
536.06793/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NY CAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sh 
This document relates to: 

RALPH GESUALDI, Deceased, : Index No.: 

rry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

217638/92 

: 
: Group) 

(July 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 

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

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 
i 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wi;hFtb&sE D j 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 011 



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

____________-_______1____1__1_____1___ X 
This Document Relates to: Index No,: 104453/97 
DENNIS ROTUNNO 

NY CAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to C i v i l  Practice 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
A(-> , / E  %4 , 2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Dennis Rot unno B u m  h am L LC 

New York, New York 10003 Brook lyn ,  New Y o r k  11201 

Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street t 

212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 
Our F i l e  

SO ORDERED- 

NQV 0 2 2011 



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

._ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT KELATES TO: 

THOMAS J. CRUGER SR. 

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

Index N .121743/ 05221/98 

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 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 ork, New York 
&tbL r4 ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Pluint@(s) 
Thomas J. Cruger Sr. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

-I 1 
I lJov 1 5  2Qll i 

Dated: 

i 

SO ORDERED, 

'Rosario C hetta,Esq + 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys*for Dejendmt 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 

(212) 791-0285 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CARL LUNDERMAN 

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

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 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. i Kosario Lhetta, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for PhintUf(s) 
Curl Lunderman Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Atlorneys for Defendant 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 Nov 1 5 2Q11 (212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO OR 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

" _  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LLOYD HARDEN 

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

Index 

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 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. 

t 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Pluinllff(s) 
Lloyd Harden 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(2 12) 791 -0285 

F I L E D '  
Dated: 

NOV t 5  tM1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BERNARD SIKKAS 

Index No. 121939/97 

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 321 2, 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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys. for Pluintifl(s) Attorneys,for Defindunt 
Bernard Sikkm Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

F I L E D  I \  
! 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

a 
NO\( 1 :: 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, Dated: NEW YORK 



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

._ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I .  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PHILIP MULE 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

W MEREFORE, 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, Tnc., 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. 

NO\I 1 5  2Q" 4 ' 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Dejendant 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Phinlgcs) 
Philip Mule Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 



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

_- 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD L. JEMIOLO 

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

123724199, 

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 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 n osario Chetta, 

&b w ,201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys jbr Phint$(s) 
Edward L. ,Jemiolo 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 6 
New York, New York 

(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 



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

._ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I .  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH A. MASSARO JR, 

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

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 
OAbW ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBEKG, PC, MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC, e n 
Attorneys* for Plaintiff(.) 
Joseph A.  Mussaro Jr. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

w Attorneys for Defendmt 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 'z ' -  
150 Broadway, Suite 600 \ 5 Ill'' a 

LER~s 
-n\ \h\a C . ,find .A 

New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

Hon. 

y u-1' 
, >i'- 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

_ _  
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN PETRONE 

Index No. 10409998 

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 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. 

osario Chetta, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys jor  Plaintl~~(s) 
John Petrone Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York IO003 

Attorneys for Defendunt 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, ted: 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THOMAS J. CRUGER SR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 5.) 

Index No. 12174319 
102783100 

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. 

) 201 1 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff($ 
Thomas J.  Cruger Sr. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

150 Broadway, S 
New York, New b3L ED 7 1 1 1  (2 12) 79 1-0285 



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

..- 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD L. JEMJOLO 

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

Index No. 122879197, 
123724199,111069199,111829/03 

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&be w ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys* for Plaintiff(s) 
Edward L. Jemiolo 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 6b A L E D \ 
New York, New York 1 3 

(2  12) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

cou?.I'T;Ed CLERKS YORK A 
SO ORDERED, Dated: 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
+- 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT FtELATES TO: 

LLOYD HARDEN 

X 

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

Index No. 121810/9 
111068/98,100755/04 

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. 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys for Plaintiffis) 
Lloyd Harden Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 79 1-0285 

F I L E D  * 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 
Fggv i t ?  2071 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

_ _  
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BRIAN J. McGUIRE r . 7 r  

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

Index N e  124527,OO 

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 321 2, 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 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
D&bsf.rH ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys*for Plaintir(s) 
Brian J McGuire 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

so ORDERED, 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys. for Defindant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(2 1 2) 79 1-0285 

Dated: 



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

dm 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SAM DONOFRIO 

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

755/03,107991/03 

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 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 
, 201 1 

I 

Atlorneys for Dcfindant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1 0 0 3 8 ~ ~ ~ ~ y f  GLL17KS 

NQ\j 1 F ?a l l  

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 79 1-0285 v\:w Y O W  

I 

Attorneys ji)r Plaint$f(s) 
Sum Donofiio 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 

NOV 022011 



X:/FEW32ZlO/le.p~l/JIJLY 2011 

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

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 11 1049/98 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, clcfcndant 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 FUL'I'ON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEKED, that upon noticc to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with pre.judice and 

without costs. 

-I ._ I_ ___ 
Frank OrtizJsq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 

I 

.- 
Sa a Malikzay, Esq. 

2 Rector Street, 1 
New York, New York 10006 New York, NY 10003 

NQy 1 's  m (212) 558-550  1 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, __-,_,^_I si&&--- 
I ion. Sherry Klein-Heitler 

NOV o 2 2011 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LLOYD HARDEN 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. 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiffis) 
Lloyd Hurden 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

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



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

X 

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

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 121774/97,111073/98 
X Q THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

100198/00,11 

CARL LUNDERMAN 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 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 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defindunt 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 

Attorneys for Plaintiff($ 
Curl Lunderrnan Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, NewYork 20038 #QV 5 2011 

4 ’  (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 79 1-0285 - !  

GQuNTy CLERKS OWCE a ’ 
i NEW YORK 

so 0 

NOV 0 2 ZUlT 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei t lew, J .) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN J. MCCUE 

Index No. 1 1  1076/98 

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, lnc., 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, lnc., be and the same 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
& & a h  a ,2011 

Attorneys for P1uintif"s) 
.John .I: McCue 
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 10038 
(212) 791-0285 



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: 

MARTIN ZUCKERMAN 

n 

Index No. 113040/98 

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 o*; 24 ,2011 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 1 

F I L E D  i i  Attorneys for Phint$f(s) 
Martin Zuckerman Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

\ 
NoV 1 5 to’’ 

(212) 558-S500 (21 2) 791 -0285 
+ 

SO ORDERED, ed: 



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

I 

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

(Heitler, J.)  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES MURPHY 

_ _  
Index No. 113121/98 

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 

\ 

o&Ld a4 ,2011 \ 5 20'' 3 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys fbr Dejendant 

.Junes Murphy 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

. 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 



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

.- 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SAM DONOFRIO 

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

I 

Index No. 111049/98, 
100755/03,10799 1 /03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEEFORE, 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, hc . ,  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 
,201 1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
Sum Donofiio 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 
Hon. Sherry Klein'Heit ler 

NQV 022011 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 113177/98 

WILLIAM A. WAGNER 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTlON 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 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys*for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 6 
New York, New York 

o c b b y d  , 201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys. for Plaintjf(s) 
William A.  Wagner 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 
Hon. Sherry &iXH leitler 



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

1N RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

.. 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

TERRANCE J. FOLEY 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,201 1 

6 

O&L, 2 4  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys , f .r  Pluintiff(s) 
Terence J. Foley 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

x 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EZIO COSTANZO 

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

102902l04 

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 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 
AL &4 ,201 1 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant I 

: 
F I L E D  ; t  

Attorneys, for Pluintiif($ 
Ezio Cosianzo Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600 i 

New York, New York 10003 
< .  

New York, New York 10038 NOV 1 5 2011 I 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

* 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

NOV 0 2 20 11 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHRISTOPHER KANE 

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

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 
&by, ,201 1 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendunt 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plainriff($ 
Christopher Kune 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 60 
New York, New York 1 
(212) 791-0285 I., 

a ,  



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHESTER HORNER 

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

Index No. 119874198 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANI) 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 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys jbr  Plaintig(y) 
Chester Horner Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New Yor 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

* d’coR 6 -,A 
SO ORDERED, ated: NE 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONNA L. STEC, Individually and as Proposed 
Administratix for the Estate of ROBERT 
EDWARD STEC, 

PI ai n t i ffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 100557/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , Ne York /qa/T 201 1 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

\ fj 2n11 
1 

(2 12) 558-5500 

NOV 02  2011 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-21 27 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

DANK0 ORBANXC, 

Plaintiff, 

Index No. 1087 e 
-against- NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., including 

N Y N O L D S  METALS COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

.- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds Metals 

Co., 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 321 2, 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 witho ‘udice and without costs. 

700 Broadway \ 
New York, New York I0003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Dunko Orbunic Reynolds Metals Company 

, New York 1003s 

NOV 1 fi 2!l11 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

9 (212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John F. Strauss 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 105670/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

n. 

SO ORDERED, 

Judith &. Yaztz, Esq./C FOG6 
.>%A 

DARGER ERRANTE LLP 
Attorneys for CertainT 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



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

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

(Heitler, J.) 
X 

THlS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GERALD C. CARPENTER 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 321 2, 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 

h a L C  b4 ,2011 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys jbr Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 6 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys for Plaint@-(,,) 
Gerald C. Curpenter 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

E I L E D  
NOV 1 5  2011 (2 12) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

Hon. Sherry Klein He-itler 



-38 73 7/49993- 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON EOILER 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. 

