' Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York l o a  \ m 

SO ORDERED, 



JOHN R. FREDERICK (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JULY 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 plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

orneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 1 1507 
( 5  16) 294-5433 

F I L E D  
NQV * 4 2011 

C O U ~ ~ ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO,, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

SO ORDERED, 

\BtEorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., PIC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 1150 E Q  

N()V 4 201' (516) 294-5433 
- 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY, JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff( s), MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 0.: 107007/02 & 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgmeiit 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 there 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. q \ \ 1 \ 

[eitler 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 313-3 



I #  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COTJNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROL RUFFUS, AS ADMINISTRATIX FOR ! 107007/02 
THE ESTATE OF ARNOLD BENEDETTO JR., 
AND EDNA MAE BENEDETTO, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

j 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Estate of Arnold Benedetto Jr. 

700 Broadway 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGlVNEY & KL,UGEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

!ED (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
NOV -- i g  2011 

{ NO0421 73-1 ] 

3 2 4 2Q.ll' 
1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

In Re First Judicial District 
Ashestos Litigation 

This Document Applies to: 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

KENNETH LAWRENCE, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

GENUINE PARTS COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

AND OWER 
Hun. Sherry Kiein Heitler, J.S.C. 
Index No.: 02-1 15650 

JUDGMENT MOTION .. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Genuine Parts Company, (hereinafter “Genuine Parts 
Company”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against Genuine Parts 

Company, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Genuine Parts Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
October ,2011 

New York NY 10038 
200 Delaware Avenue 

SO ORDERED: 



CHIMERA, 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

IASPart30 A. C. & S., INC,, 4. 
Defendants. 

J 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne Yo ,New York EhopT/ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: w I O/P/2~1.1 
Samuel M. rS)reirowiiz, ksq. 

$;BLED 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

SO ORDERED: (7 
Hon. Sherry K ein Heftler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\o / f ;  ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. Sherry 

H&n Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests s u m  judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

'* opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed ," with prejudice and /+ 

without costs . 
.*I "- 

Dated: Albertson, New,York 
O c b b c r  b ,2011 

ES EDWARDS 
.- 

-%.At Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

torneys for Defendant 

F I L E  \4 ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor i 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & .,~,, - b 

SO ORDERED, 

CONSTRUCTION CO . , INC . 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

, New York 11507 
-5433 



JAMES P. CAHILL, 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., ad., 

Plaintiff, 

Defendants. 

: I n d e x N o s  

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEEFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc, hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New I'';I!~Y York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys r Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 
Matthew MacInCfrre Lawrence G. Lee" 

C $  700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street It 

New York, New York 'i 001 8 E D  2 New York, New York 10003 
1sw - 4 2011 (212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

COUN I Y CLERKS 
NEW Yam Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: OCT 1 4  2011, 



1 16079/02 JAMES P. CAHILL 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I. U. W illets Road 

rtson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\O I 5  ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

He& Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York. New York 10005 



In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-- 

This Document Relates To: 

PAULINE BURTON as Executrix for the Estate 
of RICHARD BURTON, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C, & S. XNC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

--l-__c_______"_________l________l__l___-- x 
WHEREFORE? defendant, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, mC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, T U N E  US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, NC.? with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f M a  AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New 
(732) 528-8888 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFlC 
Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. ' NEwYORK 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 

Jersey 08736 

P@ 72 



WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/Cll!O! i l  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASJCAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street * q ?., " ' j lwi 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 cbY, \i i 6; .- i_iF:\K'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROBERT LAGOE, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

De fendant s . 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 1 6 / 1 4  ,2011 
New York, New York 

SINGER & MAHONEY, 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 

NCPV - 4 2011 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, N Y  10022 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
.LL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

N RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X _ _ - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X f l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I I  

'his Document Relates to: 
[ary Lou La Goe, Individually and as 
.dministratrix for the Estate of Robert 
:. La Goe, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

..C. & S . ,  Inc., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 117995/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U D W N T  
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary 

udgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

.gainst defendant Burnham LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

bpposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

.nd cross claims against defendant Burnham LLC, be dismissed with 

rrejudice and without costs. 

rated : Brooklyn, New York 

,ttorneys f o r  Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
Tary Lou La Goe, Individually Burnham LLC 
Ind as Administratrix for the  177 Montague Street 
: s t a t e  of Robert H. La Goe Brooklyn, New York 11201 

lew York, New York 10003 r File No.: 11084-2738 
00 Broadway, 6th Floor (718) 855-9000 

lo Ordered: 



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 
~ 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

-against- 

A, 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., @ 4. 
Defendants. 

_*" -IC--r----___4* ---* -----____I-" -r----** *-" I------ "----------x 
WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: By: 

P 
700 Broadway 264 i 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

New York, New York 100 18 N$$ -'* 4 ~~~~ 

OFF= 

Dated: New York, New York ~ O ' J ' ' ~ ~ g 4 ~ o H K  

n 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon . S h T K l e Y n  Heitler, J.S.C. 

OCT 14 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM F. LAW AND PATRICIA Y. LAW, 

Plaintiffs, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 107 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Xnc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

, costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCG~VNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
William F. Law and Patricia Y. Law 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-0562 AA 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM F. LAW AND PATRICIA Y. LAW, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et a/., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 0 e 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson P u p  Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yor , Ne York 
~~~~~, 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
William F. Law and Patricia Y .  Law 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 \ L E D  
(212) 509-3456 

mv - 4 2011 

-O"NT\I C;LERK'S OFWE 
SO ORDERED, 

NEWYORK 
4544550AA 

{N0090166-1} 

QCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 1 17996/02 

WLLIAM F. LAW, 
Plaintiff( s) , 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition t heret 0, 

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. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.' 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 

Jennikr L. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LT p \ L E Q  

New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 4 201' N()y 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 cOuN%$ yoRK 

ERKs OFC'lGE 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1015 ,201 1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 2 1 20 11 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORJS CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

_----l_l____"-----_______r_l______l_____------------"-----------"------- X (Heitler, J.) 
This Document Relates to: 

HENRY H. WILLIS (Deceased) 

X ___"______I______-_______l__f_r________l-------------"----------------"- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No 
1 18528/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JULY 2011 FIFO ___1-_____1____1_-_____l___l____________-------------------------------1 X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New ork 
O t h b a  Y , 2 0 1 1  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

TY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
orneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

NSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

F I L E  I.U. Willets Road 
on, New York 1 1507 
94-5433 

- 4  2017 SO ORDERED, 

CLERK'S OFFrc&. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1015 ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowm, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

F I L E  
SO ORDERED, 

NOV - 4  2011 

D 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. / 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
lo& ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New 



This Document Relates to: 

RANDALL KACER 

Index No,: 107102-02; -> 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A, Q. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ O K  ,2011 

lroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 

A . 1  
- -  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K6in Heitler 

1660468 



SUPGME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RANDALL KACER, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHERTCFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 
to either party. 

Dated: 

i=kr Esb. Jennisr c, Ehdner, Esq. 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBlUDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

s Q F F ~ ~ E  couNn CLERK 
NEW .(ORU 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 1191 11/02 

LAWRENCE STERN, 
Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION 
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 4 4  ,2011 

q,/jy& 
New York, New York 

Jennifer . Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 F I L E D  i 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

New York, NY 10022 mv - 4 2011 I 

(212) 651-7500 
A CQCJNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 120615-02 
RICHARD M. PITTSLEY 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1015 ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

P 

HeieFAntoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S heMl&nvHeitler 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 



4 x 

~~ 

This Document Relates To: 

ELIZABETH TRIFARI, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No: 120622-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. and S. Inc., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., flWa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: o&*ber (7, 2oz I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

F I L E D  ~ 

&d Q ' g h D A L - 4  2011 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq.COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

NEW YOHK 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
IO !5 ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hden Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
lO!S ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

HG Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
A 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

TIMONY, BRlGlD Individually and as Executrix of the index N ~ .  123306-2002 
Estate of HUGH TIMONY, Deceased, 

Plaintiffs, 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON, et al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Datqi: New York, New York 

n ocro6&s' IZ doll / 

Belluck & Fox LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth 'Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for General Electric Corn 
Three Gateway Centetpth%l 
Newark, N J 07 102 , . " $  

_ -  

SO ORDERED, 



DAMIANO QUATTROCCHI, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- - 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X -------___"_______________r___lrl_r_____------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requebts 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DO=-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plainti# Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway hYTELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Sui 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

Nav -4 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK d 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
8/31/11 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DAMIANO QUATTROCCHI 

INDEX NO. 
123970/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

P ZLU~ 6 fccLnod, €59  , J 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 

SO ORDERED: 

+-+New York, NY 10003-3598 

Our File No 
S-9125-02 



OCT, 13,  2 0 1 1  6 : 5 1 P M  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF N"eW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

h Re: NEW YOFK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JULM ROBERTS, 
Plaintif€(S), 

- against " 

WELMCLAlN, et al., 

Defendants, 

NO, 2 0 1 8  P, 2/4 

hdex No.: 124339/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARYJUDGMEm 

MOTION 

w)lIIEFW?ORE, Pefendaat WEL-MCLm hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plainti.ff~ complaint against Defmdant Wd-M&ain with prerjudicc, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defmdants, aU o h s  and crms claims a m  

Defendant, WeiLMcLain be md the same are heteby dismimxi with prejudir;o and without costs 

to eitherparty. 

Dated: f 6 / H  J O l l  
New Yo&, New York 

. - - . . - _. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney fm the Plaintiffs 
700 Bmadway Attorneys for Dofendant 

(212) 558-5500 

Q ;  
SINGER & W O N E Y ,  LTD. 

F \ L E  1 New Workg NY 10003 Wd-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 fg)y - 4 2t'' 
(212) 651-7500 

-- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: I24397102 

EMlLlO PAOLlNl NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I /r 

REED SMITH. LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 



HOBOLAND, LONOO 

DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS dT LAW 

WRTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSONST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBftUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 

SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

MORAN, DUNST a 

701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LOUIS SILBERT and ELAINE SILBERT, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-124441 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED:bdT-II New Brunswick, NJ 

E- W Z & ICHMOND, LUXENBERG, ESQ. LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Louis Silbert and Elaine Silbert 

New York, NY 10003 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

5 0  ORDERED: 
Honorable Shd ein Heitler 

F'I TED 
NOV 4 2011 

OCT 14 2011 



HOAGLAND, LON00 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSMU ST 
PO BOX 4m 
IUWBRUNSWICK, hlJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTLTSEY'S MILL Ro 
SUITE 202 
HAMMOFITON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

SHARON MURRAY, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOHN MURRAY, and SHARON MURRAY, 
Individually, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-125213 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

3bove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
O d d  et 7, ~ L V , ,  

AOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Ittorneys for Defendant, 
Cohler Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

io ORDERED: 

Sharon Murray, as Executrix for the Estate of 
John Murray, and Sharon Murray, Individually 

NOV - 4 2011 

CQUrJ'rY CLLiRK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 126186/02 

RALPH COLON, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: I o / j  ,2011 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Jennifdf L. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 , I -  

Hon. Shiny &in Heitler 



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., & @. ; Hen. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

----ll-r--------__* --r----__wll" ----rr--- "---" --------- x 
WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne York, New York G! 77/ 2dq 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: 

700 Broadway D 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 f{p/ - 4 2011 

Dated: New York, New York 
C 0 U N - N  CLEHKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



SWREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYc44L 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I IndexNo: 126937/02 

David Weissman 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Prktice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companics, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there bting no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, UC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

8tLUXENBWG.P.C. " DARGER JXRANTE YAVlTZ & BLAU, LLP 
Att eys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Dam Companies, LLC, 
700 Broadway 
NewYork,NY 10003 New Yo&, NY 10016 

116 East 27* Strcet, 12& Floor 
T7 
(212) 558-5500 12 121 452-53Ml m 

U- 

Hon. Sherry K. Heiaer 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORR 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

__ ~ 

IN RE. NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

David Weissman 

NYCAL 
(Hcitler, J.) 
Index No: 126937/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTed Corporation, hmby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintfls complaint against defendant CcrtainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agaiust 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the s m c  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 E h t  27* Street, 12* Floor f \ L E B  

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Hkitlet 



5 3 6 . 1 3 3 5 7 / A J M  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE:  NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

DONALD RIDDELL, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

YORK 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry  K1 in H it1 

Index No. : 

(August 2011 FIFO Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims arid 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and w 
* 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
lttorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York,  New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

T”Eag1e Rock Avenue, Suite 350  
A * O .  Box 4 3 8  

East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 

20 El 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S.,  INC,gt& 

Defendants. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne York, New Yo 
7-7 ffL.42) TI 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

264 West 40th Street 

(212) 558-5500 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 

L\ %Dj' (212) 302-2400 

dQq -4 
B -  . SUI"' 

,r\ c - 9 .  . I  Dated: New York, New York 

Hon. Sherrfllein # eitler, J.S.C. 
SOORDERED: 



MONASTERO, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.E. CLEVITE, INC., gt d., 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part 30 

WHEmFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

W E I ~ Z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attornevs for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
. Rubbercompany and. Goodyear Canada Inc. 

B I 
Ian S. Millican- 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 

VY m e  M. RGcliffe 

(2 12) 302-2400 

700 'p Broa way 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

acT242011 

SO ORDERED: 

J 



I e -  ".& 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X _-----1-"---_______"_________I__________----------~---------------" 

This Document Relates To: 

FRANK MONASTERO AND CAROLlNE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
MONASTERO, JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 

FORD MOTOR COMPANY 
Plaintiff(s), : 

-against- Index No.: 127406102 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendant( s) . 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby requests summary judgment 
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 
complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

By: Evan L. Browne, Esq. 
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 
DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 

New York, New York 100 16 

New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: Frank Monastero and Caroline 
Monastero 600 Third Avenue 

(01045869.DOC 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
/ NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION [ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Frank Monaster0 and Caroline Monastero, j Index No.: 127406/02 

Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A 0 SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et. al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Tnc., hereby requests summary judgment in 1 e 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are &ereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
63[q ,2011 

Florentina Ignat, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRlSL3OlS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 

Frank Monastero and Caroline Monastero, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway, 6* Floor 

New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 10003 

F \ L E  (2 12) 558-5500 

NOV -4 201' 

c o ~ ~ - $ E ~  \(ow 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler OFF\% 

OCT 0 72011 

< (212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

1863-1 7901 



-against- 
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Defendants. 

WHEREFOFW, Defendant, PACCAR INC., and its unincorporated division PETERBILT 

MOTORS COMPANY, (incorrectly sued as "PACCAR, INC., Individually and through its division 

PETERBILT MOTORS CO.") (hereinafter "PACCAR') hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against Defendant PACCAR with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant 

PACCAR be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: Npw York, New York F I L E  
NOV - 4  2011 

OFFICE 

IDGE SJNGER & 
MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant PACCAR Inc. 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, NY 10022 

At tome y for PI aint i ffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

- 7  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



From: FAXmaker To: Justin M Page: 9/9 Date: 10/5/2011 5:41:10 PM 

. ,. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

X N Y C U  - - - - - l f - f l - - - - L - - - I - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LZTIGATT ON (Judge Heitler) 

X _ - _ _ - l - l - - - l - - - l - - - l l - - - l l - - - l l l l - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190574/02 
Donald P e r r y  and Ann Marie Perry, 

Plaint i f f  s , 
- against - 

A.C. & S . ,  Inc., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pureuant to C i v i l  

Practice Law and Rules Section 83212, dismissing p la in t i f f s  

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., w i t h  prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  c l a i m r  

and c r o s s  claims against defendant Goulds 

dismissed with prejudice and without c o s t s .  

D a t e d :  Brooklyr), New York 
/ b l l L i  , 2011 

2Zktz T z  &e 

Matthew T. M a c I n t d ,  E s q .  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.  
Attorneys fox: Plaintiffs 
Donald Perry and Ann M a r i e  
Perry 177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York; New 'York 10003- 1, / (718) 855-9000 

&torneya f 0; Defendant 
Goulds  Pumps Inc.  

e No.: 6754-6647 

SO Ordered: 
Hon. Sherry K, Heitler 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax sewer. For more information, visit: http://w.gfi.corn 

http://w.gfi.corn


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

CHARLES S. BANIK, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOHN F, BANIK, & ANNABELL BANIK, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

Index No. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
OCTOBER 1 9 , i I O l l  

Weitz 8, Luxenberg, P.C. 
Atforneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 

(973) 242-0002 I L E D  
Newark, NJ 07102 

SO ORDERED, 
NOV -4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFW 
NEW YORK 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

104560/0 1 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE) defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS) INC. with prejudice. 

and there 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. ++ e Halbardier, Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CLEAVER-BROOKS. INC. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10036 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YOFK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 119376/00 

JAMES E. WILSON, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLaln be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: r o / H  ,2011 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

700 Brdadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 . 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

1 100 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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 

i without costs. 

+=;endant Suz e Halbardier, Esq. 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
I 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10036 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New 
(212) 313-3600 

- -  

SOORDERED, . 

&Ion. 



CLBSS249/legal/nosjrn 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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 arid 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff I 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

/' 

New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 10 1779-03 
CONLEY M, KING 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
10!5 ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. y-;iai;; 1' 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. "\ .. ) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

i 

NOV - 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
A NEW YORK 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 



SUPREME COURT OF TH 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

i NYCAL 
i I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN COUGHLIN and BARBARA ANNE 
COUGHLIN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMAFtY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A, C. & S. ,  NC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporatiofi, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: N~$f&New York 
,201 1 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGWNEY & ~ U G E R ,  P.C. . WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

1235-18186 



* 

HOAOLAND, LON00 

DWKAS, LLP 
AITORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
Po BOX 980 
NEW BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MLL RD 
SUlTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

L AN, WNST 8 

I I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LOUIS SILBERT and ELAINE SILBERT, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 103220-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 1 0 1 2  -I1 New Brunswick, NJ 

- 
J O H P M  HMOND, ESQ. 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
{ohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEIT#& LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Louis Silbert and Elaine Silbert 

New York, NY 10003 

3 0  ORDERED: 



Plaintiff( s) , 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index N 6 i  
108083/00 & 122 192/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 141h 
New York, New Yo 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 313-3600 
0 

SO ORDERED, 



-. I .  

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al., 
Including, MAREMONT CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X --1____"__--"-------_______________l__rl------------------"---- 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont Corporation hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Maremont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Maremont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Gated: New York, New York 
Y 7  ,2011 

/ Kevin M. Berry, Esq. 
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER 
Attorneys for Plaintifls 
110 William Street, 26* Floor 
New York, NY 10038-3901 
(2 12) 267-309 1 

KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 

F I L E D  Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 

NOV - 4 2011 New York, New York 10019 
L2) 506-1 700 

CLERKS OFFICE 
EW YORK 



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND OliDER . 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ad. 
Defendants. 

IASPart30 
------*- " -..r---_*l ".. ---__ * -----_ "_" ---I" ----e *--"----x 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

ork, New York 
/ \! 

c 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 8 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

so ORDERED: 
Heitle 

- 
r, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN lZE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 108169-02; 14082- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - + - - - - - . " - - - " " - - - - - " - - - ~ " - -  

Q This Document Relates to: 

PHILIP R. COX 
NO QPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and :cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ o  I S  ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

1 

niou McGowan, Esq. 
I McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 1 
LLP 1 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 1 
Products Company 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates to: 

PHILIP R. COX (Deceased) 
Index No 
108196/02 &@cr$ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New xork 
0 G b b u  b , 2011 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 

JAttorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & ~ o y  9 2011 d 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 1.U. Willets Road COrlJIJ i s' C:L.EEK'S OFFICE 

ertson, New York 11507 
) 294-5433 

NEW YURK, 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
X 

X 

ROBERT G. LORENTZ and JULIA A. LORENTZ, IndexNo. e 
Plaintiffs, 108351 -2000 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 

ORDER 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTlQ 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCS CO.et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER LLC, 

AND 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
OCTOBER I 9, d o I 1 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07 102 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  (973) 242-0002 

NOV - 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFEI6E 
NEW YORK 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 (Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo. 1 
X 

&?E& THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

YALE EISENBERG NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