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10006 

9 
(212) 558-550 

, L E D  j 
i SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler mv 1.5 2Ml 
4 

COUNTY CLERFS 
- d  

NEW YORK 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

._ 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD L. JEMIOLO 

Index No. 1 105232198 
123724/99,-, 111829/03 

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

; osario Chetta, 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 6 
New York, New York 

&bc w 7 2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff($ 
Edward L. Jemiolo 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 



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: 

Patrick O’Neill 

Index No: 1 18787/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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 
(212) 558-5500 

\ /  A F R ~ S  OFRCE 
Judith 4. Yaf;;ltz, E s q . / & E @ s @ R K  4 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

NOV 02 2011 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 121 144199 

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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 

81 301 / 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 



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

NYCAL X - - _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _  + - _ _ _ + - _ _ _ _  

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

_--____-____________________I_________ X 
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 121144/99 
FRANK J. COPPOLA 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

Defendants. 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  - -____ 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby r e q u e s t s  summary 

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

L a w  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 w i t h  

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
/ , I 2  q , 2011 

Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
Frank J. Coppola B u r n h a m  LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our File No.: 
SO ORDERED: 

Hon. Sherry K. Heit ler  

NOV 1 5  2011 1 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YaRK 

.-e_ . 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

._ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JERRY E, MALANEY 

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

IndexN ~ 0 7 4 9 2 , o o  12198 

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 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

QGhb d ,201 1 

Jerry E. Muluney Altorneys*for Morse Diesel, Defendunt Inc. F \ L E D  I \  Attorneys% for Pluint$f(y) 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

i 
GOUN fi NEvJYoBK CLERK 4 

5 2Q\\ q 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 Nov 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 s oFf@ 

so 0 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MICHAEL GACR 

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

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 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 
*L q ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintff(s) 
Michael Gach 

a n  
Rosario Chetta, Esq. NOV \ $  
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defindunt 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD J. FERGUSON 

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

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 o&L q ,2011 

l6osario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC e 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 

\ 

Attorneys jor Pluinti$f(s) 
Edward J. Ferguson 

Attorneys for Defenda 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 

r ,  Suite 600 700 Broadway 150 Broadwaj 
New York, New York 10003 * \  

,oF"ncs I 

New York, New York 10038 ' 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 s( c\ ERK 
r ,ou~~$$ YORK 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein heitler 

NOV 022011 



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

IN RE: NEW YO= CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flwa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. E/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fkla BMI, Inc., imprqerly named as 
Premier Refractories, Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
-". 

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

M A R K s , 0 ' k 3  - 
& COURTNEY. P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flwa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Ma Adience, Inc. f/Ma BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN M. KING 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 
%bw. 4 ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Altorneys fir Plaintij@) 
John M. King 
700 Broadway 

-3 
B -4 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

5 Rosario MALABY Chetta, & BRADLEY, Esq. 

L C 
Attorneys for Defendant L E"D 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 

NOV 0 2 2011 



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

-- 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FELIX M. JUZDOWSKI 

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

Index 0.121988/9 ,116891/00 

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. 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 100 

Felix M, Juzdowski 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 1 \\ 

NOV 1 5  2011 ( 

F I L E D  1 l; (2 12) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

"! 
SO ORDERED, D a t e d : e  LERK'S OFF\CE 

NEW yoHK 



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

._ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN L. MATHIS 

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

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 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. F I L E D  

4 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys jor  Plaint $(s) 
.John 1,. Muthis 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 



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

._ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

.. 
THTS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE P. McGOFF 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Tnc., 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 
OAhWEc , 201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys fiir Pluintiff(s) 
George P. McGofl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 

'NOV 02  zun 



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.) 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
THOMAS SCERE 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 same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Q&by 4 ,2011 

Thomas Scere 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

- 
Rosario Chetta, Esq. 

Morse Diesel, Inc. 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 



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

'_ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

._ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MICHAEL ZOGBY 

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

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 321 2, 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 
&L rJt ,201 1 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
A ttorneys I for Plu int $(s) 
Michael Zogby 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 60 
New York, New York 1 
(212) 791-0285 NOV 1 5  2011 

SO ORDERED, n O + d  - 
6 Heitler 



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

._ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RONALD W. KLOPFER 

’. 
Index N@,’IO6483100 

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 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys*for Plaintiff($ Attorneys for Dejendant 
Ronald W. Klopjer 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY 

Morse Diesel, fnc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 



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.) 
_ _  

122879/97,105232198 
1 I1 069/99,111829/03 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD L. JEMIOLO 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 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 

Dated: New York, New York 
&be 2% ,201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
Edward L. Jemiolo 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY 8; BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 6 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 

022071 



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

1N RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RICHARD W. BROOKS 

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

Index No. 125074/99 

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 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 *rv a ,2011 

Kosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

Attorneys,for Plaintiff) Attorneys for Defendant 
Richard W Brooks 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

j F I L E D  Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 NOV 1 5  2011 
1 

Cc'pi.!Ti 'C 12 FIK'S OFFICE 
PJLW VOHK 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 022011 



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: 

ADOLPH V. WEBER 

A n  

Index No. 125761199 

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 
&L' q ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff($ 
Adolph V. Weber 
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 100 
(21 2) 791 -0285 NDV 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
natPrl. N€W YORK SO ORDERED, Y U C Y Y .  

NOV 0 2 2011 



Plaintiff@), NU OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOLER WORKS hereby request 

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

$321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no apposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs, 

I wq e M. Halbardier, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, NQV 1 5  2011 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler ! 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YQRK I 

- 

i 

i 

I 

I 

I 

i 

! 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Ronald Kent 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 125769/99 

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. 1 

4 F I L E D  4 - 
Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 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: 

RONALD R. KENT 

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

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 321 2, 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 
od.ob, 24 ,201 1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff($ Attorneys for Defendunl NO1 

.1 :\, q 
-I 

Ronald R. Kent 
700 Broadway 
New York, Ncw York 10003 

Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003g 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 4 x  

SO ORDERED, ted: 



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

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

j IndexN 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND J. FARRELL AND CAROLE A. 
FARRELL, 

<=a 04742,00, 
1 15803/05 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 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, Tnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, w York ,/fi /;,?” ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Farrell, Raymond J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 

New York, New York 10003 

MCGIWEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

@q 4 5 @I‘ 
(2 12) 509-3456 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

NOV 022011 
1122-12141 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND J. FARRELL AND CAROLE A, 
FARRELL, 

04742/00, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

I 
i 

COUNTYCLERK'SWFEE ! I 
NOV 1 5  2011 

"" 

Farrell, Raymond J 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway N3V 1 3 2011 
New York, New York 10004 

I 

i 4 

(212) 558-5500 mi 1rr-w CLFRK'S OFFICE : I  (212) 509-3456 
.!,IW YORK 

1 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sheny Klein Heitler 

2383-26057 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND J. FARRELL AND CAROLE A. 
F A m L L ,  

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York 
,/2,3, ,2011 

Treadwell Corporation Fanell, Raymond J. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 NOV 1 5  201’ 



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

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY 1 NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Donald A. Cripps 

Index No: 125782/99 

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 
201 1 

h 

E e, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27‘h Street, 12fh 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 CITY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

1 %  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CARLO BRISCOLI 

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

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 32 12, 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. 

,201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys fczr Pluinlqf(s) 
Carl o Br iscol i 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Y C  Rosario Chetta, Esq. 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys jor Dejendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1 
(212) 791-0285 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DUANE BROUGHTON 
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 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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P C  \\ 
Attorneys. for Plaintifi's) 
Duane Broughton 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Rosario Che t rEsq .  
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys. for Defindant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

[ L E D  
NOV 1 5 2011 (212) 791-0285 

I 
i 

(*XYUN i Y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NkW YORK 

< 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LTTIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN R. CATANZAKO 

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

Index N e .1257 0444WOO 
114151/05 

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. 

,201 1 

9 Rosario Chetta, Esq. 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLc 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, ~ n c .  

Attorneys ji)r Plaint!f(s) 
John R. Catanzaro F I L E D ! i 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600 ? I  

New York, New York 10003 

j *  

(212) 558-5500 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE [ 

1 .  

4 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CARL LUNDERMAN 

X 

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

11 1073198 Index No. 12 

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 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Rosario Chetta, Esq. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

M * ,201 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
Carl Lunderman Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

_ _  
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT E. BRANN 

Index No. 100552/00 

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, 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 
ooc6bw L*f ,2011 

F y  Rosario MALABY Chetta, & BRADLEY, Esq. LLC 

Attorneys for Plaintiff@) 
Robert E. Brann 

Attorneys. for Defeendunt 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 

New 700 Broadway York, New York 10003 New 1 SO Broadway, York, New Suite York 600 1003 F I L E D  1 . '  
NOV 1 5  2011 (212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITlGATION 

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

1- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THOMAS L. BALLING 

Index No. 100553/00 

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 321 2, 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 ork, New York 
O L  zy ,2011 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys jor Defendunt 
Morse Diesel, lnc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys for Plaintiff($ 
Thomas L. Balling 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

F I L E D  i 1 '  
D a t e d : L l n V  f 5 2011 4 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFIG8 
NEW YORK NOV 0 2 2011 



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

X 

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

(Heitler, J.) 
~ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILLIAM T. FRANKLIN 

1-  

Index No. 100592/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, lnc., 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. 

- 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
William T. Franklin 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 

SO ORDERED, 

y,tQED 1 Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRAD 
Attorneys for Dejenda 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 

\ 5 2n'I 4 

New York, New York 10038 >{ c@K I (212) 791-0285 c o u ~ ~  N;\pl YORK 

4" 

NQY 



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

1- 

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

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 101455/00 

CHARLIE CAMPBELL 
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 321 2, 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: N w ork, New York 
a b w  a\ ,201 1 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 

150 Broadway, Suite 60 
New York, New York 1 

Churlie Campbell Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

NQV 1 5  20’’ 

couNn CLERKS 0~’‘~ 
SO ORDERED, NEW W R Y  

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 



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

X I 

X 

I THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 101760/00 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

WESLEY A. SCHWAKTZ 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

W I-IEREFORE, 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, 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 Y rk, New ork 
Q&\u a{ , ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintjf-S(s) 
Wesley A .  Schwartz 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Altorneys for Defindant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 p I L E D 3 \ 

d (212) 791-0285 

NOV 1 5  2011 

t ~ w  VORK SO ORDERED, 
Hon. SheG K k"L. .  . lein Meitler 



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

__  
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN G. PALASZYNSKI 

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

Index No. 102468/00 

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

thereto, 

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
C U a L  v4 ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys, for Plaint j f f )  
Puluszynski, John Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendunt 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 

NQV 0 2 2011 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THOMAS J. CRUGER SR. 

10522 1/98 

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, lnc., 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'disrnissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2011 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

Attorneys for Plaint$($ Attorneys for Defendant 
Thomas J.  Cruger Sr. Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, S 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New h3L E D 7 i 1 ,  (212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 



J36.14527/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
2OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Honorable Sherr; Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

DONALD A, CRIPPS, JR., Deceased,: Index No.: 104292/00 

Plaintiff, : (July'2011 Monthly FIFO 
: Group) 

VS . 

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

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

Trial 

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, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withou D 
tQ\\ 

Fobt 
t40 + 

GARRITY, GF?-AHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALC 
& FLINN 

WEITZ 6r LUXENB 

700 Broadway Attorr.eys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 

-t Hanover 

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: 

Donald Cripps 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 104292100 

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 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

Hon. Sherry K. peitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

This Document Relates to: 

Donald A. Cripps 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 104292/00 

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 c 

+- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 1001 6 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2'h Floor 

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

SO ORDERED, 

I 

3 

I 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
X 

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

Index No. 125799/9 a 104449 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT IRIELATES TO: 
114151/05 

JOHN R. CATANZARO 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 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 
mdiw 2q , 201 1 

9 Rosario Chetta, Esq. 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 

Attorneys for Pluintiff(s) 
John R. Cutanzaro Morse Diesel, Inc. F I L E D 1 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

I ;  

1 

New York, New York 10038 NOV 1 5 20fl 1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE ; [ 
(212) 791-0285 

* ,  

4 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

NQV 02  ZRI}I 



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

X I 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

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

Index No. 125798199, @ 
NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT FtELATES TO: 

DUANE BROUGHTON SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

X I 
WHEREFORE7 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 

there to, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 

E E  
O L l C  q ,2011 

Rosario Chetta, Esq, 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defindant 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
Duane Broughton Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

E D  1 
saw f 5 2011 (212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

vX)i Jl 'k i i  -4 GERK'S OFFICE 
?i Y W  VORK 

1 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Nov 0 2 2011. 



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. 125798/9 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
CARLO BRISCOLI SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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. 

7 201 1 

7e Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintvf(y) 
Carlo Briscoli Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1 
(212)791-0285 ps\ L E D (2 12) 558-5500 



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.) 

j Index No.: 125779/9 , 104742/0 
1 15803/05 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

a THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND 1. FARRELL AND CAROLE A. 
FARRELL, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York !bl".ir ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Treadwell Corporation Farrell, Raymond J. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 NOV 1 5  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

I 
(212) 509-3456 FFIE * 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND J. FARRELL AND CAROLE A. 
FARRELL, 

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

i Index No.: 125779/9@ 
1 15&03/05 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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 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 C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

2383-26057 



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: 

RAYMOND J, FARRELL AND CAROLE A. 
FARRELL, 

Index No.: 125779/9 0 , 10474 
1 15803/05 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 1 

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

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Farrell, Raymond J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

-1 (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
s OF-. i '< 

(Ffi3'upjrY @dl~* c~"' i 

SO ORDERED, 

NQV 022011 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1122-12141 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ ._ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NATHAN GLOWATZ 

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

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 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 
O-LL., Y ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. \\ 
Attorneys for Plaint@(s) 
Nathan Glowatz 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MALABY & BRADL 
Attorneys for Defendant wii1 I" v I 3 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 6 p ~  3f CIERWS f l C E  
New York, New York 0038 ~ 1 2 3  '[('IRK .d 

(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, "Dated: E! Dv f i  22011 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DANIEL SCHIANO 

Index No. 105249/00 

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, Tnc., 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. 

,2011 

1 
j 
i 

NQV \ 5 zQ" 
Attorneys for Plaintijrs) 
Daniel Schiuno Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendunt 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
i 

New York, New York l O O @ ~ ~ f l  .,A YORtc (212) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 79 1-0285 

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: 

ROBERT E. DOYLE 

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

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. 

,2011 

Attorneys, for I’laintif(s) 
Robert E. Doyle 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

fiosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

F I L E D  Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
I50 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 NOV 1 5 2011 

Hon. SherG Klein Heitler 



SUPRJZME 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: 105342/0O 

Ronald Kent 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOW, 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 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

costs. 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RONALD R. KENT 

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

Index No. 125769199, 

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, Xnc., 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 
U L C ,  4 ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintif(s) Attorneys for Defendant 

I.- Ronald R. Kent Morse Diesel, Inc. -; 

700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600 - 8 '  

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 d* 

-A 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 3 003g 

SO ORDERED, ted: 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD 6. FERGUSON 

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

Index No. 121986/9 

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 

cornpIaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Xnc., 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 
O&L Y ,2011 

! 

‘a 
V 

.. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
Edward J Ferguson 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

dosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defenda 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 1- ;\ 

s OFW@ 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 CLERK r,ouq,y,$q YQRK 

SOORDERED, “4 
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: N Y C A L  

JAMES FITZPATRICK 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND O W E R  

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BM, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, h c .  f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. fk/a BMX, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

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

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc, fMa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 !?pgiqj) '1 
FileNo.: 473.88130 - 

SO ORDERED, NO\I 15 2011 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

._ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MICHAEL GACH 

Index No. 12198519@=> 
112375102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OlRDER 

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 od-.'ru q ,201 I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. \\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
Michael Gach 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC '-- 
Attorneys for Defendant fl CLERK:' 
Morse Diesel, Inc. N@JYoHK 

IC OFFGE 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 8 
(2 12) 79 1-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 



SUPRF,ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

._ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN M. KING 

X 

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

Index No. 1 2 1 9 8 7 1 9 ~ ~ 9  
100678107 

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 
&hm, 4 ,201 1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for PlaintiF(s) 
John M King 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

s Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
NIALABY & BRADLEY, 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, ""* Dated: 

NQV 0 2 2011 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

Index No. 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RONALD W. IUOPFER 
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 
Ma , 201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaint#(y) 
Ronald W. Klopfer 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

-I// A -- 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 



. . .  . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ............ , .  . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . ,  " " 

Plaintiff@), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGM.ENT MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants PULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

$321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER W O W  

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

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

M. Halbardier, Esq. 
, MCTIERNAN & MOORE 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 



.. 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG "-\";;; 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

NOV 1 5  2011 4 .  

Julie R, Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No, 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4726097~. 1 



SUPlilEME 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. 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JERRY E. MALANEY SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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, 

ORDEED,  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 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff($ 
Jerry E. Malaney 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 EIo\I 1 

so 0 
I 

Hon. ShenZl'P=TQln Heitler 



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

WALTER H. REEVES and MILDRED 
REEVES, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

: Index No(s).: 108083-00 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

plaii&ffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: 

~ N ~ w ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ .  ~~~ , Frank M. Or iz, Kirste Alford Kneis, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

\ o\ LO { \\- 

E 
.t. 

- 

WEITZ & LUXENBER K& GATESLLP -7 \ 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. -i 

(212) 536-3900 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

1 1  
I A orneys for Defenda t 

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue NQV 1 5 2011 i 

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030 

NEW YORK 

NOV 0 2 2011' SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF T€€E STATE OF NEW Y0R.K 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: N Y C A L  
EDWARD A. HAYES I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fk/a BMZ, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, hc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. W a  BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa B M ,  Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fk 'a  

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

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

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. fWa Adience, Inc. f/Ma EM1 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10 
(914)345-7301 1 t E D 4 f '  
File No.: 473.88131 

i t  
3 )  

NQV 1 5  2011 
SO ORDEWD, 

N O V  022011 



Plaintiff($), 

- against - 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
03RDER 

Index No.: 11 1672/00 

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 casts. 

OILER WORKS 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

NOV 1 5  2011 

COUNT( CLERK'S OFFIG 
NEW YORK -.- ? 



/ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORJS CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

Index No, 00- 10943 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

d herein as Patterson-Kelle! 

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 u ic and P l L E D  v 
without costs. 

Dated: New York. NY 
mall  

Rv: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys far Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

: 
wov 1 5  2011 

d P 
! 

d '  

By: 
i 

Benjamin R. Dwyefisq. W;I 5 tu\\ 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attameys for 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

-(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 

13618753.1 



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

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 
x 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN L. MATHIS 
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 

costs. 

1 

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

,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Pluint$f(s) 
John L. Muthis 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

-I 

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

Dated: 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

Index No. 122190/99, 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE P. McGOFF 
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 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 
O A G  * ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for PluintEff(s) 
George P. McGoff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Dejkndant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 8 
(212) 791-0285 

Dated: 



CHARLES LASS, 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

n OFtDER 

Index No,- 117033/00 

WHEKEFOKE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 
* '  

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

defendant FULTON BOILER W O K S  be and the same me hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
/ ' -  

c/ 
WORKS 

zqivt, w- 
Attorney for Plain$% - 

Weitz & Luxenbeig 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

2 Rector Styeet, 14* Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

NOV 0 2 2011 



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

117872/00 
FRIEDRICH SCHEUERMANN 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: APRIL 2011 IN 
EXTRJ3MIS CLUSTER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSlIkUCTION 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. 

W E I T ~ ~ L U X E N B E R G ,  P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

bertson, New York 11507 
6)  294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
NOV 0 2 11011 

AMES EDWARDS 

' Attorneys for Defendant 
EMERS & McMANUS 

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



- ?  

TMc:CCopk) 
8/1/11 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RICHARD M. RILEY 

INDEX NO. 
1 10&20/00 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defend hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled ca 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

aw and Rules Section 

and Utilities, Inc. with 

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

against defendant Orange and Rockland Utilities, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

* ,  

3 v  
1 

i 

F I L E D  
NOV 1 5  2011 Dated: N w York, New York 

&& / 5 /  @ // LERK'S OFFIE I 

Wilentz, Goldman & Spitzer, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
110 William Street 26th Floor 
New York, NY 10038-3901 

Orange and Rockland Utilities, Inc, 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
505008-00 NOV 0 2 2011 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

X 

THIS DOCUMENT mLATES TO: Index No. 122193/9 ,111114/ g__pe.l 
NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
THOMAS SCERE SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

.. 