WITHOUT PREXJDICE 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, flwa Viacom Inc., 

successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania Corporation, f/Wa Westinghouse 

Electric Corporation (hereinafter "CBS Corporation") hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CBS Corporation without prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

defendant CBS Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
o*cc ,201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintif 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant CBS Corporation, a 
Delaware Corporation, s/wa Viacom Inc., 
successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a 
Pennsylvania Corporation, f/wa Westinghouse 
Electric Corporation 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 F E D  

/- 
4 
i NOV - 4 2091 4 

New York, New York 10038 

Cot e .  Y CLERKS O F R E  
:EM/ YORK SO ORDERED, Dated: 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF W E  STATE OF NEW YOFK 
COUNTY OF NEW YON< 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X "--1_------1*--1__1_----11-1--"-"-----l-------"---------------""-"- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X -----l_lr__---1"_l__---1111-r--*~-~------~--_-~~------~------"~----- 

RAYMOND 5. F A W L L  and CAROLE A. : Index No, 125779/99 
FARRELL, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

P lahti€f(s>, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 

Defendants. 

&, 
IASPart30 

l_r__--____"----_l""~---------"_------"-----~-------*~-------"- X 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 
CRnada Inc. hereby request suininary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada liic. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hcreby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, w York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
* 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

d 4 2021 264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 New York, New York 10003 ' 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 OFFICE 
Ty CLmK 

GouN pfEwyoRK 
Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

oc i  1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

VELPO JOHNSON, JR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 115839103 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

lo105 I 2O1 ’  
8- 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 (21 2) 52 1-5400 

i ,  
! 

Hon. Sherry K. eitier NOV - 4  2011 i I *-- F I L E D SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-I06739431 .I 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

OCT 1 4 201t 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 115839/03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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. 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10036 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 141h Floor 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

New York, New 
(212) 313-3600 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES W. DOUGLAS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 116323/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

10105 ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

F 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521 -5400 

, f  
SO ORDERED, 

NOV - 4 2011 
.. ' 

US-ACTWE+I 06737602.1 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YObK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MICHAEL U I N G  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 116324103 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

103 2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. &&+- 
' I$ +% WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

, (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

USJCTIVE-108738291 .I 

F I L E D  
NOV - 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

RICHARD W. MITCHELL and HELGA MITHELL , 

Plaintiffs, 109249-2000 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims againsl 

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
nrfosEY r9 ,do l l  

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 
(973) 242-0002 F i L E D  

oy3V - 4 2011 

@@#y'ry CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS O'MALLEY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 118351/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

I 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

I prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

I ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

~ 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
I 

~ prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

p l o s  12011 
-7 .., 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. * \  ...?j Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. % REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 I 2) 52 1 -5400 F \ L E D  I 

(21 2) 558-5500 

4 2Q\\ 
s OFWE 

SO ORDERED, Nou - 
COUNT Y @I q & K  

OCT I 4  2il11 US-ACTIVE-106738406.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 30 
X NYCAL _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l f _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ l _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Klein-Heitler) 
X ____________-_ l l l _ l f_ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - I I  

This Document Relates to: 
ANGIOLILO JULIUS GREICO, DOLORES A.  Index No.: 120250/03 
BATTAGLIA, as Personal Representative 
f o r  the Estate of ANGIOLILO JULIUS NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
GREICO, JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
P l a i n t i f f s ,  

- against - 
A.C. & S . ,  INC., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant M I 0  & DIBONO PLASTERING CO., INC., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 83212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant MARIO & 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 pre 

Dated: Brooklyn New York 
/ D i d  , 201 

Michael Fanelli, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys fo r  Plaintiffs 
Dolores A .  B a t t a g l i a ,  a s  Mario & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  C o . ,  
P e r s o n a l  R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  for Inc .  
the E s t a t e  of Angiolilo 177 Montague Street 
Julius Greico Brooklyn, New York 11201 

e5 and Dykman LLP 
orneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway, 6th Floor (718) 855-9000 
New York, New York r File No.:10924-2774 
212-558-5500 

S o  Ordered: 
Hon. Sherry-Klein-Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM H. GlLLlAM 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 12071 5/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

10105 ,2011 

hc:AfT Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. , 

(21 2) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K.Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-10673761 1 .I 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 12199 
106623/00 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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. 

e Halbardier, Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10036 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New Y T1T0L E a 3 13-3600 

NO\l - 4 2011 
couN-Iy CLERK'S OFFICE SO ORDERED, 

NEW YORK 
OCT 2 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: IO3005104 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT PYANOWSKI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

1 0  lo5 ,2011 

Christopher W, Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, F \ L E D  

US-ACTIVE-1 06738489.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
X 

X 

FRANK STUMPF and KATHERINE STUMPF, Index No. 103699-2004 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et ul., including 
GERERAL ELECTgIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross clalms against 

ichael A. Tanenbaum, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for General Electric Company Aftorneys for Plainfiffs 

546 Fifth Avenue,  4'h Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07 102 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFlCt 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

FRANCIS E. WRUCK and MONICA WRUCK, Index No. 104099-2004 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Dated: New York, New York 
OCfo6PR 17. d01 I 

Josebh u, Beruck, Esq. 
Belluck & Fox U P  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

n 

Attorneys for General Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2 t h  Floor 

so ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ 

This Document Relates to: 

WALTER H. REEVES 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: IO4917104 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

ro(Q5 ,*01’ 
,-, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106739689 1 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2eth FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
X 

X 

MICHAEL SUHL, as Administrator of the Estate of 
SIDNEY SUHL, 

Index No. 106467-2004 

NO OPPOSITION 

ORDER 
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON CO. et al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
OCTOBER f7aa oil 

Jose/& W. Bauck, Esq. 
Belluck & Fox LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

ichael A. Tanenbaum, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for General Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 1 
Newark, NJ 07 1 O F w :  A 4 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LlUGATlON NY CAL 
X 

X 

JOHN J. WOLTER and JOAN M, WOLTER, Index No, 106696-2004 

Plolnfiffs, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.W. CHESTERTON et al., includlng 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants, 
x 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the abovsentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposltion thereto, 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross clalms against 

Dated: New-York, New York 

SO ORDERED, 

--- Sedgwick L1P 

7 

Bonnie Steinwolf, Esq. 
Belluek & Fox, U P  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
395 Madison Avenue, 37'h Floor 
New York, NY 1001 7 
(212) 681-1575 (973) 242-0002 

Attorneys for General Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

PAUL JENNINGS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106751/04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

IOlffi ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US_ACTIVE+106739415.1 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

RONALD R. WERTS, SR., Index No. 107926-2004 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et at., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Josep I W. Belluck,ysq. 
Belluck & Fox LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 41h Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

ichael A. Tanenbaum, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for GeneralJl 

) Three Gateway Ce&r, xx 
Newark, NJ 07102 

- -  

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
AS BE STOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

~ ~ 

This Document Relates to: 

RENATO MEZlC 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: I08439104 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

(OLOG ,2011 7 

*<yy;$&rp Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

.$ "", 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. k. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

\ L E D  

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

WY - 4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
X 

X 

VICTOR SILVERMAN and ELIZABETH SILVERMAN, Index No. 1 10901 -2004 

Plaintiffs, 

“against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

n 

Joseph ’&&dluck, Esq. 
Belluck & Fox U P  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10936 

MiEhael A. Tanenbaum, Esc,. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for General Elechic Company 
Three Gateway Ce th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 F‘ p 1 E 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

HENRY M. NOWAK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 I1494104 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

< 0 ,  \0 \05 ,2011 

- 3 , d , ? - *  

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

---% % 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

2 F I L E D  
NOV - 4 2011 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106739584.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Dated: 1 0 / 1 4  ,2011 
I New York, New York 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
SEGAL McCAMBlUDGE 

- < I"% =",%.- 

'b: 
*b  
\ 

-.nuA.. ~ Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C\); 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

I L E  D 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 NOV - 4 2011 7 (212) 651-7500 
W N  I Y CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
Index No.: 1 136 16/04 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ALFRED E. SMITH, 
Plaintiffis), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Wed-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

KERMAN KORNWEISER and BEATRICE KORNWEISEK, Index No.: 114368/2004 

-V.- 

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.W. , et al., including 
J.H. FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, 

Defendant(s). 

WHEREFORE, defendant, J.H. FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant J.H. FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

without costs. n 

BELLUCK & 
546 Fifth Avenue, 41h Floor 
New York, NY I0036 
Attorneys3)r Plaintiff 
George Robinson 
(212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant J.H. 

FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Eva S .  Wayne, Esq. 
MALABY& BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, Ncw York 10038 
AIlorneys<for Defendant 
J. H. France Rejwctories Cornpuny 
(212) 791-0285 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

x 
rNRE NEW YORK CITY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

.. 
KERMAN KORNWElSER and BEATRICE 
KORN WEISER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-V.- 

A.W. CHESTERTON, et al., including, SPX 
CORPORATION (Individually and as Successor to BIF 
PUMPS, GENERAL SIGNAL and DEZURIWCOPES- 
VULCAN), 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 39 
(Freedman, J.) 

Index No.: 114368/2004 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant BIF, incorrectly sued herein as, SPX CORPORATION 

(Individually and as successor to BTF Pumps, General Signal and DezuriWCopes-Vulcan), 

hereinafter BIF, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BIF with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant BIF b ereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

David P. Schaffer, Esq. \ 
Attorneys for Defendants 
BIF 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 

New York, New York 10036 GW York, New York 10038 
(212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 



1 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x 

ASBESTOS LITIGATJON 

X 

KERMAN KORNWEISER and BEATRICE 
KORNW EISER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-V.- 

A.W. CHESTERTON, et al., including, SPX 
CORPORATION (Individually and as Successor to BIF 
PUMPS, GENERAL SIGNAL and DEZURIWCOPES- 
VULCAN), 

Defendants. 

X 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 39 
(Freedman, J.) 

Index No.: 114368/2004 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant General Signal, incorrectly sued herein as, SPX CORPORATION 

(Individually and as successor to BIF Pumps, General Signal and DezuriWCopes-Vulcan), 

hereinafter General Signal, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 

General Signal with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant General Signal be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Kerman K o r n w e r ,  et d. 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LL t 
b David P. chaffe , Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
General Signal 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
( 3 2 )  791 -0285 w 

SO ORDERED, Dated: d w  1 4  2011 



1 ,  

* -  ' SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS I, 1 T1 CATION 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 39 
(Freedman, J.) 

KERMAN KORNWEISER and BEATRICE 
KORN WETSEK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-V.- 

A.W. CI-IESTERTON, et al., including, SPX 
CORPORA'TTON (Individually and as Successor to BIF 
PUMPS, GENERAL SIGNAL and DEZURIKKOPES- 
VULCAN), 

Defendants. 

X 

Index No,: 114368/2004 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant DeZurik, incorrectly sued herein as, SPX CORPORATION 

(Individually and as successor to BIF Pumps, General Signal and DezuriWCopes-Vulcan), 

hereinafter DeZurik, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant DeZurik 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DeZurik be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

CQ *t 

f\G% 
MALABY & BRADLEY, ~Qtj 

*!ai ,c Q'f 
1 I 6 

LLQ\(L ,' 
V @J+\&.-.-ys 

David P. dhaffer, Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
DeZurik 
I50 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 New York, New York 10036 

(212) 681-1575 (2 12) 79 1-0285 

SO ORDERED, -Jii&!Y Dated: JU 142011 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 

MARILYN PLOECKELMAN, Individually and as Index No.: 1 14369/2004 
Administratrix to the Estate of SIDNEY WILLIAM 
PLOECKELMANN, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER 

-V.- 

A.W. CHESTERTON, et al., including 
J.H. FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, 

Defendant( s). 

.. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, J.H. FRANCE REFFUCTORIES COMPANY, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant J.H. FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant J.H. 

FRANCE REFRACTOFUES COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York Ne 

Eva S. Wayne, ksq. 
MALABY& BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 

Atlorneys for Defendant 
J. H France Refractories Company 

New York,NY I New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Plaint# 
George Robinson 
(212) 681-1575 (2 12) 79 1-0285 

SO ORDERED, DATED: OCT 14 2011 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitfer 



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 39 

(Freedman, J.) 
X 

MARILYN PLOECKELMANN, Individually and as Index No.: 114369/2004 
Administratrix to the Estate of SIDNEY WILLIAM 
PLOECKELMANN, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

PI aint i ffs, 

-V.- 

A.W. CHESTERTON, et a]., including, SPX 
CORPORATION (Individually and as Successor to BIF 
PUMPS, GENERAL SIGNAL and DEZURIWCOPES- 
VULCAN), 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant General Signal, incorrectly sued herein as, SPX CORPORATTON 

(Individually and as successor to BIF Pumps, General Signal and DezuriWCopes-Vulcan), 

hereinafter DeZurik, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant General 

Signal with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant General Signal be and the same are 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, New York I0036 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cost g j\+ 

David P. SIhaffef Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
General Signal 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 481-1575 

1 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 39 
(Freedman, J.) 

X 

MARILYN PLOECKELMANN, Individually and as Index No.: 1 14369/2004 
Administratrix to the Estate of SIDNEY WILLIAM 
PLOECKELMANN, 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-V.- 

A.W. CHESTERTON, et al., including, SPX 
CORPORATION (Individually and as Successor to BIF 
PUMPS, GENERAL SIGNAL and DEZURIWCOPES- 
VULCAN), 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant BIF, incorrectly sued herein as, SPX CORPORATION 

(Individually and as successor to BIF Pumps, General Signal and DezurikKopes-Vulcan), 

hereinafter BIF, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BIF with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon I1  co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant BIF be and the dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Pluintqfs 
Sidney William Plockelmann, et a/. 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York. New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC N ~ q  4 2glI 

Attorneys jbr Defendant 
BIF 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

Dated: 3UL 142011 
Hon. Sheiv  Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NY CAL 

X 

MAE MAUREEN VAN BUREN and JOHN VAN BUREN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No. 1 16445-2004 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.W. CHESTERTON CO. et al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
O ~ T O B E R  17., aor I 

Michael A. Tanenbaum, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for General Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 

[lAP---- 
Joseph W. Belluck, Esq. 
Belluck & Fox LLP 
Attorneys for Plainfiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 Newark, NJ 07102 I*’ 

. $  D 
N(y/ I‘. t; ‘k@ll 

11 f UYI ‘nY, 

SO ORDERED, 
CLERKS OFF’CE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NEIL J. DOLAN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: I17419104 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

- %  

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

(0105 ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler NQV - 4 2011 

COliPJTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW Y ~ R K  

US-ACTIVE-106737596 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LAWRENCE J. JOHNSON 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: IO2192105 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

J 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

la* E D <y (21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 
I 

a 
1, SO ORDERED, SLV -- 4 2Ql1 ! 

Hon. S h e r w  (,Lf:pK'S OFFICE 
- 

Heitler 
\'I -. e VORK 

US-ACTIVE-1 08738282.1 

OCT 1 4 2011 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GEORGE H. CLIFF 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104858/05 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Christopher W. Healv. Esa. Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US_ACTIVE-106733024 1 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ALBERT P. VENTRY 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 110031/05 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I Christopher W. Healy, Gq. CQWNm CLERFS WFI€%! 
";.':,: >*\, 

REED SMITH, LLP. NEW YOfiK 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. -*, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

1212) 558-5500 

US-ACTIVE-108738533.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

ESTELLE ANTOIN, Index No. 1 11 779-2005 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON, et al,, including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

X 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Dated: Ne York, New York & 17: aall 

Belluck 'e Pox LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED, 

F Michael Sedgwlck A. LLP Tanenbaum, Esq. 

Attorneys for General Electrk Company 



- 
Y 

1 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

YALE L. EISENBERG and FUTA R. EISENBERG, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 114501/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMlTH WATER PRODUCTS CO., including 
REYNOLDS METALS COMPANY, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds Metals 

Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, without prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant, 

Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

David P. S&kfffey EsV 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys for Plainti&s 
Yule E .  Eisenberg and Rita R. Eisenberg 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Reynolds Metals Company 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

CGT 2 12011 Dated: SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
... ~~~ 

lB7 RE: NEW YORK COUNTY CAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 114501/05 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . . _ _ _ . . _ _ _ _ . . ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ ~ ~ - . ~ ~ ~ ~ " . ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ - - ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ - . - - ~ - - " - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 

YALE L. EISENBERG and RITA R. 
EISENBERG NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenber 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Y 

He& Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & 
Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



r 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAZ, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
; (Heitla, J,) 
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