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
O&b* 4 ,2011 

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

SO ORDERED, ' ' Dated: 



SUPIU2ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
EDWARD A. HAYES I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOW, defendant Adience f/k/a EM, Inc., impraperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, he. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BM, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. flkh 
Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

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

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc, fMa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 
(914) 345-7301 

so ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein'Heitler 

NOV 1 5  2011 

COUNN CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NQV 0 2 2011 



WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FLTLTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and thew bcing 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 . 

New York, NY 10003 New York, New Yark 10006 
(212) 558-550 

NOV 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFnG 
NEW YORK 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
X 

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

.- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 1 105977100 

MICHAEL GACH 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 
&Lu q ,201 1 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendunt 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
Michael Gach Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
'(212) 558-5500 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 



SUPREME COURT O F  THE STATE O F  NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES W I T H I N  NEW YORK C I T Y  

I N  RE:  NEW YORK COUNTY I . A . S .  Part 3 0  
X N Y  CAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 112457/00 
RICHARD M .  FERRANTI, SR. 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

L a w  and R u l e s  Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM L L C ,  with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and CKOSS claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC,  be dismis 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Bro 

B b 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
R i c h a r d  M. F e r r a n t i ,  S r .  B u r n  ham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our File No.: 11084-1 
S O  ORDERED: 

_, , 
Hon. SherrT K. Heitler 



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

IN RF, NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT WLATES TO: 

MICHAEL ZOGBY 

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

Index No. 122201/99,@=& 
125333/00 

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 
*LY Llt ,2011 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendan1 

150 Broadway, Suite 60f 1 L E D 1 
New York, New York 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff($ 
Michael Zogby Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

i 
i 38 

MOV 1 5  2011 1 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

COUNn CLERKS QFF'C~ 
NEW YORK SO ORDERED, Dated: 



4 against - Index No.: 115220/00 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant F'ULI'ON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

_. 

S u e  Halbardier, Esq. 
Attorneys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

W N T Y  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

?Ell ^ A  



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FELIX M. JUZDOWSKI 

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

Index No. 121988/6=& 
116796107 

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 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. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff($ 
Felix M. Juzdowski 
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 100 
(212) 791-0285 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heit 

NYCAL _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - _ _ _  x 
30 
er 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 117033/00 
CHARLES A. LASS 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff , SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
io > I d  , 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Charles  A. L a s s  B uxn ham L LC 
700 Broadway, 6t" Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New Y o F  1 1 2 C E  

Our File No.: 11 84-1 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

so ORDERED: NOV 1 5  2011 

TY CLERKS OFFICE- 
NEW YORK 



X:/FB W404YI4ed4WA Y 2011 

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

CHARLES LASS, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
l_l__---_-_"lll__r___--------L--r----------------------~~""---------- 

JUDGMXNT MOTION AND 

Index No.: 110181/00 

Plaintiff(s), ORDER 

- against - 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER W O K S  hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

OILER WORKS 

New York, New York 10006 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



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

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

_________-_________-______1_1_______1_ X 
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 117381/00 
JACK L. FRASIEUR 

X NYCAL _____--________________1_______1_1____ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

Defendants. 
__-_________________I_________________ X 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section §3212 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

%.Yiylv&L-:+* 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C>*") 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
J a c k  L. Frasieur 
700 Broadway, 6t" F l o o r  
New York, New York  10003 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. %. \ 

212-558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

NOY 1 5  2011 
# 

Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
Burnham LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New Y o r k  11201 

Our F i l e  No.: 11084-1 
( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 



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

CHARLES NEWMAN and SHIRLEY NEWMAN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No.: 1 17846-00 

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

Defendants. 

: 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 Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE (10. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: /ol/f / / I  

N e h o r k .  Ne.% 

KLL GATE; LLP 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Anrrela 6 k i d i o .  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, I). 

F I L E D  Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 . / New York, NY 10022 

Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 



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

LAFAYETTE D. YOUNG, SR., 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No.: 1 17855-00 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests suininary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and R L ~ S  Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: [O / /f  

WEI'l'Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New Y ork, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

.*-"- 

SO ORDERED, 



FRIEDRICH SCHEUERMANN 

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

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: APRIL 2011 IN 
E m M I S  CLUSTER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

WEIT~LUXENBERG,  P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

.ti 
wH*.rv CLERKS omcE a 

MQI 15  lo'' 

e K  A 

AMES EDWARDS \ 

Y, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

bertson, New York 11507 
16) 294-5433 

NOV 0 2  2011 
SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _r__f_______-----ffr_I___rl__fr_____l___---------"----------"--"- 

This Document Relates To: 

SHARON HARVEY, Individually and as : I.A.S. Part 30 
Administratrix for the Estate of RICHARD L. 
HARVEY, 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 1 18460-00 
P laiiit iff( s) , 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A.C. & S . ,  INC., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

Defendants. 
X ................................................................. 

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

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the sam 

Datcd: / O f &  h/ 
rk, N w  York fi 

Prank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 

le are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

4 

- 
Angela flGiglio, Esq. A 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, N Y  10003 

Attorneys fbr Defendant 

(212) 5SX-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



CONRAD LACHANCE, 

Plaintiff(s), 

I.A.S. Part 30 
1 (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No.: 1 18502-00 

-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests suminary judgment in the 

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

plaiiitifl's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

i WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LIJ' 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant NQV 1 5  2011 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. r 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue t$€&t+/TY CLERKS OFFICE 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022 NEW YORK 

a 4 4  
) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 0 2  2011 



CLB55470/Iegal/nosJm 
SUPEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
--**---I--- I -----_* I ___-_______---I_-__------- - ---- "-- -I---- ---x 
JAMES E. WILSON, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff( s), MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- Index N<s@ 
1071 90/0 1 & 100770/03 

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

Defendant( s), 
" ~ l " ~ - _ _ l ~ ~ l _ _ _ _ L ~ ~ _ - - - - - 1 - - - - 1 - - r - - - 1 1 ~ ~ ~ - - - I ~ ~ ~ ~ - - " ~ ~ ~ - - - - - ~ I -  X 

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. 

Matthew MacIntyre,Esq. e Halbardier, Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

SO ORDERED 
Hon. Sherry Kleiz-Heitler 

2 Rector Stre 4th F oor 
N e w Y o r k , N F J # r b O E  D 7 j i  < ,  

(212) 313-36 0 



From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier Page: 3/6 Date: 10/5/2011 53933 PM 

CLB55470/legaVnosjm 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW Y OICK 

IORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

7 
Index N / W  70/03 
107 1 90/ 

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, 

aid there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defeidants CLEAVEK-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

/zZx!L ze &- 
Matthew MacIntyre,Esq . 
Attorney for Plaintiff 5 O l 5 ~ ~ 1 (  Attorneys for Defendant 
Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

I 

700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore 

! 
New York, New Ynrk 10003 2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 1 

SO ORDERED, 

- - -"" - - - . - 
New York, 
(212) 313-3600 

Hon. She 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/lwww.gfi.com 

http:/lwww.gfi.com


SUPREME coum OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X ________11_________1____________________-----------------"-"_---- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITlGATlON 

This Document Relates To: 

ANNA LATTANZIO, Individually and as Personal : I.A.S. Part 30 
Representative for the Estate of GIOVANNI 
LATTANZIO, 

X ________l"l__"__r____----------------------------"--------"------- 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 1 19383-00 
Plaintiff(s), 

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 ngaiiist 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with pre.judice and without costs. 

4 

(L2&h Angela K&L GATES m i g l i o ,  LLP Esq. @*!ED i \  
\$ 

NfpJ \ 5  to'' 
Attorneys for PIaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 w York, NY 10022 ~ o ~ t 4 ~ ~ ~ ~  y0RK -- 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Dekndant 

599 Lexington Avenue off@ i & M s  > 



Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

$3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FUJLTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants FUL,TON BOILER WORKS, be and the same axe hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defen 

NOV 0 2 2011 



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

INRE .t NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

This Document Relates to: 

Earl Hanmer 

Index No.- 
100783l01 

-_ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Cleaver-Brooks 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 Cleaver-Brooks 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 Cleaver-Brooks Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

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

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

Attorneys for Cleaver-Brooks Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 Nov 1 "" 



HARVEY FLEITMAN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No.: 1 19394-00 

-against- 

* NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

: JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 
. ORDER 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 coniplaint 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 witliout costs. 

Dated: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 02 20114 



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

X _________________________11_1___1_11____------""----------------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS I.,I'TIGATTON 

This Document Relates To: 

BEVERLY .I. BENNETT, Individually and as : I.A.S. Part 30 
Administratrix of the Estate of RICHARD FLOYD 
BENNETT, 

X __*_____"_r_____________________________------------------------- 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 121 197-00 
Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

Defendants. 
X ________________________________________------------------------- 

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

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
K&I, GATES LLp 
Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, N Y  10022 

S O  ORDERED, 



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

This Document Relates To: : NYCAL 
. J.A.S. Part 30 
. (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) ANTONIO SCLAFANI and ROSARIA SCLAFANI, : 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

: Index No.: 12 1686-00 

NO-OYYOSTTION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X ---_____------__----____________11___11_----"~"------------------ 

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 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 withollt costs. 

K&l, GATES LI,P 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CRANi CO. NOV 1 5  2011 

599 Lexington Avenue 
COUNn CLERK'S o f f ie  

NEW YORK 

(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

i 
I 



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

1N RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

PATRICIA RUSSEI.,I,, Jndividually and as : I.A.S. Part 30 
Administratrix for the Estate of THOMAS E. 
RUSSELL, 

X ---------------_______________r_________------------------~-"---- 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 122496-00 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

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

Dated: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 9 j 5 3 6 - 3 9 0 0  



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

I.A.S. Part 30 ANNA MULDER, Individually and as Administratrix : 
for the Estate of MAURTIS MULDER, . (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff( s), : Index No.: 123057-00 

-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
.JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 

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

: ORDER 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 C M N E  CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and withou 

Dated: /OhY/ / ,  

AngelaLfliGiglio, E 
K&L GATES LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue F l k  

t costs. 

E D  
1 5 2011 New York, NY 10022 

! '2l2) 536-3900 

b n .  NEW YORK 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S oFflq 

Sherry Klein Hlitler I 



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

. I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hen. Sherry Klein Heitler) ROBERT C. LOUGHLIN, as Executor of the Estate 

of ROBERT C. LOUGHLIN, SR., 

Plaintiff($), 

-against- 

' Index No.: 123088-00 

' NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. : ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests suniinary judgment in thc 

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

plaintiff" 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, disrnisscd with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) --i& Attorneys for I k f e n d a n t e  \ 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 

(212) 558-5500 
New York, N Y  10003 599 Lexingtoii Avenue', 1 

New York, N Y  10022 

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: 
: NYCAL 

JANICE TOMASKI, as Administratrix for the Estate : I.A.S. Part 30 
of'J0SEPI.I TOMASKI, and JANICE TOMASKI, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Individually, 

X -----______111___1_1_-r-----------------------------~---"----------- 

: Index No.: 123565-00 
Plaintiff(s), 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE 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 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 prejudicc and without costs. 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, 

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue OFF@ 

Noq \ %5 IO\' 4 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

(212) 558-5500 NY 10022 Gou~T%EN C L W S  Y O R ~  

SO ORDERED, NQV @2n'' 



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

This Document Relates To: NYCAL 
' I.A.S. Part 30 THEODORE FRASIER, as Executor for the Estate of : (Holl. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

CLYDE FRASIER, 

PI ain ti ff( s), \ Index No.: 12433 1-00 

-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests suinniary judgment in the 

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

plaintii'l's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 

D 
1 

4 
NOV 1 5  2011 CRANE CO. 

599 Lexington Avenue 



1 I.A.S. Part 30 
' (klon. Sherry Klein Heitler) ROSEMARY MICHEL, Individually and as 

Executrix for the Estate of GERALD MICHEL, 

Index No.: 124332-00 Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
' ORDER 

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

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 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: /'7 f (9 / / I  

&La \ 

Angelamigl io ,  Esq. / I / I  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ K&L GATES LLP u 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New Y ork, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant , ,a r 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

F 

NQI \ s  '"' 
P 

536-3900 $j OF* 
GL€RK 

SO ORDERED, G0WflNEN YORK 

.* r" 



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

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

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. ll1048/98 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BRIAN J. McGUIW 
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 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
D&LM14 ,201 1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY,  LLC 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
Brian J: McGuire 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

TERRANCE J. FOLEY 

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

Index No. 118509/9 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 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 

4, 

€3&Lv t"! ,201 1 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 8 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
Terence J. Foley 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

8 



SUPmME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_- 
IN RIE NEW YORK CITY 

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

- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MICHAEL ZOGBY 

4257fOO 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEWFORE, 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 
&h I.rt , 201 1 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defindant Attorneys for PlaintiSf(s) 

Michael Zogby 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

t 
? 

(212) 791-0285 NOV 1 5  2 w  (2 12) 558-5500 

Morse Diesel, hc.  
150 Broadway, Suite 60 
New York, New York 1 



SWREIvE COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: N Y C A L  
ROBERT DESCHENES I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, 3.) 

IndexNo: 10 Ok 0028 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request s w  judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMT, Inc., improperly named as 
Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Ua 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMZ, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

\ \  Y 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for PlaintifT(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 Inc. flwa Adience, Inc. f/Wa EM1 * 

MAXKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 

530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsfoxd, New York 1 

3 '3 (914) 345-7301 



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

This Document Relates To: 

HARVEY FLETTMAN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

: NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 100588-01 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

X ___"__r"_-_-_--___________1__11_________--------~---------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in thc 

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

plaiiitill's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with pre-iudicc and without costs. 

Dated: (0 M,, 

At torriey s for Plai 11 tiff( s )  
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

I 
SO ORDERED, 



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: IndexNo. 1 

Earl Hanmer 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Cleaver-Brooks 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 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 

defendant Cleaver-Brooks Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 



SlJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

* I.A.S. Part 30 FLOREE ASHCRAFT, Individually and as Executrix : (Hen. Sherry Klein Heit,er) 
for the Estate of JAMES ASHCRAFT, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

' Index No.: 101205-01 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

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

Defendants. 
X _______lt--_________fl__________ll______-------"---------~"~----- 

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

above-entitlcd 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, 

OKDERED, 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 atid without costs. 

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

&AJQ&. * 

A>gela MCiiglio, Esq. 
K&I, GATES LLP 

Attorneys CRANE CO, for Defenda F I L E D  I \  j !  
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, N Y  10022 NO\/ 1 5 2011 

C O U N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 
(212) 536-3900 

NEW YORK 4 
nl 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

' I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hen. Sherry Klein Heitler) ROSE MATTE, Individually and as Administratrix 

for the Estate of JOSEPH MATTE, 

Plaintiff( s), Index No.: 102125-01 

-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 
: ORDER 

A.C. & S., TNC., et a]., 

Defendants. 
X -______l_r------_____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. 

Dated: /o/l a h  
New YO&, New York 

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

I, 

\ 5 2Q" 1 %,, 

OFF@ i, \ 

Angela%iCiiglio, E- .I 
K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defenda 
C U N E  CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue No1 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 6 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  - _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
_ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _  
This Document Relates to: 
FRANCIS A. LESNIAK 

X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION X 

Plaintiff, 

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

Defendants. X 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

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

Index No.: 102174/01 

NO-OPPOSITION 
S-Y JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

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

prejudice and without costs. 

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

Yy*tdrYr*7 5 Frank Ortiz, Esq. 1,9 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. "41h 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
Fxancis A. Lesn iak  
700 Broadway, 6',h Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

so ORDERED: I 

Hon. Sherry K. H e l t l  

F I L E D  1 ~ 

NOV 1 5  2011 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Burnham LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our F i l e  No.: 11084-1 
(718) 855-9000 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK C I l Y  ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _ _ _ 1 1 _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ 1 _ _ - - - - - - - - L - - r - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - - ~  

This Document Relates To: 

ANNA LATTANZIO, Individually and as Personal : I.A.S. Part 30 
Representative for the Estate of GIOVANNI 
LATTANZIO, 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: 1 ndex NO.: 1 02269-0 1 
Plaintiff( s), 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in thc 

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

plaiiitifl's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

/ a  //y'L, Dated: 

0- 

SO ORDERED, 14 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. L 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K ~ L G A T E ~ L L P  
Attorneys for P1 ai11 tiff( s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
r212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 1 3  Lu'- 

599 Lexington Avenue 
A e w  York, NY 10022 

(21 2) 536-3900 

HOTI. sherry Klein Heitler NOV 0 2 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Docuinent Relates To: 

ELIZABETH WALKER, Individually and as : 1.A.S. Part 30 
Executrix for the Estate of THEODORE F. 
WALKER, 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 103003-01 
Plaintiff(s), 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment iii the 

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

plaintif'fs coniplaint against defendant CRANE. CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to, 

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

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

Dated: 

- 7  ED : :\ 

w16m 1 3  

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
I ,  

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, N Y  10003 \ 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

ELANOR F. HAKES, Individually and as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of WILLIAM V. 
HAKES 111, 

X _1____-_-----_1_____l_________l____lrl__-------"---------------~- 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 103870-01 
Plaintiff(s), 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE 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 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 aid without costs. 

Dated: 

mbu i 
Angela MGiglio, Esq. 
K&L GATES LLP WEITZ & LIJXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defen 

599 Lexington Avenue 
CRANECO. \ L E D Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New York, N Y  10022 NOV 1 5 2011 

NOV 02  2011 



SUPREME C o w r  OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X ________L*__I__---------------------------------"---------------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

RICHARD J. PARKER, as Executor for the Estate of : I.A.S. Part 30 
RICHARD PARKER, and RlCHARD J. PARKER as : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Executor for the Estate of AMELIA PARKER, 

X _1*"__---_____________________________I_-------------------"----- 

: NYCAL 

: Index No.: 103986-01 
Plaintiff(s), 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary udginent in the 

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

plaintiRs 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 claiins against 

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

Dated: /o//B / // 

At tome ys for PI ai n tiff( s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
Ncw York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h G  Klein Heitler 



' I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hen. Sherry Klein Heit,er) RENEE MARSHALL-HALL, Individually and as 

Administratrix for the Estate of RUFUS HALL, 

Plaintiff(s), ' Index NO.: 104563-01 

-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

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

Defendants. 
X ----_-----_________L"-----_--------------------------"----------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests suininary 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 pre-judice and without costs. 

Dated: (0 //$ h! 
NewYork. New York 

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

Attorneys for Defenda 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue- 
New York, NY 10022 Nov 1 5 20" 



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

: NYCAL This Document Relates To: 

ROBERT GAGLIARDO and BARBARA 
GA GLIARDO, 

Plaintiff(s), 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 104982-0 I 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

: 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 Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintill's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 

F I L E D  New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 
NOV 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
1 ,  

1 .  

I NEW YORK - 
N O V  022011, 



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

This Document Relates To: : NYCAI., 
* I.A.S. Part 30 ELIZABETI-I WHITEHEAD, Individually and as : K,ei,l Heitler) 

Administrator for the Estate of CHARLES MEY ERS, : 

Plaintiff( s), Illdex NO.: 105252-01 

-against- 

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

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

Defendants. 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ l r _ _ _ _ ~ - - - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ " " ~ ~ - - ~ - ~  

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

aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaiiztifl's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
At torne ys for Phi  lit iff( s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

JOSE VIERA, : I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff(s), ' Index No.: 105347-01 

-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition tlicreto, 

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

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

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 York, NY 10022 

Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington AveiiuecoUN 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. EBws 0-E 

TY CL y* 
us* 

j 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 

NQV 0 2 2011 



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. 