; Index No.: 114501/05 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

YALE L. EISENBERG AND RITA R, 
EISENBERG 

Plaintiff( s), I 

"against- ; NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS mc., et al., t MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

I 
Defadant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defmdant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Go. with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendits 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd F1. 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Yale L. Eisenberg and Rita R. Eisenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

F I L E D  
NOV - 4  2011 1 324-8502 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

{NO 100892-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I 

I 

I 
I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I 
I 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo.: 1 14501/05 
I 
I 
I 

YALE L. EISENBERG AND RITA R. 
EISENBERG I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

I 
I 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I I MOTION AND OF~DER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS mc., et al., 
I 
I Defendant( s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUX EN BERG^ n 
Attorneys for Plaintif - 
Yale L. Eisenberg and Rita R. Courter & Company, Inc. 

1 - .  

4 2uI‘ 

GL@& 

80 Broad Street - 23rd F1. 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

s OFF@ (21 2) 509-3456 

G O U y @  
SO ORDERED, 

1122-0907 

(N0100889-l} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler. J.) . \  , ,  
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

; Index No.: 114501/05 
I 
I 
I 

YALE L. EISENBERG AND RITA R. 
EISENBERG I 

Plaintiff(s), I 
I 
I -against- ; NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS INC., et ai., ; I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I Defendant( s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New YoTk9 New York /--In 

WEITZ & LUXENB 
Attorneys for Plain 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

- 3  

4 tal' 
Noq rc 

Roy H.hhffrtz Esq. 
MCGIVNE & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorney for Defendants 

80 Broad Street - 23rd F1. 
New York, New York 10004 

Treadwell Corporation Yale L. Eisenberg and Rita R. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

(N0100888-1) 



L 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

~ 

; I.A.S.Part30 
, (Heitler, J.) 

; Index No.: 114501/05 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

YALE L. EISENBERG AND RITA R. 
EISENBERG 

Plaintiff( s), I 

-against- 1 NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS INC., et al., 

Defendant( s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests s u m m a ~ y  

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the s m e  are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENB 

Yale L. Eisenberg and Rita R. Ei 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street - 23rd F1. 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

2383-27320 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Raymond J. Farrell 

NYCAL 

(Heitleq J.) 
Index No: 115803/05 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
September 22,201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DARGER 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 E ma 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
.~ ~ 

This Document Relates to: 

Raymond J. Farrell 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 15803/05 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Septemba,22,2011 
d -=- *by. .4, *"(LA 

r , P "  G 1 $& ; J +  1 . M  
*\a {L 8 &<,* ,,/ ' *a $% 

_I 

$0 - Frank Ortiz, Esq. %T 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. \\\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27' Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 F I L E D  

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 NYCAL 
X 

X 

ROBERT FERST and MARILYN FERST, Index No. 106597-2006 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

X 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Joseph - bf. Belluck, Esq. s Michael A. Tanenbaum, Esq. 
Belluck & Fox U P  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

Sedgwick L1P 
Attorneys for General Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07 102 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Applies to: 

Martin F. White and Eileen White, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s) , 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION COW., hereby 

request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND 

CONSTRUCTION CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CORP., be and the same are hereby 

.f 
4 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. Q 
Hgv -6 'B 053 

Hei% 'c. Baker, Esq. 
McMAHON, MARTINE & GALLAGHER 
55 Washington Street, Suite 720 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 1000 New York 11201 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 107624/06 

Travis Younger 
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 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27' Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ANTHONY E. LAMANO 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108083/06 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

L O ~ O S  I2O1' 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 9, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 1 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq, 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Cot-paration 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL, 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521 -5400 

F I L E D .  

US-ACTIVE-i 06738335. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O M  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ORDER 
___"____."____-_____---~----~~--------~------------~---~---- 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

iary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
i o  15 ,2011 

Weitz dk Luxenberg, P.C. 

New York, NY 10003 

Helen' Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 



This Document Relates to: 

JOHN R. FREDERICK (Deceased) 
Index No 
1 14999/02 

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 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

rneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 

so ORDERED, 

E D  
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 NQV - 4 2011 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

DUANE E. RICHARDSON, as Executor of the Estate of 
EUGENE E. RICHARDSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., Including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

X 

Index No. 1 10465-2006 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims unci cross claims against 

Dated: New York, New York 
acToBEK 17,aoiI 

Joseph W. Belluck, Esq. 
Eelluck & Fox 1LP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 

ichael A. Tanenbaum, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for General Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2th Floor 

New York, NY 10036 Newark, NJ 07 102 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH C. LANG 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 1 12048106 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Y WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106738351 1 



LUCIEN IGRASSIA and CONSTANCE IGRASSIA, 

Plaintlffs, 
-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Pad 30 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

Index NO.: 1 1591 6-2006 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et at. INCLUDING 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, Ihat upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
17, aOl\ 

Josepd W. Belluck, E s \ d  
Y 

Bellvc S, Fox LLP 
Attorn t ys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4+h Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

I 

L Michael A. Tanenbaum, Esq. 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for General Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 

D Newark, NJ 07102 h p  4 

p ;* 'L 

so ORDERED, 

1 

NJ1451193vl 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

SAM F. ANGRISANO 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 116682/06 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

10 605 ,2011 

# 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 213'~ FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

US-ACTIVE-106733003.1 

QCJ 14 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
X 

X 

MARY WOJCIECHOWSKI, lndlvidually and QS 
Executrix of the Estate of JOHN 1. WOJCIECHOWSKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Date> New York, New York 
OCToBkIZ 17, doll 

Index No. 1 16867-2006 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.W. CHESTERTON. et al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Belluck k Fox LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

n q'3 
kAchael A. Tanenbaum, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for General Electric Corngmy 
Three Gateway Center,..J2+b Flopr E r) 
Newark, NJ 07 102 P' t L  4 

SO ORDERED, 7 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
X 

X 

FRANK RISO and ROSlE RISO, Index No. 118966-2006 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEtil MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212. 

dismissing plainliff's complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same arc hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Dated: New York, New York cc Attorneys Sedgwick for LLP Gene 
Belluck & Fox LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

Three Gateway C 
Newark, N J 07 102 

NO\d "-- f ]  m1 
/- 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MARTIN A. MlCHALSKl 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: IO0021107 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

10105 12011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521 -5400 F I L E D  

4 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, NOV - 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFTCE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-1 06738397.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 1021 15/07 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

ROBERT L. MAYDICH 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 1 

L 

Chrgopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

, I  

SO ORDERED, >; Hon. Sherry K. Heitler F I L E D  

US-ACTIVE-I 0673951 6.1 



CLUSS I 17/legal/nosjm 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there 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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SOORDERED, - 
H 

S u p a l b a r d i e r ,  Esq. 
A r eys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Mo 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, I 

(212) 313-3600 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

NYCAL IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

JOSEPH ORILIA, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF IndexNo. 
FRANCESCO ORILA, & BENEDETTA ORILIA, INDIVIDUALLY, 1 15787-2001 

Plaintiffs, 
11 2680-2000 
122202-2009 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 

FOSTER WHEELER LLC, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2,. dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq.- c) 
Sedgwic k LLP Weitx & Luxenberg, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 121h Floor 
Newark, N J 07 102 
(973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

SALLY GROSS, Individually and as Executrix of the index No. 1 15227-2007 
Estate of SEYMOUR GROSS, 

Plaintlfis, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants, 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Beiluck & Fox U P v  
Attorneys for Pluintiffs 

New York, NY 10036 

Sedgwlck LLP 
Attorneys for General El 

Newark, NJ 071 02 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4fh Floor Three Gateway Center, I 

- 4 2011 

kh He 
SOORDERED, 4 

Hon. Sh 

ml'f CLERK'S OFFICE 
i 4 e d d Y r n  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
X 

X 

NUNZIO BRUSCA and MELINDA BRUSCA, Index No. 1 15429-2007 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et at., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

x 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, Ihat upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

ichael A. Tancnbaum, Esq. 
Sedgwick 1LP 
Attorneys for General Electrok 
Three Gateway Center,,l 2th FI 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 Newark, N J 07 102 $' 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JULY 2011 FIFO 

-__-r---r--__"--_-"r___l___________r___r-------"------------_----"---"-- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION COWORATION, 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 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

S & Mch4ANUS WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway ON STRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY F D 
NQ'J - 4 2011 

SO ORDERED, ~;OUN"~Y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YCNK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12,- dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with' prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
l o /  5 ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANDREW S. NEER, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., JNC., et al,, 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 107404/02 
, , 4 2 9 6 , a q G G J  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, ew York + 2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & UWGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Andrew S. Neer 

700 Broadway 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

\ L E D  York, New York 10 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, NpJ - 4 2 m  

{N0042173-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANDREW S. NEER, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., SNC., et ul., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S, Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index Na.: 107404/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 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. 

,2011 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Pattersin pump CO. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Andrew S. Neer 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

F I L E D  ew York, New York 10 
(2 12) 509-3456 

NQV -4 201' 
SO ORDERED, 

cou~-fy CLERKS OFF'= 
NEW YORK 

454-1 1382 

QCT 1 4  2911 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN J. MAHAR 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 116800/07 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
1 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

10[05 ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. '<%?< 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. %, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 / 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 
/ 

US-ACTIVE-106738364.1 
COUNTY 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 NYCAL 

X 

RICHARD HENN and VIRGINIA HENN, Index No. 104802-2008 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Defendants. 

x 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

ichael A. Tanenbaum, Esq. 
Belluck & Fox LLP 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4 t h  Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

Sedgwick LLP 

Three Gatewa 
Newark, NJ 071 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Generul Electric 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

NYCAL IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

DONALD R. LANGSTON and PEGGY LANGSTON, Index No. 106593-2008 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plain tiff 's complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Joseph Belluck d. & Fox Belluct 11P Esq! d Sedgwick M chael A. LLP Tanenbaum, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

Attorneys for General Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Fsor 
Newark, NJ 071 02 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFWE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 109704-08 
GERARD0 RUBINO 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
lo!5 ,2011 

D 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_-__--____ .. r-___*r-___- .. -_________-__________I ..__-.. ____” ___*r-__ * -___ ---x 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

__---lr---_----__l--___lt____r_____lr___~----~------------------------*- X (Heitler, J.) 
This Document Relates to: 

GERARD0 RUBINO (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

101017/94 G 1097 
Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JULY 2011 FIFO _..r---*---_” ---__I” --__ * --__ * ---__ * _ _ _ _  * r-__lf__d I --__” ___----_- * ---I ---x 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., MC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION COWORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway ONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & , 

STRUCTION CO., INC. 
.U. Willets Road 
son, New York 1 1507 

(5 16) 294-5433 - 2011 SO ORDERED, 

C-UN~ CILJM’S OFFICE 
r -  NEW YOHK 
L t  



-against- 

A. C. & S. NC.,gtd., 

NYCAL 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pwsuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, ew York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

* 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

By: By: 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NY CAL 

X 

109984-2008 VICTOR A. TODD, Index No. 

Plaintiffs, 
NO OPPOSITION 

ORDER 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Dated: New York, New York 

Belluck & Fox LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for General Electric Co 
Three Gateway Ce 
Newark, NJ 07 102 

2 f ZOf?' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

NYCAl IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

NANCY COOPER, as Executrix of the Estate of 
HERMAN ZEH, deceased and FRANCES ZEH, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No. 190025-2008 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Joseph Bellwck W&ellu&, & Fox LLP Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

~ Sedgwick ichael A. 1LP Tanenbaum, Esq. 

Attofneys for General Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2th 
Newark, NJ 07 102 

I FIT E D  
NOV e 4 ‘Zt,, 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
X 

X 

JOSEPH ORILIA, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF Index No. 104634-2007 
FRANCESCO ORILA, & BENEDETTA ORILIA, INDIVIDUALLY, 11 5787-2001 

Plaintiffs, e 
-against* 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER LLC, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 

Corporation") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant fo Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12,. dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

rk 

a 

Y 8 Luxenberg, P.C. Sedgwlck LLP 
Attorneys for Plaint i f fs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler 11C 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07 102 
(973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

NYCAL X _ - _ _ _ l _ _ _ - t _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _  _ x _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

,-___,,___,,___--____--__---___--__--_x 
This Document Relates to: 
Sandra Thomas, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of Charles 
Thomas , 

Plaintiff, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 190027/09 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER Anchor Packing Co., et al., 

Defendants. 
X __l_____l_____f___l___ _--___--_____,__ 

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 1 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice,  and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim: 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without cos t  

Dated: 

I 
4 I N  

F \ L  
Brooklyn, New York wau i d r 8  , 2011 

- 
Michael Fanelli, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
S a n d s a  T h o m a s ,  I n d i v i d u a l l y  and M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co.  
a s  Executrix f o r  the  E s t a t e  of Inc. 
Charles Thomas 177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York, New 

-2328 

SO Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~~~~~ ~~ ~ - .  

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITGATION NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 (Heitler, J.) 

JOHN STOLL and MARIA STOLL 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No.: 19090-09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

AMERICAN BILTRlTE COMPANY, et al. 

WNEREFORE, defendant MINE SAFETY APPLIANCES COMPANY 

(“MSA”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled action pursuant to 

CPLR $3212, dismissing the plaintiffs’ compllaint against MSA with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant MSA be and the same hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
180 Maiden Lane, 17* Floor 
New York, New York 10038 
T (212) 558-5500 
F (212) 544-5461 

I 

Attorneys for Defendant 
MINE SAFETY APPLIANCES CO. 
5039 60* Street 
New York, New York 11377 
T (484) 883-3219 
F (484) 204-1 45 1 

SO ORDERED: Dated: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANDREW J. VENIER AND PATRICIA VENIER, i 
j Index No,: 190 145/09 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

GENEERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGJVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Andrew J. Venier and Patricia Venier 
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER, P.A. 
1 10 William Street, 
New York, New Yo 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-6568 

fN0088499-I ) 



36.22999/AJM 
UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
'OUL\JTY O F  NEW YORK 

N RE:  NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

'his document relates to: 

rOSEPH M I M B I L E  and ANGELINA : 
IIRABILE, 

Plaintiffs, 

vs * 

TNTTED CONVEYOR CORPORATIGN, 
:t al. , 

YORK 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index NO. : 1 9 0 1 7 6 / 0 9  

(April 2012 In Extremis Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SuMMaRY JUDGMFNT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Zivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiff's 

Zoomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a11 claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

' f  I & FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
.O. Box 438 
ast Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



In Re: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.190176/09 

This Document Applies to: 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Joseph Mirabile and Angelina Mirabile, 

Plaintiff( s) , 

-against- 

A.O. Smith Water Products, Co., et al, 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CORP., hereby 

request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND 

CONSTRUCTION CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION COW., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, e YI & ork 
u 

WEITZ&LUXE ERG, .C. 
700 Broadway T 2  

- 

Heidi C. Baker, Esq. 
M~MAHON, M A R T ~ ~ U H H S W F I C ~  

Street, Suite 7 ~ a .  w YORK 
York 11201 New York, New York 10 

(212) 558-5500 
File No.: 558.1463 

SO ORDERED: 

OCT 1 4 2011 



- 

P r 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE 0 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

: Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pwsuant to CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: Ne Y rk, New York 
3L&b, g , u ( (  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

700 Broadway D 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 
NQV 

4 I"' 
cL#s OWCE 

CO~P.1TyNNE.$J .(ow 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_l___"___l____r___________l___r___l___l_--~-----------------rr--"- X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 

""__11__1____________1--1----rr--------1----"--~-------"----"-- X 
JOSEPH MIRABILE and ANGELINA : Index No. 190176/09 
MIRABILE, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 

____1________-___"___I_____c____________----------------------- X 

d. 1 Hen. Shemy Klein Heitler, 
Defendants. : IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York New Y rk 
O & b  (Zo(( 

CH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
ar Tire & Rubber 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 100 F I L E  (2 12) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

MOV - 4  2011 
Dated: New York, New York 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICET 
MEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 
42011 



SUPRFME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
m RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAZ. 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitlm, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFEJG TO: 
i Index No.: 190259/09 

THOMAS C. CARROLL and CHEICYL 