Dated: \o \ \ - A h \  
New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Alford Kneis, Esq. 

599 Lexington Avenue 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030 

(212) 536-3900 NOv 1 5  2011 
-* 

SO ORDERED, 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE ' 1 I 

i 
i 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: 

ANNE M. REILLER, Individually, and as : I.A.S. Part 30 
Administratrix for the Estate of RICHARD FLOYD 
BENNETT, 

X ________________________1__11____11___1_------------------------- 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 106642-01 
Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

Defendants. 
X _ I _ _ " _ _ _ l r f f _ l " _ _ _ " f _ r r r - - - - - - - r - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

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. 

E D  
5 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. NEW YORK 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, N Y  10022 

a 

536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 0 2  20111 



< 

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

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

-________________I______Ic_I________I_ X 
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 106933/01 
JOHN A. LOCKWOOD 

X NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

A.C. 6( S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without c o s t s .  

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
A t t o r n e y s  f o r  Plaintiff 
John A. Lockwood 
700 Broadway, 6th F l o o r  
New York, New York  10003 
212-558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

F I L E D  
NOV 1 5  2011 

Cullen anrDykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Burnham LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, N e w  York 11201 

Our File No.: 11084-1 
(718) 855-9000 

NOV 0 2 2011' 



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

' NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 KEVIN M. LOCKWOOD as Executor for the 

Estate of JOHN A. I,OCKWOOD, JR., (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitlerj 

Plaintiff(s j, 

-against- 

Index No. 106933-01 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ ~ _ _ _ _ ~ _ l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - -  

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 complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: 
New York, New Y 

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

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-603dov 1 5 2011 

36-3900 r i  

SO ORDERED, 4 .  

\ I  

C6UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE i 

NEWVORK ' I  

h 

1 4 i) 
I 

NOV 022011 



CLB 5 5470/legal/nosjrn 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff( s) , 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

1 19376/00, $* 100770/03 

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

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, N C .  hereby request sulmary 

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 againsr 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKSy N C .  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

8 z 2 z 2 & L z u &  
Matthew MacIntyre,Esq. 4 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 1 1 1 I 1 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED 

e Halbardier, Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Stre qth F oor 
New York, N f f $ r b O  

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

(212) 313-36 0 

NDV 1 5  2011 
! 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK ClTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

J A M B S  E. WILSON I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, 5 . )  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, hc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in thhc 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fk/a BMI, hc. ,  improperly named m 
Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/kh 
Adience, Inc. f/Ma BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

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

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flwa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 3 ;  
Elmsford, New York 1 F \ L E D  1 :  
FileNo.: 473.88160 Noq 1 5  a'\ 1 

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, <- Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

'u 



P Iaintiff(s), 

-against- 

.”,-.-. .-.-.--. . ...--<..” , I . ,  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

19376/00, 
100770/03 

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

Defendant(s), 
_____l__________r______l_f__lrllr_____l_------------------------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, I N C  hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, NC,  with prejudice, 

and there being opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVXK-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

2%zAz- z- &- 
Manhew M acIntyr e, Esq . 
Attorney fox Plaintiff 5 0 15 h o  11 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New Yor 

Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

(212) 313-3600 I 
\, 

1 5 I@‘ 4 

so ORDERED, OFWE 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler !aERK @JYORK - 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. Far more information, visit: http: / /w.gf i .com 

http://w.gfi.com


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

This Document Relates To: 

CLIFFORD WALKER, 

P1 ai nti ff( s), 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

* Index No.: 10720 1-0 1 

-against- 

: NO-OPPOSTTION SUMMARY A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

: JUDGMENT MOTTON AND 
ORDER Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests suinmary judgment in the 

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

plaintif'f's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: l 4 f  4, 

Angela BfGiglio, Esq./\ /J M I  
Gg 

-1 K&LGATES I J , P  UT I L E A I  
WEI'T'Z #k LUXENBERG, P.C 

\ 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022 COUNn CLERK'S OFFICE ' 

Attorneys for P lai nti ff(s) Attorneys for Defendant .- I 

I.". - 
599 Lexington Avenue 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

MnY 1 5  2011 

NOV 0 2 2011 



SUPREMbl COIJRT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
: NYCAL 

JOAN C. SPARLING, As Executrix for the Estate of : I.A.S. Part 30 
OSCAR M. SPARLING, and JOAN C. SPARLING, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Individually, 

: Index No.: 107403-01 

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

Plaintiff(s), 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in thc 

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

plaintil'f's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with ptxjudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated : 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 

E 
599 Lexington Avenue NQY 1 5  2Ol1 New York, NY 10003 

-New York, NY 10022 
(212) 536-3900 

I f l  NOV 0 2 20?t 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

: ,  
' ', 
i l  



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

KATHY METZER, as Executrix for the Estate of 
DENNIS W I-IALEN, 

X ___________________________________r____---"-------------"------- 

* NYCAL 
* I.A.S. Pari 30 . : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

* I I I ~ ~ X  No.: 107450-0 1 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
* JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby rcqucsts summary judgment in tlic 

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 

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

hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
Y 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attoriieys for Defkndant 
CRANE CO. 
599 I.,exiiigton Avenue 

,New York,NY 10022 
(21 2) 536-3900 

in Heitlcr 
SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiqs), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- O W E R  

WIIEWFQRE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

$3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FU,TON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudicc, and therc bcing no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

NOV 0 2 2011 



1 

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
P.A.S. Part 30 

X 

DANK0 ORBANTC, lndex N 

Plaintiff, 
101158/99 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., including 

REYNOLDS METALS COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

._ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds Metals 

Co., 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 321 2, 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 p ejudice and without costs. n 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for PluintiSf 
Dmko Orbanic 

Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 
Reynolds Metals Company 
(212) 791-0285 NOV 1 5  2011 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 
NEW YORK , >, 

IIon. Sherryklein geitler 
Dated: 



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

_ _  
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH A. MASSARO JR. 

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

Index No. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse DieseI, 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 
4 ,2011 

:c1 4. 
1 

Frank Ortiz, Es 
WEITZ & LU MALABY & 
Actorneys for Plaintiff($ 
Joseph A.  Massaro Jr. 

New York. New York 10003 

l6sario Chetta, Es,. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 

New York. New Ynrk 1003X 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600 A, 

-e* re - -  - . - . . I _I_._ 

(212) 791-0285 

Dated: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: N Y C A L  
SKDNEY SMOLLER 

0, Index N< 1 1 122- 
121 132/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fllda Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience f/Wa B M ,  Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 
Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

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

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc, f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 1052 
(914) 345-7301 
File No, : 473,86662 

F \ L E Q  
NQV 1 5  2011 

SO ORDERED, ->a* 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

NOV 02 2011 



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

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

j Index No.: 11227/01 23457/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNHARD SCHINDLER AND ANN 
SCHINDLER, 

a 
i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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. 

, 2011 

4 Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. ‘“.-,T\ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs d I c’- 

201\ 700 Broadway tdnv 1 5  
F w -  

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

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
IlU - 

SOF- ? 

GOUPSTY VORK , / E d  

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
ERK (212) 509-3456 

NEVJ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sher& KleiGHeitler 

1235-15041 



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

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

i Index No. 11228/01 21547/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM WHARRY AND CATHERINE 
WHARRY, 

0 
i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
! 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 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. 

,2011 

A 

i ', 

3 'E 
1. 

Roy Schwakh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New 
(212) 509-3456 1 (212) 558-5500 

-.I 

SO ORDERED, 

Frank M, Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Wharry, William 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

York 

1235-61 61 



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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, h c .  fk/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dwmissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BM,  Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 
Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

~ LL, O'BRIEN 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintifqs) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 

530 Saw Mill River 
Elmsford, New Yor 

File No. : 473,86670 

(212) 558-5500 Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/wa BMI .4 

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



PlaintiQs), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WOI2KS hereby request 

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

33212, 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 

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

prejudice and without casts. 

~ - .  - 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floor New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED NO\! 1 5  2011 

(-.\7EnKs OFF' 
NEN N.m (p' r41Y 



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 __________________--ll_l______________ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 115739/01 
JOE JENKINS 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New Y o r k  
l b 2 q  , 2011 

Frank Ortiz, E s q .  .*% "NL 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C \ * '  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Joe Jenkins  
700 Broadway, 6'h F l o o r  
New York, New Y o r k  1 0 0 0 3  
212-558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 1 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

MV t 5 2011 4 

Attorneys for Defendant 
B u r n h a m  LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our File No.: 11084-2522 
(718) 855-9000 



-against- 

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

WHEREFORE, defendants PULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

$3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant WLTON BOILER WOlU!iS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

, Et- 5ic---- Suz e M. Halbardier, Esq. 
N E I T Z  & LUXENHEKG, *.C SAP&%, MCTIERNAN & MOORE 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER W O M S  
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

Attorneys 1.80 Maiden for Lane Plaintiff JD/b/i ,  
New York, New York 10038 

P L E D  (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDEED, NOV 1 5  2011 
1 ;  
; W U N l Y  CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 1 

I 

.- . ..I 

I 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES R. SKENE AND VIVIAN SKENE, 

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

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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. 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs, 1 \ 
Skene, James R. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, F.c. 1 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heiiler 

1235-17305 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE M. WALSH, 

; LAS, Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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. 

, 201 1 

13 J Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Walsh, George M. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

F I L E D  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. . : 

NOV 1 5  2011 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1 (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
COUNTY CLERK'S O F H E  

NEW YORK - -4 

SO ORDERED, 
NOV 0 2 2011 

1235-17298 



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: NYCAL 

ROBERT F. PORCELLA I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo: 10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEFWFORE, defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience E/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86642 
(914) 345-7301 

NOV I 5  2011 

NQV 02  2011 



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

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

i Index No.: 120388/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE M. WALSH, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2011 

Walsh, George M. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 N()V 1 5  20" (2 12) 509-3456 I (212) 558-5500 

2383-24604 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM R. PROCTOR AND AND JANITH 
PROCTOR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants, 

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

/ fl 
Index No.: 120392/0 04070/02 u 
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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Proctor, William R, 4 l  

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. W E I T Z & L U X E F ~ P L  E D 1 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway i 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212)558-5500 Nov 1 20’’ 

2383-24870 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT NOBLE AND GERTRUDE NOBLE, ! 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE7 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 in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Ne;<tj+:!,Y York 
2011 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Noble, Robert 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway NOV 1 5  2011 

I '  
4 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 CLERKS OFF'= 

NEW YORK a 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-7161 
NOV 02 2011 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT MFERS TO: 

ROBERT NOBLE AND GERTRUDE NOBLE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary 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. 

, 2011 

F I L E D  Noble, Robert 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 NOV 1 5 2011 
(2 12) 509-3456 , /  

A A  

SO ORDERED, 7 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

NOVO22011 1235-6665 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT NOBLE AND GERTRUDE NOBLE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 ’ 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.:@03681/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OlRDER 

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 C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2011 

I 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Noble, Robert 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler NOV 0 2 2011 

2383-24944 



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

j I.AS. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

i IndexNo.: 109574/0 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD PERRY AND ANN MARIE PERtlY, 

Plaintiffs, ; NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the 

without costs. 

Dated: New YBrk, Nbw York 

iDl"t 2011 

Attorhey for Defendant 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Treadwell Corporation Perry, Donald 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

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

1235-16904 

NOV 0 2 2011 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HENRY T. MCLOUGHLIN AND JANE 
MCLOUGHLIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

- 

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

Defendants. i 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , Ne York 
! ~ /> ,~ ,Zo l l  

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

FF\cB. 
G@s O a) GouNTyNN6- YORK 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, +-- 

NOV 0 2 2011 
2383-2494s 



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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HENRY T, MCLOUGHLIN AND JANE 
MCLOUGHLIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants . 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 
201 1 

b\b I c ? & Q j  

Robert Darish, Esq. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, b \ L E Q  Oakfabco Inc. McLoughlin, Henry 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway \ 5 2 N  
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 OFf \GE 

New York, New York 10003N0q 

couHTyNE\N GLE$$& 4 

SO ORDERED, NOV 0 8 2011 

2571-896 



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

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

j IndexNo.: 20395/0 , 109539/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HENRY T. MCLOUGHLIN AND JANE 
MCLOUGHLIN, 

0 
i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 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 in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, w York ,n9'7,r, 201 1 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

McLoughlin, Henry T. 
WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

NOV 02 2011 SO ORDERED, 

1122-17466 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HENRY T. MCLOUGHLIN AND JANE 
MCLOUGHLIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 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. 

,2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

NOV 1 5  2011 
McLoughlin, Henry T. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New york 1 oo@OUNrC CLERKS OFFiCE (212) 558-5500 NEW YoW . 

MF\I I) BO11 SO ORDERED, 

1235-1691 1 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHELE J. VINESKI, Individually and 
Executrix for the Estate of RICHARD VINESKI, 

i Index No: 20430/01 0293/02 

j 
i NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 

0 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Vineski, Richard 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

NOV 0 2 2011 
1235-405 



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

i 1,A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD W. SWANSON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, N w York fip,/r ,2011 

Swanson, Edward W. 4 :: 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 NO\I 1 5 , 

700 Broadway 

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

-+ ; 
SO ORDERED, 

NOV 02  2011 2383-24587 



WEEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

$3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant IFU'LTON BOILER W O W S  

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice axld without costs. 

&Wb e M. Halbardier, Esq. 

Atorneys for Plaintiff /' Attorneys for Defendant 
180 Maiden Lane D/b// 1 FULTON BOILER WORKS ' 

New York, New York 10038 

" 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED 



SUPREME COURT O F  THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
___---_______-_________l_________l____ X NYCAL 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

___--_______--________l________l______ X 
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 120770/01 
THOMAS SHEEHAN 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

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 defendan t  BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without c o s t s .  

Dated: Brooklyn, New Y o r k  
/ * I t  q , 2011 

p1 ,% 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff - '  
T h o m a s  Sheehan Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6t'' F l o o r  177 Montague Street < >  

New York, New Y o r k  10003 Brooklyn, New Y o r k  11201 1 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our File No. : 
SO ORDERED: 

- -  



This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS Mc CANN 

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 
hocsd.w w ,2013 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ffc , --- 
HMUTY, D E M E R S W Y I C M ~ Y O R K  

orneys for Defendant - n  

ES EDWARDS muN7-Y CLERK'S OFj=/CE 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5  16) 294-5433 



SUF’RECME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

IN RE: NEW YORJS CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: N Y C A L  

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

Index No: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BW, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a Bm, hereby request s m w  judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BM[, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

1 

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

Attorneys for Adience flwa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flwa Adience, Inc, f/Wa EM1 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 1052 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.86662 NOV 1 5  2011 

couNfl CLERKS 
SO ORDERED, NEW yo* TA 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler la + 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Edward F. Martens 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 12 1426/0 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. 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
700 Broadway 116 East 27'h Street F o  4 ,  
New York, NY 10003 N e w Y o r k , ~ ~  1i0g E D 4 -i 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

NOV 1 5  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 WHARRY AND CATHERINE 
WHARRY, 

P 1 ai nt i ffs , 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 11 1228/01,c21547@ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 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 

2. w 1- 

Roy Schwahi, Esq. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. YQ ti, I -zj 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Wharry, William 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Nf"l'" 1 5 2011 MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 1 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 -% 700 Broadway 

New York, New York Fne 3 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-6161 



. SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_______I___________________l__l_______ X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

----________-______________________II_ X 
This Document Relates to: 
WILLIAM H. WHARRY, JR. 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

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

Index No.: 121547/01 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section 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 
1 0 1 2  Y , 2011 

'"<;:.:'+?q ' 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. *4\y 3 
Wektz & Luxenberg, P.C. * *  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
W i l l i a m  H. Wharry, J r .  
700 Broadway, 6th F l o o r  
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

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

Our File No.: 11084-1 
(718) 855-9000 

+- 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler NOV 0 2 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_____-____________I______I_ - X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

_-l___________l_____fl____________ --__ X 
This Document Relates to: 
J O H N  FIELD 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

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

Index No.: 121805/01 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary 

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

L a w  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, a l l  claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissSd,*with 
.. c, ? 

v-- ri, Inid prejudice and without c o s t s .  ~ i. * A  *#' 
dr 

D a t e d :  Brooklyn, New York 
I 4 2 4  , 2011 

Frank O r t i z ,  E s q .  "..'-"T'-' 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P h : l  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
John Fi e 1 d 
700 Broadway, 6t" Floor 
N e w  Y o r k ,  New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

Cullen andGaykman LLP 
Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
B u r n h a m  LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, N e w  York 11201 

Our File No.: 11084-1 
(718) 855-9000 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

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 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH H. HELLER and MARY HELLER, 
j IndexNo.: 108157/02, 
! 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
!6 / .1  ,2011 

Attorney for Plaint' 
Heller, Kenneth H. 
wE~TZ & L ~ ~ ~ B E R G ,  P.@V ti 5 2011 
700 Broadway 
New York, New $"PF1'68@LERKS. or 

CGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 0- 

NEWWORN (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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.) 

@ 108136/02 j IndexNo,: 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH INTRABARTOLO and MARY 
INTRABARTOLO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Intrabartolo, Joseph 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC,  
700 Broadway NOV 15 2011 
New York, New York 10003 

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

1 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE i 

NEW YORK .8yu d 

SO ORDERED, 

NOVO22011 2571-1557 



X:/FB W44Rl/Alp~ul/JUNE20I 
SUPREME CO.URT 6 F  THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 108136/02 & 22139/ u 
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 321 2, 

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. 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 . 

SO ORDEEIED, 
Hon. Sherry KleinlHeitler 

; F I L E D  i 

I 1 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
-- 



.- a, I. - 

7 104-85( I I )  
SUPREME CO JRT OF THE STATE 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

F JEW 3RK 

STEPHEN D. HALL and JOAN C. HALL 

Plaintgf 

-against- 

A.C. and S., Inc., et ai. 

Defendants 

I 

I 
I 

I NYCAL 

I INDEX NO. 122295-01 

I 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
I JUDGIWF,MT MOTION 
I AND ORDER I 

I 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendants, Motion Control Industries, Jnc., as predecessor-in-interest to 

Carlisle Corporation ("Motion Control"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-captioned 

matter, pursuant to CPLR 32 1 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Motion Control, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

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

Control be and the same are hereby dismissed, with prejudice and without co 

Dated: New York, New York 

T \ 7 \  11 

*- - B 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & L U X E N B ~ G  
700 Broadway 
New York, NY I0003 New York, NY 101 18 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

HARWOOD LLOYD, LLC 
350 Fifth Avenue, 59th Floor 

2 12-558-5500 212-268-5 136 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Motion Control Industries, hc. 

Dated: New York, New York 

so 

1720611-I.DW 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILLARD D. SHERLOCK, 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Index No.: 122391/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Yor Ne York 
(6 / & I / ,  201 I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Sherlock, Millard D. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

IVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 couN-ry CLERKs OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1494 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No. : 1 22427/0 1 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

&&& ttorneys for F TLTQN R WORKS 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14t" Floor 

Weitz 8c Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, L&%r--- 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 

New York, New York 10006 1 
(212) 313-3600 F I L E D  i 

NOV 1 5  2011 



- against - Index No.: 122427/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

A.C. & S, Inc., e l  al, 

Defendants. 
X 1_111_1_1_11"_1111"__--------------*---.--------------------------- 

WHEREFOE, defendant FUZTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FIJLTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

wi tliout costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212> 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_______cI____I____I__--I-_---I--------_----- X 
IN R E :  NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

_________-_______________1____________ X 
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 122530/01 
PETER DIMARTINO 

NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SuMMaRY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

Defendants. 
X 

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

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

Law and Rules Section 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. 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
Peter D i M a  r t i n o  Burnham LLC 
700 Broadwav, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 

P I  C2E D 1 New York, NGW York 10003 Brooklyn, New 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our  File No.: 11084-1 
NOV 1 5  2011 

1 COUNTY CLERK'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 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 122698/01 

j 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DOLORES WALLACE, Individually and 
Executrix for the Estate of JOHN F. WALLACE, 
JR., i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 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. 