CARROLL, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND 0IU)ER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. W. CHESmTON COMPANY, et al. 

Defendants. i 

WJBREFORE, defendant, Madsen & Howell, Inc., hereby requests s u m ~ a r y  judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Madsen & Howell, hc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Madsen & Howell, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Thomas C. Carroll and Cheryl C Madsen lk Howell, Inc. 

M C G ~ Y  & KLuGER, P.C. w m  & LUxENBF.RO, P.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

RODGER D. McCLELLAN and SHIRLEY 1. McCLELLAN, Index No. 190329-2009 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

ORDER 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and themme are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

and without costs. 

AND 

Dated: New York, New York 
,,OCTO~ER 17: a0 I I 

Joseph b, Belbck, Esq. 
- 

Bsllu.ck Fox 1LP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th floor 
New York, NY 10036 

/-- a chael A. Tanenbaum, Esq. 
Sedgwick 11P 
Attorneys for General Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  Newark, NJ 07102 

< 

NOV -4 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S w, 
NEW YORK 

I 



-against- 
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant, 

BWIIP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I 0 I !  q/gY 

QCT 1.4 20 11 



I 
t 

CARLOS SIMMONS, : Index No. 190062/2010 

Plaintiff, 
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

: ORDER 
- against - : JUDGMENT MOTION A N D  

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Alcatel-Lucent USA Inc., formerly known as Lucent Technologies 

Inc., Individually and as Successor in Interest to Western Electric Company Inc. for the purpose of the 

claims asserted herein, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules $32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant Alcatel-Lucent USA 

Inc., formerly known as Lucent Technologies Inc., Individually and as Successor in Interest to Western 

Electric Company Inc. for the purpose of the claims asserted herein, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, it is hereby 

to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against Defendant 

wn as Lucent Technologies Inc., Individually and as Successor in 

Inc. for the purpose of the claims asserted herein, be and the same Interest to Western 

Attorneys for Defendant 
750 Lexington Aven 

2 12-68 I - 1575 2 12-308-441 1 

1 

SO ORDERED: 



c I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O K  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
___________________________r______r______-----__-----_------_-- X NYCAL 
IN RE: ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I.A.S. Part30 
___lr___________l_l____l_____________l__-----_"-----_---------- : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

CARLOS SIMMONS, : IndexNo. 190062/2010 I - 

Plaintiff, 
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

: ANDORDER 
- against - : JUDGMENT MOTION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Avaya, Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $3212, dismissing Plaintiffs' complaint 

g no opposition thereto, it is hereby 

11 claims and cross-claims against 

_____________1____1__r___lllr_____________------_-_-----------_ 

ORDERED, that upon 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

BELLUCK & FO EDWARDS WILDMAN PALMER LLP 

Attorneys for Defendant 
750 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
212-308-441 1 

SO ORDERED: 

NOV - 4  2011 

mUNn CLERKS o&lcE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' NYCAL 
X 

X 

JOHN A. CECI and JEAN CECI, Index No. 1 90074-201 0 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Dated: New York, New York 
odog*g 17, sol\ 

Bdlluck & Fox LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 Newark, NJ 07102 

n 

3 ichael A. Tanenbaum, Esq. 
Sedgwick U P  
Attorneys for General Electric C 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Flo 

L -  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_ - _ - _ _ _ - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _  -X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

_ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  -X 
This Document Relates to: 
ROBERT HOMBERGER, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

ANCHOR PACKING, et al., 

Defendants. 
_ _ . . _ l _ _ _ _ _ l _  - X  

WHEREFOREl defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 190162/10 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section s3212 ,  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 n l r y  , 2011 p -;> - 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

A 

ROBERT HOMBERGER Burnham LLC 
7 0 0  Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street wov - 4  z f j g l  
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

LOUIS DIGILIO NO OPPOSITION SUMn 4RY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
- . . "&_ -- 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Reliance Electric with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Reliance Electric be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

New York, NY 10003 

\ L E D .  - 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon%rry~ein Heitler NO\g - 4 2011 

1547859-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O M  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
l'N RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAL 

I 

THIS DOCUMENT WFERS TO: 

RONALD DUMMITT AND DONS 
KAY DUMMITT, I 

Index No.: 1901 96/10 
I 
I 
I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff(s) I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
i 
I 
I 
I 

A.W. CHESTERTQN CO., INC., et al., 
.-L 

Defendant@). ' I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
; (Heitler, J.) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, CASHCO, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, CASHCO, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant, 

CASHCO, JNC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

CASHCO, PNC. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 681-1574 

7 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sher 6 Kldn Heitler F I L E4-D 

NOV - 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICF 
NEW YORK 

(N0083683-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

PATRICIA POWELL and RONALD E. POWELL, 

Plaintiff( s), 
-V- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 

Index NO. 190198-10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Justice Sherry K. Heitler 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Hobart Brothers Company ("Hobart") hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Hobart Brothers Company with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Hobart Brothers Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

FANNING & McCROlUE, P.C. DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 

Attorneys for DefendaNf)' ! ' *' ' 
1 16 E. 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New york, NY 10&k)N-T'III ,N yoR\C 

' ' 

OFFICE (-:,LLS?K S 

/y' - 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
One Penn Plaza, Suite 53 15 
New York, NY 101 19 

h -" (2121 452-5300 

Hon. She*.%eitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOlUS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
______ 

PATRICIA POWELL and RONALD E. POWELL, 

Plaintiff( s), 
-V- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 
v 

NYCAL 

Index NO. 190198-10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Justice Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFOKE, defendant Lincoln Electric Company (“Lincoln”) hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Lincoln Electric Company with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Lincoln Electric Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork New York %h% ,2011 

FANNING & McCRORIE, P.C. DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 

By: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
One Penn Plaza, Suite 53 15 
New York, NY 101 1 New York, NY 100 16 

SO ORDERED: 





-- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l _ l _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - l - I - - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - -  -X 
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190243/10 
ALPHONSE MAGLIO, 

NYCAL -X __-__ l_________ l____ l____ l_  _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., I 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby reques ts  summary 

judgment i n  the above-entitled case, pursuant t o  Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section S3212,  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 

arid cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed w i t h  

prejudice and without costs. E 
Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

1 0 l I y  , 2011 NO1/ - 9 2011 

OFFICE 
~ - .*-*- _.*I 

Attorneys for Defendant 

I Char les  1 Ferguson, Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
ALjPHONSE MAGLIO Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague S t r e e t  
N e w  York, N e w  York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Hon. Sherry  K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
__-_ l______ l___________ I_____________  -X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1,A.S. P a r t  3 0  

_ - _ - _ _ _ - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  - - I___--__ - X  
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190248/10 
LOWELL COOPER, 

NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section s3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to ,  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

p r e j u d i c e  and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

(---2JFr 2011 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
LOWELL COOPER Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Attorneys for Defendant 

212-558-5500 (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK C O m T Y  I.A.S. P a r t  3 0  

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  -X 
T h i s  Document Relates to: Index No.: 190250/10 
EDWARD SCHMID, 

NYCAL -X _ - _ - I - - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ l _ _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

- against - 

BURNHAM, et al., 

Plaintiff, 

I 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York <Jg-, 2011 
--+- 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
Weitz SL Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
EDWARD SCHMID Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

ile No.: 11084-2293 

Attorneys f a r  Defendant 

2 3.2 - 5 5 8 - 55 0 0 ( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

SO ORDERED: 

~ Hon. Sherr 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 5 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

aga ins t  defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there  being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

aiid cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed w i t h  

prejudice and without costs. 



Plaintiff, 
- against - 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 190263/10 

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 Mario 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being n 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
Dated: Brooklyn, New York F\LEU 

, 2011 

!01/41ULI 
owikz( E s q .  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
E d w a r d  T. Good M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 

7 0 0  Broadway, 6th Floor Inc. 
New York, New York 10003 177 Montague Street 

Brooklyn, New York 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

File No.: 10924-6342 

S o  Ordered: 

OCT 2 4 2011 



,- 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Alberts 

N W  - +  2011 orneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as S u c c e s m m n  c1 Lr4K c: oF/-rc:r. 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & NEW YOHK 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

I. U . Willets Road 
ertson, New York 11507 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

AMERICAN BILTRATE CO, et al., 

Defendants. 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - _ - - - - - - - - - -  -X 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. P a r t  30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 190271/10 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 5 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, w i t h  prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismi 
$3 $ . ,  

p r e j u d i c e  and without c o s t s .  

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
~r:,~.; .. i; & 2811 -* 

r o l l +  , 2011 

(59 F--*, > *  
C h a r l e s  Ferguson, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
MARVIN R I C H  Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague St ree t  
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

.File No.: 11084-2325 
212-558-5500 (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

SO ORDERED: 

Hon, Sher 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
X 

X 

ANNE RUTH HELTON, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS EXECUTRIX Index No. 190284-2010 
FOR THE ESTATE OF JERRY HELTON, 

Plalntiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., incdding 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request sLmmary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Belluck & Fox LLP 
Attorneys for Plainfiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for General Electric ComDunY . .  
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07 10 



- -  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ * _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - * - - - " . - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - " " "  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 190286/10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
- . _ _ _ _ _ * _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - . ~ - - - - - " - - - " - - - - - - " - - - - - ~ - - - - - - " - - - - ~ - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES MARQUSEE and HELGA 
MARQUSEE JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

ORDER 
_ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ " _ - _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - . - - - - - ~ " - - - - " - - - - ~ - - - - - - ~ - -  

Y!HEaEFORE, dsfxdmt Flwxsenre 3JS,. h c . .  solely BS scccessor to Rarkwell 

Manufacturing Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve 

Company ("Flowserve"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Flowserve 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEWD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Flowserve be and the same are hereby disnlissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

-w h / 0 / 3  ,2011 

Bryan Belasky, Esq. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Belluck & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

Brian Sorensen, Esq. 
Atlorneys for Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to 
Rockwell Manufacturing Company, Edward Valves, Inc., 
Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve Company 
McElroy, Deutsch Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor 

FILED* New York 10005 

- 4  
'S QkWCC 

c o ~ ~ N  cLF-@' 
H€v\r YURK OCT 2 12011 

SO ORDERED, 

1643814-1 



HOAQLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 4Bp 
NEW BRUNSWICK, M 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7M WTSEY'S Mlll RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES MARQUSEE AND HELGA MARQUSEE 

against 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, AS 
SUCCESSOR BY MERGER TO BUFFALO PUMPS, INC., 
ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 190286/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, York International Corporation, improperly named as York 

International Corporation, Individually and as successor to Frick Company, hereby requests summary 

udgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

slaintiffs' complaint against defendant, York International Corporation, improperly named as York 

International Corporation, Individually and as successor to Frick Company, with prejudice, and there 

Deing no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant, York 

International Corporation, improperly named as York International Corporation, Individually and as 

successor to Frick Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New York, New York 

3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 

3s successor to Frick Company 
30 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

50 ORDERED: 

iiiiii~iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiniiiiiiiiiiiwi BW-WRITER-23 
- _ _  - -- 



AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
Successor by Merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc; et al. 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

WHEREFORE, defendant Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

Kaiser Gypsum Company, 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 Kaiser 

Gypsum Company, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne York, New York 344 Z@/ 
ISGAARD AND SMITH LLP 

Kaiser Gypsum Company hc.  

, New York, 1003 8 

F I L E D  
b. - I . L NOV - 4 2011 

I 0- 

SO ORDERED: 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

4827-8595-0470.1 

- -  NEW YORK 

:OCT 1 4 2011 



Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER - against - 

GEORGIA-PACIFIC CORPOIIATION, Individually 
and as successor to Bestwall Gypsum Company, et al. 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Defendants , 

WHEREFORE, defendant Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

Kaiser Gypsum Company, 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 Kaiser 

Gypsum Company, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

York, New York 10017 

George Catlett, Esq. 
77 Water Street, Suite 2000 
New York, New York, 10038 

4827-8595-0470.1 



BELLUCK & FOX Fax : 212+681+1574 Oct 11 2011 1l;dZam P002/002 

Dated: New York, New Yark 
September 1,201 1 

MORRISON MXH~NEY LLP 
Attorneys for Defdant 

17 State SbmG Su& 11 lb  
New Ywk, New _._ York 10004 

Boani+ Sb 

New York, Ne orno036 
(212) 325-1212 (212) 681-1575 

so OWERED: 

PbS576vl. 
OCT I 4  ZOlll 



Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

Index No. : 1 903 051 1 0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A,W. CHESTERTON et al., 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, XNC. (hereinafter "GARDNER 

DENVER'), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs to either party. 

J a m -  9 Esq. 
LOCKS LAW FIRM PLLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
747 Third Avenue, Attorneys for Defendant NQ\l -r 

New York, New York 10017 

SEGAL McCAM 
& MAHONEY, L 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, New York 100 
(212) 651-7500 ?& 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

EMMANUEL PAPOULIAS and POPH 
P APOULI AS, 

X -___1_-----_r-----________I_____________------------"------------ 

: NYCAL 

Plaintiffls), 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein I-leitler) 

: Index No.: 1903 16- 10 

-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTLON AND A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. : ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Scction 32 12, disinissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Angela lhbiglio, Esq. / )( ] 
K&L GATES LLP ww 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 

E 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index Nos. 10-190317 

ROBERT CRISTIANO and CONCETTA CRISTIANO NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, 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 Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Robert Cristiano and Concetta Cristiano 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New Y 
(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
X 

X 

WILLIAM MENDEZ and MARGARET MENDEZ, Index No. 190318-2010 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

A Michael A. Tanenbaum. Esq. 

Sedgwick U P  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

Attorneys for General Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 
Newark, NJ 07 102 



MENDEZ, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.O. SMITHE WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt &, : part 3o 

Defendants. 
_-.. ----_d-r-___ ., _r____l__r___l_________r__" --r___--l___-" ---- x 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

ehife; T. Childs 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York IOOF;; I L E 
(21 2) 302-2400 

NOV - 4  2011 



t 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

WILLIAM MENDEZ and MARGARET MENDEZ, Index No. 1903 1 8/20 1 0 

Plaintiffs, 
-V.- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORlDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 
including KINNEY VACUUM COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Kinney Vacuum Company (improperly sued herein as “TUTHILL 

CORPORATION, Individually and as Successor to Kinney Vacuum Pump Company, Kinney Pump 

Company and Murray Turbine”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Kinney 

Vacuum Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Kinney Vacuum Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
June 24,201 I 

BELLUCK & 

William Menilez, et al. 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4‘” Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Kinney Pump Company 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

WILLIAM MENDEZ and MARGARET MENDEZ, Index No. 1 903 I 8/20 I O  

Plaintiffs, 
-V.- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 
including DEZURIK, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant DeZurik, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

defendant DeZurik with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

DeZurik be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
June 24,20 1 1 

BELLUCK & FO MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

David P. Schaffer, Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
DeZurik 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

t. 3 546 Fifth Avenue, 4"' Floor 
New York, New York 10036 \, - 
(212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

'+WEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

New York, W Y o r k  10036 

€$elen A. MCGbwd, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, NOV - 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 0crz-J 2011 NEW YORK 

1570452 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WILFRED JOSEPH GOGEL and 
CATHERINE JOSEPHINE COGEL 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Conipany be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

vaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

New York, New York 10036 Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor X 
New York, New York I % O S F  1 L E D 

pgJ'{ - 4 2Q11 
SO ORDERED, 'ry CLE~K'S OFFlCF 

NEW YORK 

1563636 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
r___-___-_____---___r_____________r_l___----------"------------"-------- X Asbestos Matter 

JANET GOGEL, as Executrix of the Estate of WILFRED : 
GOGEL, deceased and CATHERINE 
JOSEPHINE GOGEL, Individually 

X ____-_r____________"--~-------------------"----------------------------- 

NYCAL 

Index No. 1 90332/20 10 

Plaintiff, 
- against NO OPPOSITION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC, et al,, 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. Justice Sherry K. Heitler 
X "__-____-_"___r--____r______________r___------------------------------"- 

WHEREFORE, defendant Goodall Rubber Company ("Goodall") hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Goodall with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Goodall be and the Sam eby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DARGER & ERRANTE LLP 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4* Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED: 

- 



- against - 

I I  - 3 - - - - - -  

p r e j u d i c e  and without costs. F I L E D  

1 1  Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys . _  ror I U e r e n a a r l L  
- 

ROSALIE GENNOSA Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 

Brooklyn, New Y o r k  4 * - n '  
l l L U l  



SlJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
A1.L COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

NY CAL -X - . . _ _ - _ I _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ I _ _  - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - -  
IP<! RE : NEW YORK COLRJTY I.A.S. P a r t  30 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190340/10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
-X . . l _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _  

JOSEPH GENNOSA, 

- against - 

Plaintiff, 
NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A . U .  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

oppoa i t io r t  t he re to  , 

ORDERED,  that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clai.ms 

ar.d crus$ claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prf:ludicc and without c o s t s .  

1 2  ted: New York 

Attorneys for Defendant 

I 'harles Ferguson, Esq. 
W c i t z  & Luxenberg, P.C. 
P' ~ o r n c y s  for Plaintiff 
Jt3SEPH GIJJPJOSA Burnham LLC 
701) Ri.ondway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New Y o r l c ,  New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our I" - File No.: 11084-2435 
3 3.2 -. 5 5 8 - 550 0 (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

SCI ORDERED : 

I H o r l .  Slierry 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD HANZE AND CAROL HANZE, 

I IndexNo.: 190344/10 

I 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 

I 
I 

I 

-against- SUMMAl2Y JUDGMENT 
: I MOTION AND OJXDER 

BYRON JACKSON PUMPS, et id., 
I 

I 
I Defmdanqs), 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Dap, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil. Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defemkt, Dap, Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defmhts, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Dap, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
T)c+ 5 ,2011 

MCGIVNEY gt KLU~ER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Dap, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23d Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Ronald Hanze and Carol Hame 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDEIRED, 
604-0403 

Flb. E D 



pa.- , &- 

i,...-- 4 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

rN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

BERNICE SEIFF 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No. 10-190350 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION -. . ... -- AND ORDER - _. - 

WHEREFORE, defendant E O ~  Partners, L.P. (hereafter 6 L E ~ ~ " ) ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Eos with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Eos, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 
October I\, 201 1 

By: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20* Floor 
New York, New York 10017 
(2 12) 986-223 3 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Eos Partners, L. P. 
50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300 

5 
1'1 

SO ORDERED, 

13413361.1 



;UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
\LIZ COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

-X 
__I_________________- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

- X  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _  - - + I - - - - I 

T h i s  Document Relates to: 
ANTHONY CORINO, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. P a r t  30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 19035 

NO-OPPOSITION 

/ 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant  to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 5 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiffs! Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there  being no 

apposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

prejudice and without costs. 

b 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
ANTHONY CORINO Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

File No.: 11084-2420 

Attorneys f o r  Defendant 

212-558-5500 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

SO ORDERED: 

Pion. Sherry 

n" 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCALI 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I 1.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I This document relates to: 

HAROLD J. HUNT, 
i Index No.: 190356/10 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintifqs) 1 NO OPPOSITION 
I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I JUOTION AND ORDER -against- I 
I 
I 

I 
AMERICAN ART CLAY COMPANY, mC., et al., I 

- _. - -  _-- - -  - 
-1.- -- - .  

Defendant(s). I 
1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Homasote Company, hereby requests surmnary judgment in the 

above entitled case, punwant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dimissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Homasote Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Homasote Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

O e m \ \  D. (XU$- 
MCGXVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Hamasote Company Harold J. Hunt 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

EARLY & STRAUSS 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

(2 12) 509-3456 
. -  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Hcitler 116-0265 

{N0100832-1) 

UCT x 4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 10-190356 

Harold J. Hunt 
-- I NO OPPOSITlON 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Elliott Turbomachinery Co., Inc. hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Elliott Turbomachinery Co., Inc. with 

pre-judicc, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Elliott Turbomachinery Co., Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
September 26,201 1 

EARLY, LUCARELLI, 
SWEENEY&STRAUSS 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
360 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 1001 7 
(2 12) 986-2233 

M A ~ B Y  & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys far Elliott Turbomachinery Co., lnc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New Yark, New York 1003g 
(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, = - Dated: 
Hon. Sherry Klkin Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O U  COUNTY 
...rl*.*..---*. "t.*r--l.t..rl-..ll-..""*"-..-.*~."---.-~-""~~.-~...-.-~"-, 

NYCAL 

(Heitla. S.1 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S, Pat 30 

,--- . , , ....__.*.~____.l___f_._.. "-".",."-~.".--..."."."....-""**""..-"*..".. 
This Document Relates to: 

Index No.: 190357/10 

GIULIO LOCCISANO and LINDA FEGGANS NO QPPOSXTION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHXREFORE, defendant Eatoa Corporation, as successor in interest to Cutler-Hammer, Inc. 

(improperly pled Cutler-Hammer, Inc.) (L'CutIer-Hammer"), hereby requests summary judgment 

in the abovc-entitled cue, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against Cutler-Hammer with prejudice, and there being no opposition therm. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all'claime and cross-claima against 

defendant Cutler-Hammer be and the same are hereby dismissed with prqiudice and without 

D a t e d  A New York, New York 

..*--.--, --?- 

G t z  & Luxenberg, LLP 

New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for E8i& Corporation, 88 s u c o e ~ w r @ ~ ~ ~ , p ~ ~ '  

McEhoy, Deutsc 4 Mulvmey & Carpenter, LLP 
88 P-t, 24 Floar 

700 Broadway interest to Cud=-Hammer, Inc. GO 

ork, New Yo& 10005 

SO ORDERED, w 

1546487 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

GTULIO LOCCXSANO and LINDA FEGGABS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Eaton Corporation, as successor in interest to Cutler-Hammer, Inc. 

(improperly pled as Cutler-Hammer, Znc.) ("Cutler-Hammer"), hereby requests summary judgment 

in the abovc-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules S a h n  3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against Cutler-Hammer with prejudice, and tlme being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Cutler-Hammer be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

New Yark, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, LLP 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

interest to Cutler-Hammer, lnc. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvmey & Carpenter, LLP 

SO ORDERED, 

1546487 



, " .. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_ - - l _ l _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ l _ - - - - - - - l - - - - - - - - - - - -  -X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. P a r t  3 0  

_ - - _ - _ l _ _ _ _ _ l _ - _ _ _ l - I - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - _ -  -X 
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190357/10 
GIULIO LOCCISANO, 

NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

Defendants. 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ l _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  -X 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
l 0 M  , 2011 

G I U L I O  LOCCISANO Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York CLERKS OFFICE 

EW YORK 212-558-5500 ( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  
File No.: 11084-2445 

SO ORDERE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ - _ _ _ _ - _ - _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  -X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. P a r t  30 

_ _ - - _ - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _  -X 
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190377/10 
GEORGE ANDRUCKI , 

NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

ALCOA. , et al, , 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 5 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto,  

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without cos ts .  

Dated: Brooklyn, New York /Oil , 2011 

p;>> l! - ..v&2T;: - 
Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
GEORGE ANDR U C K I  Buxnham LLC 
700 Broadway, gCh Floor 177 Montague St ree t  
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Attorneys for Defendant 

212-558-5500 (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  
11084-2459 

SO ORDERED: 

Hon. Sherry K. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CHRISTOPHER T. TANSOSCH and 
GEORGIANA TANSOSCH NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

New York, New York 10036 

York 
201 1 

Hilen A. MCGO~UI, ksq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 

\ 

poPL E D New York, New Yor 
J 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. ShGiiy n 

WV - 4 2utt 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF1C€ 
NEW YORK 

I570472 



*, ' *  y . . 1 .  
I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN CHILARSKI and HELEN CHILARSKI, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 
3M COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
J, Sherry Klein Heitler 

Index No,: 190391-2010 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant .. Rapid -American . -  Corporation hereby requests sgrgnary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 
against defendant Rapid-American Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
defendant Rapid-American Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

NAPOLI BERN RIPKA LLP SNR DENTON US LLP 

-*., 

.. By: 
h i e l  Gross, Esq. 

By: 
Richard Thomas, Esq. 
The Empire State Building 
350 Fifth Avenue, Suite 741 3 
New York, New York 10 1 18 

122 1 Avenue of the Americas 
New York, New York 10020 

Attorneys for PlaintiFs Attorneys for Defendant 
- - - -  -- R a p W X i ~ i @ f t t 6 ~ ~ t i ~ n  - - - -  -.- 

- _  - -  - .  

SO ORDERED rn 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

Dated: T/T/f 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

EDWIN PACHECO and RAMONA 
PACHECO, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursumt to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

cElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

New York, New York 10036 Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Flo 
New York, New Y o r k F O b  L 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 21 2011 
1563636 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NNV YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK c 

EDWIN PACHECO and RAMONA PACHECO, index No.: lW393/2010 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS; & al. 

Defendanta. 
i 

NO-QPPOSlllON 
SUYMMARY 
JUOGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFOR€, defendants, THE MOUNT SINAI HOSPITAL dWUa MSMC 

RESIDENTIAL REAL ESTATE and MSMC RESIDENTIAL REAL ESTATE, hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-captioned matter, pursuant to CPLR 53212 and New York 

State Workers’ Compensation Law 51 1, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants, 

THE MOUNT SINAI HOSPITAL slhAla WYC RESIDENTIAL REAL ESTATE and MSMC 

RESIDENTIAL REAL ESTATE, with prejudice, arid there being no opposition hereto; it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossclaims against 

defendants, THE MOUNT SINAI HOSPITAL slhlUa MSMC RESIDENTIAL REAL ESTATE 

and MSMC RESlDENTlAL REAL ESTATE, are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

IAL REAL ESTATE 

SO ORDERED: 

(00071474) OCT 14 201’1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

lN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index Nos. 190413110 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OFtDER 

CORNELIUS BYL and NINA YANG BYL 

x 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PFJ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff's) 
Cornelius By1 and Nina Yang By1 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

150 Broadway, Su' 
New York, New &ftOE 
(212) 791-0285 

IJov - 4  2011 
I Dated: couNTY  CLERK^ oFFEk 

C I  z r m N  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE O F  NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK C I T Y  
__-__-___-- -______--_____111______1__ -X NYCAL 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. P a r t  30 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _  -X 
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190413/10 
Cornelius B y l ,  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

A,O. Smith Water Products., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment i n  the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition t he re to ,  

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismiss 

p r e l u d i c e  and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
/ OIlCr , 2011 e-3+ 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
W e i t z  6r Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
CORNELIUS BYL Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

File No.: 11084-2467 
212-558-5500 ( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

SO ORDERED: 

Iion. Sherry 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

____ 

NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

rNRE 

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LUIS ODD0 

Index Nos. 10-190414 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 NOV - 4  2011 

150 Broadway, Suite 6F I L E 
New York, New York 10038 

COUNTY CLERKS OI-FICE. 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  - - - -x 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X ____f_________ l_____________f___ l_____  

This Document Relates to: 
RAYMOND CARELLA, 

Index No.: 190416/10 

Plaintiff, 
NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUD-NT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 
A I R  & LIQUID SYSTEMS C O R P . ,  et al., 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with  prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNKAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brookly), New York 
, 2011 

Charles Fergus n, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
Raymond C a r e l l a  Burn  ham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 1 7 7  Montague Street NQV &!+ ?htt8 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 1 1 2 0 1  

Our File No. : 1 1 0 5 q - 2 4 f i m ~ O R K  

Attorneys fo r  Defe 

UNIy CLWKS OFFIG * I 2 1 2 - 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  ( 7 1 8 )  855 -9000  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

INRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRIEDRICH SCHEUERMANN and CHRISTEN 
SCHEUERMANN 

N Y CAI, 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index Nos, 190440/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

x 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse-Diesel Construction Company, lnc. (a/k/a Morse Diesel, 

Inc.), with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with pre+judice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Scheuermann roadway, Suite 600 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 



PEDRO RODRIGUEZ, 

Plaintiff, - against - 

A.P. MOLLER-MAERSK, INC., et aZ., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No: 190451/10 

WHEREFORE, defendant SL Service, Inc. (Yea-Land") hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Sea-Land with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Sea-Land be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WOMPSON HINE LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
33 5 Madison Avenue, 12th Floor 
New York, New York 10017 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 344-5680 

F I L E D  1 
NOV - 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

1 4 2011 NEW YORK 
2043 12.2 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
C01'NTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
X - 

X 

LAWRENCE GRAZIOSE und MARIE E. GRAZIOSE, Index No. 190456-2010 

Plaintiffs, 

-agairtst- 

NO OPPOSlTiON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

? .O. SA\lftl WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., including 
GCNERA, ELECTI!IC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

disrhissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Dated: New York, New York 

A n 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED,. 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

q'3 
ddhael A. Tanenbaum, Esa. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorne)ds for General Electric Company 
Three GaiV..-, --. ..-, , . - . .--. 
Newark, NJ 07102 



Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

A,O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et. al,. 

Index No.: 190461/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter "GARDNER 

DENVER'), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs to either party. 

Dated: l+ 
--. 

1 .. wei;z--&w- --- I Tomachukwu N. Acholonu, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 

n erg, PC SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER 
& MAHONEY, LTD. 

F;' New York, New York 10003 850 Third Avenue, Suite c 

New York, New York 10 22 
(212) 651-7500 NO\r - 4  2011 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

GIUSEPPE TORRE and AGATHA TORRE, Index No. 190461-2010 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMiiH V+AtMR PRODUCTS CO. €1 GI., ii;cluding 
FOSTER WHEELER LLC. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER AS AGAINST DEFENDANT 
FOSTER WHEELER LLC 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant Foster Wheeler, LlC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ogainst 

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

k Stephen Novakidis, Esq. 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 

Newark, NJ 07 102 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, NY 10003 
700 Broadway 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 

Three Gateway Center, 12th 

(973) 242-0002 

SO OR DERED, 
Hon. $her& Kki?fHe itler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

x 
INRE NEW Y O N  CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT FOGLIETTA 

Index Nos. 190463/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
September 1 2 , B l  1 

Attorneys far Plaintiff(,) 
Robert Foglietta 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(2 12) 79 1-0285 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O K  

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, S.) 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

GIUSEPPE SEIDITA 
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

New York, New York 
,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway, 6'h Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10 F I L E D  

NOV - 4 2011 

C~~~ 1y CLERK'S OFFICE SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler NEW YORK 

1641729-1 



SLIPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YL I ,: 
5 Y N T Y  OF NEW YORK 

X ---.-_- - 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGA'IION NYCAL 

x 

KATHLEEN KEARNEY, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS EXECUTIUX OF Index NO. 190004-201 1 
THE ESTATE OF DANIEL KEARNEY a/k/a DANIEL T. 
KEAREIEY, DECEASED, 

NO OPPOSITION 

ORDER 
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATFR PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 
CLEIERAL ELECTIIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

x 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summarv 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed wilh prejudice 

and without costs, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross clalms against 

New York, New York 

Josephw. Belluck, Esq. 
Belluck & Fox U P  
Attorneys for Plainliffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4 h  Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Genera-Eleft 
Three Gateway Center, 12' 
Newark, NJ 07102 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  .. 

I 

JOSEPH SAULS, Index No. 190006/11 

Plaintiff, 

-against - 

A.W. CHESTERTON, CO., et al. 

Defendants. I 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

WHEREFORE, defendant, PERMATEX CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, PERMATEX 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, 

PERMATEX CO, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/3 /// ,2011 

EARLY & STRAUSS LEWIS BFUSBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
-.._ . . 

JOSEPH SAULS 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20t” Floor 

-_. - -  

By: 

L E  
New YorCNY 10017 New York, NY 10005 NOV - 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFlCt 
N€W YORK 

2 12-986-2233 

SO ORDERED, 

4819-7099-7258.1 



IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

TASCO INSULATIONS, et al. MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TASCO INSULATIONS, hereby requests summary judgment 
in the above-entitled case pursuant to civil practice law and rules Section 3212 dismissing 
plaintiff's complaint against defendant TASCO INSULATIONS, and there being no opposition 
thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant TASCO INSULATIONS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

Belluck & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4m Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Isaac Rubin 

Rob C. Tonogbanua, Esquire L E D  
DICKIE, MCCAMEY & CHILCOTE, P.C. 
41 South Haddon Avenue, Suite 5 
Haddonfield, NJ 08033 
(856) 354-0192 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
Attorneys for Defendant, TASCO INSUfd&W@EBK 

NOV - 4 2011 

2 4 2014, 
SO ORDERED: 



v" . ._ 

53106-324538 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_II_______L__lr______1-lr--------"--"------"~------------"------~- X 

IN RE NEW Y O U  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

_ _ L I " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ " _ I _ _ - - - - 1 - - - r - - - - - - 1 - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  X JUSTICE HEITLER 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ISAAC RUBIN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 

INDEX NO,: 190008/11 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND DRDER SUR-SEAL GASKET & PACKING, INC., et al. 

_-_----__l"r__---____lllr__________l____-----------"-----------"-- 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: lD/Zi/l I 

'""I4 
New York, NY 10036 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Isaac Rubin 

p r p q  RcI41l(1 
L- 

FILED. '  Rob C. Tonogbanua, Esquire 

41 South Haddon Avenue, Suite 5 

(856) 354-0192 
Attorneys for Defendant, SUR-SEACOUNTY CLERKS wfla 
GASKET & PACKING, INC. 

DICKIE, MCCAMEY & CHILCOTE?, .C. i 

Haddonfield, NJ 08033 NOV - 4 2011 Y 

NEW YOHK 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
L _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ f _ _ _ _ _ f _ _ _ - - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - -  X NYCAL 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 30 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Klein-Heitler) 
X _ - - _ _ _ - - _ _ _ - - _ _ _ - - _ _ _  ---___..-__--____- 

This Document Relates to: 
ROBERT SEARING and ANN SEARING, Index No.: 190016/11 

Plaintiff, NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

- against - ORDER 

ALCATEL-LUCENT USA, Individually and as 
Successor in Interest to Western 
Electric, et al., 

Defendants. 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f _ _ _  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 

prejudice, and there being no PLASTERING CO., INC., with 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notic all claims 

BONO PLASTERING CO. , and cross claims against defendant MAR1 

f p + F o i t L  E INC., be dismissed with prejudice and 

d Dykman LLP 
for Defendant 

Robert S e a r i n g  and Ann 
Searing Inc. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

D i B o n o  P l a s t e r i n g  C o . ,  

212-558-5500  (718) 855-9000 
Our,File No.:10924-6469 

So Ordered: 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



L 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

rNRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index Nos. 190016/11 

ROBERT SEARING and ANN SEARING NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Daniel MasSerberg, Esq. - Q .. /& Rosario Chetta, Esq. 

September 12,201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(.) 
Robert Searing and Ann Searing 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York I0038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, _.. - I  - 
Hon. She1 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 



r n * "  ,' & 

SUPRlElMlE COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 
_. 

UTA ENDRES and ROLF ENDRES, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.Q. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et at., 

Defendants. 

De fendant(s) . 

Index No.: 190034/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURMG COMPANY, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, N E E M  MANUFACTURING 

COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, R€EEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, be and the same 

with prejudice and without costs, NU7 - 4 2011 

COUNTY CLEHKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Michael Roberts, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway Rheem Manufachlrieg Comp 
New Yark, NY 10003 

Braaten & Pascarella, 
Attorneys for Defendant 

2430 Route 34 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

JOSEPH MARTIN and DORIS MARTIN, Index No. 190043-201 1 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

k ichae l  A, Tanenbaum, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for General Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2th Floor 
Newark, N J 07 102 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 



Plaintiffs : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt al,, 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New Yorlq, New York 

New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

Dated: New York, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

1 

Lawrence G. Lee 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

\ L E D .  
(2 12) 302-2400 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. including, 
GATES CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant THE GATES CORPORATION, sued herein as GATES CORPORATION 

hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GATES with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

THE GATES CORPORATION be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

2 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Patt i  Burshtyn, Esq. 

Attorney for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

5 Sedgwick Dennis E. Vega, LLP 

~ Q B E R  la, a d  

{T. Qr- 

Attorneys for The Gates Corporation 
Three Gateway Center, 12'h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h z y  Kldn Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 30 
--X NYCAL _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f f _ _ _ _ f _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Klein-Heitler) 
- -X _ _ _ _ _ _ f _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - _ - - -  

This Document Relates to: 
LEIGHTON LEWIS, Index No.: 190069/11 

Plaintiff, NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

- against - ORDER 

AMERICAN BILTRITE, et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant MARIO & DIBONO PLASTERING CO., INC., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 83212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant MARIO & 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., 

$\t ?'\-Im E INC., be dismissed with prejudice and with 

L e i g h  t on Lewis 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Inc. 
New York, New York 10003 177 Montague Street 
212-558-5500 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co., 

' (718) 855-9000 
Our File No.:10924-6476 

So Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

X 

LEWIS LEIGHTON, Index No. 190069-201 1 

-against- 

Plaintiffs, 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER AS AGAINST DEFENDANT 

FOSTER WHEELER LLC 
ALLIED SIGNAL INC. et ai., including 
FOSTER WHEELER LLC, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, 11C hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

there t 0, 

defendant Foster Wheeler, 11C be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y&,hW !W k 

Stephen Novakid%, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 

. . . . . , .  . . . -  
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLL 
Three Gateway Cen' 'n'L 
Newark, NJ 071 02 
(973) 242-0002 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

tion. merrywein Heitler 



c c r J  

WILLIAM PISANO, 

Index No. 190077/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Plaintiff, 
. I  

-against- 

ABEX CORPORATION., et ai., 
Including, ARVINMERITOR, INC., 

WHEREFORE, defendant ArvinMeritor, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant ArvinMeritor, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant ArvinMeritor, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Q & u O v  , I \  ,2011 

9 Esq. 
LEVQHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
1300 Third Avenue, 13* Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 605-6200 

Peggy L. Pan, Esq. 
JSASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 
(212) 506-1700 r ct i-q@i. 

( J~Jq&d 

OCT 2 4 2011 



-against- 
Plaintiff$ NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

ABEX CORPORATION, et al, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant FLOWSERVE CORPORATION SUCCESSOR IN INTEREST TO 

DURAMETALLIC CORPORATION, (hereinafter "Durametallic"), hereby requests Summary Judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against Defendant Durametallic without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant 

Duramctallic be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs to either party 

Dated: New York, New York 

Erica V. Cesaiu, Esq. 
Levy Philips & Konigsberg, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD. 
800 3"' Avenue, 13' Floor 
New York, NY 10022 

Madina Axelrod, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDEKED, 
i F I L E D  

NOV - 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



In Re: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

_____"__"__________"l__rlr______________--------------------------------- X 

This document Relates to 
RONALD SZAMATULSKI, 

Index No.: 1 1 - 190079 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

.. - .. . . __ 
V. 

WHEEAS,  defendant TRANSCO INC., hereby requests summary 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

udgment in the above- 

dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant TRANSCO INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition therein. 

ORDERED, that upon notice of all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant TRANSCO INC, be and the same is hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Garbarini & Scher, P.C. 
Attorneys for Deft. Transco Inc. 
432 Park Avenue South, 9" Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

(212) 986-2233 

SO ORDERED: 

NOV - 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

O K  H' J &y#] 



I 4. 

BELLUCK FOX, LLP LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

1 -  ' ' w* < Joseph W. Belluck JmineEe& 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

Attorneys for Defendant 
. * .  546 Fifth Avenue, 4* Floor SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 

f/k/a BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 1027 1-0079 
(212) 238-4800 NOV - 4 2011 

This Document Relates To: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

-7  

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC, fMa BECHTELCORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
I.& I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL COW., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice md without cosfs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

' 

- ."." 

So Ordered: 

.::ODMA/PCDOCS/DOCSNY/523024/1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O U  

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S, Part 30 
: (Heitler, S.) 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: INDEX NO.: 190081/11 

: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

__..______..______..______________r_____~~-..-~~~~~~.~~~~~~..~~~~~------- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILLIAM JOSEPH GORHAM and FRANCIS : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
MARY GORHAM ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ey & Carpenter, LLP 

Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

1659433-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

WILLIAM JOSEPH GORHAM and FRANCIS MARY 
GORHAM, 

Plaintiffs, 

-V- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

NYCAL 

Index No. 190081/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Goodall Rubber Company c Goodall") hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Goodall with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Goodall Rubber Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & 

4 Vincent A. Errante, Esq.- 
Attorneys for Defendant N(')v 
1 16 E. 27th Street, 12' Floor 

New York, N Y  10036 New York, NY 10016 cuu 
(212) 681-1575 (2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED: 



53106-325603 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
JUSTICE HEITLER 

INDEX NO.: 190082/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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, 

SO ORDERED: 

Belluck & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h Floor 
New Ywk, NY 10036 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Paul Crane 

Rob C. Tonogbanua, Esquire 
DICKIE, MCCAMEY & CHILCOTEj P.C. 
41 South Haddon Avenue, Suite 5 i 

Haddonfield, NJ 08033 

Attorneys for Defendant, SUR-SEAL 
(856) 354-0192 



WHEREFOKE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

NC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL COW., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without casts. 

Dated: New York, New York 

l a j q  % J \  

" LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 

New York, New York 1003 f/k/a BECHTEL CORP. 
(212) 681-1575 

(212) 238-4800 

So Ordered: 

, ::ODMA/PCDOCS/DOCSNY/523024/1 

OCT 2 1 ion 



c 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, S.) 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

PAUL CRANE and ARLENE CRANE 
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2011 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Compan 
88 Pine Street, 24t Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4*h F1 
Belluck & Fox, LLP 

$: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED, 

1 64 1 63 5- 1 



HOAQLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8. 
WUKAS, LLP 
ATTOflNEYS AT LAW 

m r n  JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
Po Box 4m 
MWBRUNWCK,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S NYLL 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: 

PAUL CRANE AND ARLENE CRANE 

against 

CRANE CO., ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 190082/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, York International Corp., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, York International Corp., with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, York International Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
I Q I r a ( / (  

HOAGLAND, LONGO, 
DUNST & DOUKAS, L 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
York International Corp. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

BELLUCK & FOX LLP 

PAUL CRANE and ARLENE CRANE 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAl 

X 

DOMINICK JOHN CELENTANO and CATHERINE ANNE Index No. 190083-201 1 
C E LE NTAN 0, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

D a n  New York, New York 
OaOBER I?.a01\ 

Joseph Belluck, Esq. 
Belluck & Fox LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4ih Flo 
New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

; M ael A. ranenbaum, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for General Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

P 

I 



5EP-29-2011 09:EtlFI FROM:GETMRN L F l W  F IRM 16074323571 T0:12129862255 P. 2 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

In Re: New York City 
Asbestos Litigation 

This Document Relates to: 
MILA MACEK and D E R 0 0  MACEK, 

Index No. 1 1 -1 90085 

' NO OPPOSlTTON SUMMARY 
Plaintiffs, JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitlcr, J.S.C. 
V. 

. . . - . . _. . .. . _. L. P. BUTTS, INC., etB1, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, L. P. BUTTS, WC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiffs Complaint against L. P. BUTTS, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, L. P. BUTTS, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York Dated: Oneonta, New York 
,201 1 September 29,201 1 

I 

GETMAN LAW FIRM, LLC "-___ __----- _c- c*-- T I  

EARLY & STUUSS, LLC - -  _ -  --/- 

Brian Early, Esq. 
Attorney far Plaintiffs 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 

Michael F. Getman, Esq. +lL 
Attorney for Defendant L. P. BF 1p.L E 
16 Dietz $met 

, <  

New York, New York 10017 Oneonta, New York 13820 * 
NOV - 4  2011 -i 

7 

SO ORDERED: 

Supreme Court Justice 



. .. . . . . 

-against- 
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al. 

-_ - . . - .-. . . .. . - - _. ... -. .. _- . . . . . .. . .. . 

Defendants. 
Hon. - . Sheny - Klein . Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Continental Automotive Systems, Inc., W a  
Continental Teves, Inc., a subsidiary of Continental AG, (hereinafter "CAS"), hereby 
requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 
and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant CAS with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against Defendant CAS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

101s ) a d  

-. 
Kevin Turbert, Esq. 

Karst & von Oiste, LLP SEG'AL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs MAHONEY, LTD. 
19500 State Hwy 249, Suite 420 Attorneys for Defendant CAS 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 Houston, TX 77070 New York, New York 10022 



SUPREME COIJRT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
AJ,J. COTJNTTES WI'I'HIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

. .  

Index No.: 190107/13 

WM II:LIEFORE, defendant NORMAN D. LIFTON & CO., INC., hereby requests 

summal-y .judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintifi's complaint against defendant NORMAN D. LIFTON & CO., INC,, 

with pre-judice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

clefendant NORMAN D. LIFTON & CO., INC., be and the same are hcreby dismissed with 

pre.judice and without costs. 

XENBERG, P.C. &FORD P,C. 

Christopher S. K O ~ A  :J 
Attorneys for Defendant 
NORMAN D. LIFTON 8c CO., INC. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 

700 Broadway 
Ncw York, Ncw York 10003 
21 2-558-5500 New York, Ncw York 

(212) 238-4800 

So Ordered: ~ 

fI0n. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, S,) 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: INDEX NO.: 190109/11 

: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

...______.._____ " . . _ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - . . . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " . . . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . . . ~ ~ ~ ~ - - . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . " - - - - -  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RYLAND L. HOLMES and CARFUE HOLMES : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yqrk, New York 

Peter Tambini, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway, 6'h Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

NOV -4 2011 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, r 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heifler 

1641679-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RYLAND L. HOLMES AND CARRIE HOLMES, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 190109/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aurora Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 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: New York New York 
1131b ’ ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 1 Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Aurora Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Ryland L. Holmes and Carrie Holmes 

700 Broadway 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

w York New York 10003 

p \ @  (212) 509-3456 I ~, 

SO ORDERED, 4 

(N0083640-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RYLAND L. HOLMES AND CARRIE HOLMES, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 190109/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1oj16 ,2011 

A t t o m m r  Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. 

Ryland L. Holmes and Carrie Holmes 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG. P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 n I n New York. New York 10003 

700 Broadway 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry KleinHeitler 

454-12287 

{ N0083640-1) 

OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RYLAND L. HOLMES AND CARRIE HOLMES, j 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1901 09/11 

-against- 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., etal.,  
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Columbia Boiler Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Columbia Boiler 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, Columbia Boiler Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York \Qp ,2011 

E Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for defendant" 
Columbia Boiler Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ryland L. Holmes and Carrie Holmes 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0042173-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
X 

X 

FRANK BARBIERI, Index No. 1901 13-201 1 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et at., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOS!TION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
_OSJPt]GRIf. a011 

/ 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York. NY 10036 

m Sedgwick Michael A. LLP Tanenbaurn, Esq. 

Attorneys for General Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

F I L E D  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, S.) 

: INDEXNO.: 190114/11 

: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

______._______.“_______I___r____________----. .------. .------.------------ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WALTER D. GUTHRIE and LONA GUTHRIE : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

cts Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

546 Fifth Avenue,2th Floo? 
New York, New York 10036 

SO ORDERED, 

1641665-1 

cElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 

New York, New York 1 
88 Pine Street, 24th 

\ Rw’s O F F m  
coup4-m CLE 

NJEN ’/OR‘ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LlTlGATlOPl NYCAL 

X 

WALTER D. GUTHRIE and LONA GUTHRIE, Ii1c:c.x No. 1 901 14-201 1 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUAWARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for General Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, N J 07 102 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

a. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
JUSTICE HEITLER 

INDEX NO.: 190114/11 
WALTER GUTHRIE 

-agahs t - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TASCO INSULATIONS, hereby requests summary judgment 
in the above-entitled case pursuant to civil practice law and rules Section 3212 dismissing 
plaintiff's complaint against defendant TAS 
thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defend 
defendant TASCO INSULATIONS, be and 
without costs. 

New Yo& NL' 10036 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Walter Euthrie 

Rob C. Tonogbanua, Esquire 
DICKIE, MCCAMEY & CHILCOTE, P.C. 
41 South Haddon Avenue, Suite 5 
Haddonfield, NJ 08033 
(856) 354-0192 

Attorneys for Defendant, T ~ v e i E  D 
NOV - 4 2011 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, S.) 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
RICHARD SADLOWSKI and MARY JOAN : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
SADLOWSKl ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York NQV 4 "1'' 
OFF\CE yr CLERKS 

/e ,2011 ' NE\NyoRK 

Heldn A, M C G O W ~ ,  Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway, 6*h Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

a 
4th Floor 
York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

1641721-1 



This Dacumeot Relates to: Indm No.: 198121-11 

RICHlAIiD L. NOCELLA, 

Plain tiff(s), 
V. 

AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC,, lndiriduallp and 
8s Successor to Amtlco FI~OFS, et al., 

Defeodant(s). 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

~-~~ 

WHEREFORE, deferidant, BlRD TNCOkPORATED hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil PractiEe Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint againrjit defendants, BIRD INCORPORATED with prejudice, and there being 

no apposition thereo, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-ddendants, all claims and cross claims agdmt 

defendant BIRD INCORPORATED be and the same are hereby dismissed with ptej 

without costs. 1 

WEfTZ & ILJXENBE G, P.C. 
Attorneys for plaintiff( f ) 
700 Broadway 
New Yark, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

BRAATEN PASC~MLLA, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
BIRD MCQRPOMTED 

Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
2430 Route 34, Sllite A-18 

(732) 528-8888 



I 

X:/FB W S ~ ~ Y ~ A ~ ~ ! ( I ~ U O C T O S E R  201 I 

' SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 190122/11 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

httomcy lor Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 9 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ttorneys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
arry McTiernan & Moore 
Pector Street, 14th Floor 
ew York, New York 10006 ~ - 

) 313-3600 *L' E:.U 

SEP 2 9 2011 



-against- 
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Ron. Sheny Klein Heitler 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/P, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant, 

BW/P, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New Ydrk, NedYork 

c 

Ted Eder, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 
MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



+* 

1 '  

Pl.dntiff$, NO OPPOSITION S U Y  
-agai,nst- JUDGMENT MOTION 

AWD ORDER 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCT CO., t t  d., 

WJIEREFORE. Defendant KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY INC., hereby request summw 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section $3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY INC., With 
prcjudice, and thmc being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to d1 co-defendants, dl claims and cross-claims! against 
defendant KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY INC., be and the s m e  hereby dismissed With prejudice 
and without casts. 

ORDERED, that upon notke to dl  Go-defendants, all clai,ms and cross cldms against 
Defendants, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4.tq. 2; &+(I 

WE RID & SMITH, LLP 

By: 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

77 Water Street, Suite 2100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

so O r n E E D :  

4835-3305-5753, I 

Justice of the Supreme Court 
of the Statc of Ncw York 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I : NYCAL 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I.A.S. Part 30 

: (Heitler, S.) 

: INDEX NO.: 190123/11 

: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

__._.____.. .____..______________________~~~~..~~~~-.~~~~-~.~~~~-~.~~~~ ".. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

I EARL ERIKSON and ELIZABETH EFUKSON : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

-~ ~ ~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
L O  ' 4 

F\Gt EBx'c, i l k  
NQl 

c&H @ ri yOH6 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

hlcElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

164 1647- 1 



. . .  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION T.A.S. Part 30 : (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

i Index No.: 190125/11 
GEORGE W. HISCHE AND MARTINA E. 
HISCHE, I 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- * 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et 
ai. 

Defendants. [ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Dap, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled w e ,  pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffi' complaint 

against defendant, Dap, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and them being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, al l  claims and mss claims against 

defendant Dap, Inc., be and the same am hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor New Yowk & 2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 

Attorney for Defendants 
Dap, Inc. Attorney for Plahtiffs 
80 Broad S t ~ e t - 2 3 ~  Floor 
New Yo& New Yo& 10004 

MCG'IVNEY & KLUGER B.C. 

700 Broadway 
New Yo& New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E  

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK OCT 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
.. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index Nos. 190126/11 

ELEANOR S. BAKER NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

1. 

WHEREFOW,, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

there to , 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Costs. 

New York, New York 
S m b e r  12,201 1 

/ I 

Attorneys forylaintg(s) 
Eleanor S. Baker 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1 
(212) 791-0285 





magainst- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER SUR-SEAL GASKET & PACKING, INC., et al. 

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. 

Belluck & Fox, LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) George Zachmann 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

- 

Rob C. Tonogbanua, Esquire 
DICKIE, MCCAMEY & CHILCOTE, 
41 South Haddon Avenue, Suite 5 
Haddonfield, NJ 08033 
(856) 354-0192 

F I L E D  
NOV - 4 ZQ'M . ,  

Attorneys for Defendant, SUR-SEAL 
GASKET & PACKING, INC. COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YOHK 



IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE ZACHMANN 

-against- 

TASCO INSULATIONS, et al. 

INDEX NO,: 190140/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TASCO INSULATIONS, hereby requests summary judgment 
in the above-entitled case pursuant to civil practice law and rules Section 3212 dismissing 
plaintiff's complaint against defendant TASCO INSULATIONS, and there being no opposition 
thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant TASCO INSULATIONS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

k s q u r  
Belluck & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4* Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
Attorneyys.for Plahtiff(s) George Zachmann 1 

~- 

Rob C. Tonogbanua, Esquire 
DICKIE, MCCAMEY & CHILCOTE, P 
41 South Haddon Avenue, Suite 5 
Haddonfield, NJ 08033 

4 

NfJV - 4 2011 >E 
(856) 354-0192 
. I  

Attorneys for Defendant, JAY INSTRUMENTS -. rnV 

&SPECIALTY, INC. 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

P1 aintiffs, 
- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION. s/h/a The B.F. Goorlrich 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 s m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Oct .  12,2011 

BY: 
Belluck & Fox, U P  
546 St” Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
(2 12)68 1-1575 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Bryan Belasky, Esq. 

SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER & 
BRENNAN, LLP 
2 Research Way, 
Princeton, NJ 08540 

Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION 
(609)924-6000 

- -.. ..- 

Won. Sherry Heitler 
SO ORDERED 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., d., 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne? jyNew York L 
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber C o e  and Goodyem 

h /I c f7 

SO ORDERED: OGr 142011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, S.) 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

GEORGE ZACHMANN and ARLENE : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ZACHMANN ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N l - f r t k ,  New York 
,2011 

Belluck & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Flo 
New York, NY 10036 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Hehler 

1659429-1 



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 Heitler) 
X _ - _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _  

This Document Relates to: 
GEORGE ZACHMANN and ARLENE ZACHMANN, Index No.: 190140 /21  

- against - 
A.O. SMITH WATER 

Plaintiffs, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

PRODUCTS CO., et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X _ _ - _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ * _ _ _  

WHEREFORE, defendant Spence Engineering Co., Inc., hereb 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant t 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 83212, dismissing plaintiffs 

Complaint against Spence Engineering Co. , Inc. , with prejudice, an 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims an 

cross claims against defendant eering Co., Inc . ,  k 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

Dated: Brooklvn, New York 

I/-- Y 
gan, Esq. 

n and Dykman LLP 
neys for  Defendant 

Spence Engineering Co, , Inc .  George Z a c h m a n n  and Arlene 
Z a c h m a n n  177 Montague Street 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor Brooklyn, New York I 11201, 
NPW York. New York 10036 (718) 855-9000 -. - . . - - - . - 

So Ordered: 4 Hon. Sh r 

L)ur/File No. : 11 

"I 4 2011 



HOAOLAND, LQNGO 
MORAN. DUNST 8. 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO Box 480 
NEWBRUNSMIIO(, NJ 

SWTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEYS MlLL RD 
SWTE M2 
HAWONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.- ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

GEORGE ZACHMANN and ARLENE ZACHMANN, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 190140/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, York International Corp., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, York International Corp., with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, York International Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ, 
\q l a p {  

n I I  

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
York International Corp. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

BW-WRITER-25 



SUPREME COURT OF THE $TATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 1Wl42/11 
In Rc: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LIVCATDN 

RONALD MARSIiBURN, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J UDCMENT 

Piaintiff(s), MOTION 

- against - 
WEIL-MCLAIN, et d., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Dcfcndant WEIL-UCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 
abovwmtitlcd cue, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 
plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLaln With prejudice, and them being na 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defmdnnts, all claims and cross claims against 
Defendant, WeiLMcLain be and the same are hereby dismiss4 with prejudice and without COS@ 

to cither party. 
f 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorncys far Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Wed-McLain 
(2 12) 558*4500 

SINGER 6L MAHONEYLTD. 

350 Third Avenue+ Suitc 1 100 
New York, NY 10022 N()V - 4 2Ql’ 

CLERKS OFFICE 
0 

SO ORDERED, ____. _ _ -  
lion. s 



*< ' 
1- 

, . ;SUPREME COURT OF TW" STATE OF NEW YORK 
r. COUNTY OF NEW YORK 1 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

7 

This Document relates to: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No, 190142/11 
RONALD MARSHBURN AND DIANE MARIE 
MARSHBURN, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

A.C. and S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Kaiser Gypsum 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 Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Ronald Marshburn and Diane Marie Marshburn 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 F I L E D  

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 1 st Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

NOV - 4  2011 
(212) 232-1300 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

4830-0159-1306.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF 'NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.)  

Index No.: 190142/11 

ASBESTOS LI'I'IGArION I.A.S. Part 30 

_______"____..___""____________r________------."----"-"---..------.~ 

This Document Relates tG: 

RONALD MARSHBURN and DIANE MARIE 
MARSHBURN JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

ORDER 
_ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ - * _ _ " _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . - I _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _  

WHEREFORE, Roclcwcll Automation, Inc., as successor by nierger to Allen-Bradley 

Company, LLC (itnproperl y pled as "Rockwell Automation, Inc., as successor by merger to 

Allen-Bradley Cor~pany") (" Allen-Bradley"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, purscant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against Allen-Brxdley with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that uljoni notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claiins against 

defendant Allen-Bradlcy bc iind Iht: same arc: hereby dismissed with prejudice iind without costs. 

well Automation, rn %-.P Attorneys for uerena, I Attoriieys for P!aintiffs 
700 Broaclwdy II~c. ,  as successor by ~ I I C L ~ C I  rzlrkxl-LJrw*ulwJ 

Ncw York, NY lOOc)3 CollIpany, L L r  



.. 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Ygrk, New York 

WEI 'E & LUXENBERG, P.C. LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

l ttorneys for Defendant 
E EQUOIA VENTURES NC. 700 Broadway 

212-558-5500 170 Broadway, 27th Flo$r 
New York, New York 10003 ~ / ~ / ~ B E c H T E L c o ~ .  F L 

h :w York, New York lit271 -0079 N@/ 202' 

: :ODMNPC~S/DOCSNY/S72690/ 1 



i 

r, 

3M COMPAN'rF,.flWd Minnesotu Mining & : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
Mmi!fcicttrring Co., et d., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Defendants. : ORDER 

_"--___--_____"____"crlllr______lr______----"---"----"----------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant SCEMEIDER ELECTRIC USA, INC. (f/kh SQUARE D 
COMPANY) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC USA, TNC. (WWa SQUARE D COMPANY) with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SCKNEIDER ELECTRIC USA, INC. ( U k h  SQUARE D COMPANY) be, and the 

smissed with prejudice and without costs. 

LEVY PHILLIP 

$00 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 
(2 12) 605-6200 

SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC USA, MC. 
WWa SQUARE D COMPANY) 
593 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 1 4  2011 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

HENRY E. APFELBAUM and JUDY 
APFELBAUM, 

Plaintiffs, 

: INDEX NO. 190156/2011 

-against- 

AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., et al., 

: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendants Lucent Technologies Inc., now known as Alcatel-Lucent USA Inc., 

individually, and for purposes of the litigation herein as successor in interest to the claims asserted against 

Western Electric Company, Inc. (hereinafter Alcatel-Lucent USA Inc. and Western Electric Company, 

Inc. are collectively referred to as “Lucent”), and Nassau Metals Corp., incorrectly sued as “Nassau 

Smelting“ (hereinafter “Nassau Metals”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendants 

Lucent and Nassau Metals, 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 Defendants 

Lucent and Nassau Metals, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: b T  5 ,2011 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP EDWARDS ILDMAN PALMER LLP 

By: +” 

George R, Talarico, Es . 
Attorneys for Defendants 
750 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 

t Czd L E D 546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
2 12-68 1 - 1575 212-308-441 1 

MOV - 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFlCF 
KW YORK OCT 0 7 ZMV 

SO ORDERED: 



36.24570 /AJM 
UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF N E W  YORK 
OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

N RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

his document relatea to: 

ENRY E. APFELBAUM and JUDY 
.PFELBAUM, 

vs . 
Plaintiffs, 

NITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
!t al. , 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 190156/11 

(October 2011 In Extremis Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 

Abll) ORDER 
SUmmRY JUDGMENT ~ I O I P  

Defendants. 

-FORE, defendant , United Conveyor Corporation, .ier&y 

=quests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

: i V i l  Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismiesing plaintiff's 

:omplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, w i t h  

Xejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, a l l  claim and 

zrossclaijns against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
. In . _ _  

x LK, d e w  YOrk  10036 United Conveyor Corporatio 
7 2  Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 NT 7 

V P.O. B o x  438 
/ /  / Eaet Hanover, New Jereey 07936 



SUPREME COURI' OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALA., COUN'I'IES WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW Y O N  
I_____________________________l_l_______"~~-~-----_---*~----------- X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LI'1 'IGATION, 
_________r__l---__xI____r_____l___l_____-----~----"---~---------~-- X (Heitler, J.) 

'This Documcnt Relates To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

John J, Barrett ORDER 
______l--_*_----_r--_______rr______r____-----~---~-----~--------~-" X 

Index No.: 190257/11 

WHEREFOW, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. flWa BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. flWa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I 0 1 1  d / /  i 
LANDMAN CORSX BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

Janine &. Brown 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Y 

700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES INC, 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 F I L E D  

flWa BECHTEL COW. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 10271-0 79 
(2 12) 23 8-4800 NOV - 4  2011 

c o u ~ p  CLERK'S 
So Ordered: NEW YORK 

OCT 2 I2011 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

:~ODM~FCDOCS/DOCSNY/52269O/l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, S.) 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN J. BARRETT 
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

OFtDER 

WHEREFORJ3, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

New York New York 
\o! 13’ ,2011 

Dated: 

Daniel J. Waurberg, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 

Htlen A. Mc&ow”m, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

New York, New York 10003 Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York l p 5 \  L 

164 16 18-1 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORR 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE 
X 

NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

EDWARD SADWOSKI AND ALBERTA SADOWSKI, 

I.A.S. Part 30 (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 190215/2011 

X 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
-V.- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
including ALLWOOD DOOR CO., 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Allwood Door Co. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant Allwood Door Co. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Allwood Door Co. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
sq4 2% ,2011 

/ 3 C - b d  
Michael Roberts, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

New York, New York 10003 

Robert C. Malaby, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Allwood Doo 

New York, New York 1003 D ' I  a 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600 1 L, 

s 

--* 4 2011 (212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

COuN 1 Y CLERKS 0 F F j c ~  
hf'd YORK 

OCJ 1 4  2011 1 SO ORDERED, Dated: 



Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER ON BEHALF OF 
DEFENDANT PHELPS DODGE 
INDUSTRIES, INC. 

- against - 
A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant Phelps Dodge Industries, Inc. hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint and all amendments to the complaint against Phelps 

Dodge Industries, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Phelps Dodge Industries, Inc. be, and the same are, hereby dismissed with 

;a 'I ':'#*ia D ,  
3 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
10 /E-// / /  

By: 
Kevin M. Berry, Esq. 
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
110 William Street, 26* Floor 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 267-3091 

f%--zig -' 
DAYPI EYLLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Phelps Dodge Industries, Inc. 
7 Times Square 
New York, NY 10036-731 1 
(212) 297-58a 

SO ORDERED: 



S U P ~ E M ~  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
, ,  

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 190266/11 

JOHN FRANKENBERG, JR., 

Plaintiff, \ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION,, et ! 
al., 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, The Fairbanks Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Li 

Attorney for befendant 
The Fairbanks Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
John Frankenberg, Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, Nkw York 1000 

L E D  (212) 558-5500 

504-0808 



SUPKEME'COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No. : 1902661 1 1 

JOHN FRANKENBERG, JR., 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

\ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION., el j 
al., 

Defendants. 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, improperly plead as 

COLUMBIA BOILER, CO., herein after referred to as Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Columbia Boiler Company 

of Pottstown, with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

,2011 

3 erberg, Esq, 
r_c 

Carol Tempesta, Esq. Daniel Wass 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff 2 

John Frankenberg, Jr. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  
Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

McGrvmv & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

4 NOv - 4 2011 (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

2S72-0062 



STJPI&ME'COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
[ (Heitla, J,) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
[ Index No.: 19026611 1 

JOHN FRANKENBERG, JR., 

Plaintiff, 

"against- 

[ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION., et 
al., 

j 

Defendants e 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, Improperly Plead As Weir 

Valve And Controls USA, INC., herein after referred to as Atwood & Morrill Company, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill 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, Atwood & Morrill Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

,2011 

Attorney for dfendant 
Atwood & Momill Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

D 5  

F I L"-E D Attorney for Plaintiff 
John Frankenberg, Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 (212) 558-5500 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

700 Broadway NOV - 4  2011 

NEW YORK 



I -- .I 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER ON BEHALF OF 
DEFENDANT PHELPS DODGE 
INDUSTRIES, INC. 

- against - 
ASBEKA INDUSTRIES OF NEW YORK, INC., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant Phelps Dodge Industries, Inc. hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint and all amendments to the complaint against Phelps 

Dodge Industries, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Phelps Dodge Industries, Inc. be, and the same are, hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/'o /s.-// J 

Kevin M. Berry, Esq. 
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
110 William Street, 26' Floor 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 267-3091 

By: 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Phelps Dodge Industries, Inc. 
7 Times Square 
New York, NY 1003 
(212) 297-5800 

SO ORDERED: 



OCT-14-2@11 15:39 3691 ROOM 2360 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STAJX OF NEW YQRK 

2126870659 

This Document Kelates To: 
: Index No.: 190319/11 

MARK ROCK and SONDRA ROCK, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - : NO OPPOSITION SUrnARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. and 
BLACKMER, et d. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defmdant BLACKMER, by its attorneys, Harris Beach PLLC, 
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 
Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

defendant BLACKMER with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a11 Go-defendants, dl claims and cross clairns 

against defendant BLACKMER be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
',,,' ' I  ..l;l 

Dated: New York New York 
{ o h /  ,2011 

C''. 
I 

" 1 
0 

b 
' ,  Patti Bwshm, Esq. 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff. 
700 Broadway BLACKMER 
New Yo&, NY 10003 

William T. Miedel, Esq. 
HARRIS BEACH PLLC 
Athrneys For Defendant 

(212) SS8-5SOO 

SO ORDERED, 

, ,. 
TOTAL P.02 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 (Heitler, J.) 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index 

YALE EISENBERG NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OFtDER 
WITHOUT PREJUDICE 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, fMa Viacom Inc., 

successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania Corporation, fMa Westinghouse 

Electric Corporation (hereinafter "CBS Corporation") hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CBS Corporation without prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CBS Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
mv4ws' ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant CBS Corporation, a 
Delaware Corporation, fkYa Viacom Inc., 
successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a 
Pennsylvania Corporation, Y . a  Westinghouse 
Electric Corporation 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 F I L E D  

- .- 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 19033211 1 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN UNNETH LOWE 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
WITHOUT PREJUDICE 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, flwa Viacom Inc., 

successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania Corporation, fMa Westinghouse 

Electric Corporation (hereinafter "CBS Corporation") hereby requests summary judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CBS Corporation without prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CBS Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&+bw /O ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

mccessor by merger to CBS Corporation, a 
Pennsylvania Corporation, f/wa Westinghouse 
Electric Corporation 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 F 1 L 
New York, New York 10038 ~ - 4 rv f l . r  i 1.. 8 1  

cL: I OFFICE SO ORDERED, OCT 4m~, 'r*t,viK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JNRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SAM ANGEL0 

Index No, 190338/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
WITHOUT PRF,JUDICE 

.. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, fMa Viacorn Inc., 

successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania Corporation, fMa Westinghouse 

Electric Corporation (hereinafter "CBS Corporation") hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CBS Corporation without prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CBS Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed Without prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
O&* 10 ,2011 

Charles 
WEITZ & LWNBERG,  PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

f 
successor by merger to CBS Corporatiort, a 
Pennsylvania Corporation, f/wa Westinghouse 
Electric Corporation 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 I 

F 

NQV - rS 2011 

SO ORDERE h i t t v  YORK 

4 

OCT 1 4 z k  I Y  ('I \IRK'S OFFICE , 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, S.) 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: INDEX NO.: 190444Al 

: NO OPPOSITION SUMn kRY 

- - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - " . - - ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ - - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ .  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THOMAS STRINGER and MARCIA STRINGER : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
LIP 7- ,2011 

d1-M- 
HAen A. McGowafi, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch,' Mulianey & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

C SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry K1 

164 1733-1 