,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Wallace. John F. Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

~ * - I  

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1495 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GLORIA BALESTRA, Individually and as 
Administrator for the Estate of NICHOLAS J. 
BALESTRA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 122704/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary jucgment 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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Balestra, Nicholas J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Y o F 0 $ 3  L E D 

CGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 7 

(212) 558-5500 i 

NOV 1 5  2011 
1 

COUNTY CLERKS OF- 1 > >. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 0 2 2011 NEW YORK Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 
4 

2571-1473 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CRAIG PASCOE, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of THOMAS PASCOE, and RITA 
PASCOE, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

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

j Index No.: 122792/01 
i 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ; 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 

I- defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
2, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Pascoe, Thomas 

MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

, New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

NOV 0 2 2011 
2571-1486 



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

____l___...._____ " _  ..-....-----~- " .~. . . - - - -~~~~~~.- . - - - - - - - - - - -~----  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo.: 123131-01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
.._ " _ _ _ _ _ _  ....._____- " - -  ....-.-~-- "--"--.-.-----"--.-.."------------ 

This Document Relates to: 

MICHAEL TAORMINA, as Executor 
for the Estate of JOHN A. CAMBONI NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation, improperly pled as 

1,ipe-Automation Corp., 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 

Lipe Automation Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation be and the same are hereby d F i , e d c t p f j c e  i 

and without costs. 
i 

McELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, & CARPENTER, LI,P 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 Lipe Automation Corporation 

88 Pine Street, 24"' Floor 
ew York, New Yorlc 10005 

SO ORDEKED: 



SWREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: N Y C A L  
PASQUALE W O L O  I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 123 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. Uk/a BIMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience flwa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. W a  BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 
Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flwa BMI, Inc., 
improperiy named as Premier Refractories, 

530 Saw Mill River 
Elmsford, New Yor 

FileNo.: 473.86670 

(212) 558-5500 Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa EM1 -3 

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
......._.._.__._ " - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - . - ~ - ~ - " - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ - ~ -  

NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

. .____________I_____. - - - - -  " . ~ . . . ~ . . . . . - ~ . - - " - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ " . . ~ . .  (Heitler, J.) 
This Document Relates to: 

GREGORY SNEED, as Administrator for 
the Estate of BRUCE U, SNEED 

Index No.: 123225-01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

AND ORDER 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . ~ r _ _ . _ _ _ - - . . . . . . . . . . . . ~ . . . - .  " -~ - - - -~~~~~~~~-~~- - . . . . . . . . . .  

WHEREFORE, Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation, improperly pled as 

Lipe-Automation C o p ,  hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant 

Lipe Automation Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff, & CARPENTER, LLP V-" 

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

New York 10005 

SO ORDERED: - 



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

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - ~ -  "~- . - -~.-~-~~~-~.. . . . . . . . . . . - - . "~~~~~~~~~~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Hcitler, J.) 

Index No.: 123226-01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
" . _ I * _ _ _ _ * _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " " _ ~ ~ " ~ " ~ " ~ . ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ - - ~ . ~ ~ - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ . . . . . . . . . . ~ . . . .  

'This Document Relates to: 

VIRGINIA BIHGE as Executrix 
for the Estate of HAROLD BIRGE, and 

VIRGINIA BIRGE, Individually 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation, improperly pled as 

I ,ipe-Autoination Corp., hcreby requests sumniary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant 

Lipe Automation Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dcfendant Lipe Automation Corporation be and tho same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. .I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorncys for Plaintiff, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

E Y E s q C Q U N 7 Y C L t y O R K  
M ~ E L R O Y ,  DEUTSCH, MULVNW;Y 

-=- 

& CARPENTER, LLP" 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Lipe Automation Corporation 
88 Pine Street. 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED: 

NOV 0 2 2011 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . . . _ . . . . . . . . . ~ . . ~ . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ .  "-------..".....-"~~-------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 123275-01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_....._............_~~~. ""~----------"-~-"-----.........--~.-~---"-- 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD J. DIETZ and CATHERINE DIETZ 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

.............................. "___l______"_____._..............-...~ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation, improperly pled as 

Lipe-Automation 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 

Lipe Automation Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York p$)v 1 5  ZQl' 

&-&y;;(- ' 

Brian Sorensen, Esq. ..7- 

McELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, & CARPENTER, LLP 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 Lipe Automation Corporation 

88 Pine Street, 24'h 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 REFERS TO: 

FLOYD C. RICHARDSON and LINDA P, 
RICHARDS ON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 123299/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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 Jnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, Ne York 
/6 /z/ 1 , 2 0 1  1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway NOV 1 5  2011 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 0 COUNTY CLERK'S OF'= ' 

NEW yoRK 4 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RITA SCHADE, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of ALVIN J. SCHADE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants . 

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

Index No.: 123415/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Yo , N York 
!bp/y, 2011 

I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs --* 1 ' r; 
Schade, WEITZ & Alvin LUXENBERG, J. P. q \ ~ ~ Q  P 

\ 5 IO\' .f 

IVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 Mol 

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

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1493 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNHARD SCHINDLER AND ANN 
SCHINDLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 11 122710 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Schindler, Bernhard 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

1235-15041 



0 

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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X ____________-I______------------------ 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 123457/01 
BERNWARD SCHINDLER 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

L a w  and Rules Section 53212, dismissing 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. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C . ' " '  
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
B e r n h a r d  Schindler  Burn ham L LC 
700 Broadway, 6tr '  Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our  File No ED q (718) 855-9000 

', 
p L b 8 4  

212-558-5500 

\ 5 20'' 4 NOY .." " 

NOV 022011 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD W. SWANSON, 
i Index No.: 120431/01, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, N w York fil,,,p ,2011 

Swanson, Edward W. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 tgyd 1 5 to1’ 

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

-.A 

‘cs ~ 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 02 ZOlB 2383-24587 



SUPREME COURT O F  THE STATE O F  NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES W I T H I N  NEW YORK CITY 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Hei t l e r )  
X _______-_--_-------__-------------------- 

T h i s  Document Rela tes  t o :  Index  No.: 123593/01 
EDWARD W .  SWANSON 

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

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

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

judgment  i n  t h e  a b o v e - e n t i t l e d  case,  pursuant t o  C i v i l  P rac t ice  

Law and Ru les  S e c t i o n  53212 ,  d i s m i s s i n g  p l a i n t i f f s '  Compla in t  

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

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

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

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

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

Dated:  Brooklyn ,  N e w  York  
r 0 I w  , 2011 

A t t o r n e y s  f o r  P l a i n t i f f  A t t o r n e y s  for Defendant  
E d w a r d  W. Swanson  Burnham LLC 
7 0 0  Broadway, 6th F l o o r  1 7 7  Montague S t ree t  
N e w  York ,  N e w  York 1 0 0 0 3  Brooklyn,  N e w  Y o r k  11201 

Our F i l e  N o . :  1 1 0 8 4 - 2 4 0 2  
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

S O  ORDERE 
_..-- 

Hon. S h e r r y  K." Hei t l e r  

NOV 0 2 2011 



I I .  

SUPREME COURT O F  THE STATE O F  NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ( Judge  Heitler) 
X __________-I-____---________________1_ 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 123909/01 
VINCENT CANNIZZARO 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SIlMtU4RY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section 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 witq 

prejudice and without costs. 
i 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Vincent  C a n n i  z zaro  B u r n  ham L LC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Mcjntague St ree t  
N e w  York, New Y o r k  10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our File No.: 11084-2564 
SO ORDERE " - 

Hon. She- Heitler 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_-_____-______________1___1________1___1-  X 

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

John A. Kelly 

" 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

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

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

4726072~. 1 



SUPREME COURT O F  THE STATE O F  NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
__--____-______-______I___________ ---- X NYCAL 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. P a r t  30 

-_____-_____________I_________________ X 
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 100293/02 
RICHARD V I N E S K I  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ( Judge  Heitler) 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUD(;MENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section 5 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

Attornevs for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
R i c h a x d  Vinesk i  Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6'h Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our File No.: 11084-1. p'"/ S O  ORDERED: 

- 
K. Heitler 

NOV 0 2 2011 



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

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

i Index No.: 120430/0 ,'f 00293/0 

j 
i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I 
0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHELE J. VINESKI, Individually and 
Executrix for the Estate of RICHARD VINESKI, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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 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. 

,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Vineski, Richard 
MCGIVNEY & X(LUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

~ 

(212) 509-3456 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-405 
NQV 0 2 2011 



COUN'I'Y OF NEW YORK 
_ _ _ _ _  ............................................................... 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heit ler, J.) 

Index No.: 10046 1-02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
____.............___~~~~~~~ "------"".-........---~------~--~-------- 

This Document Relates to: 

CIIAHLES CARUSO and LUCILLE CARUSO 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation, improperly pled as 

Lipe-Automation Corp., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant 

I,ipe Automation Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

Uefcndant Lipe Automation Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
1 F I L E D  I 

WEITZ & 1,UXENBERG McELROY, DEUTSCI-I, MULVANEY 
At t ornc y s for P 1 ai nt i ff, 8: CARPENTER, LLP 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 Lipe Automation Corporation 

88 Pine Street. 24'h Floor 
ork 10005 

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 LYNCH, Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of DAVID L. LYNCH, 

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

i Index No.: 100580/02 
i 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Yofk. New York I L E D  ] 
NO\J I 5 2011 !,5/5, / ,2011 

Y 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Lynch, David L. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Hh le r  

2571-1481 
NOV 02 2011 



X : F ~ W d d 9 ~ e ~ a l / J U N i ?  " 2011 

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

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
PlaiTltiff(S), ORDER 

- against - Index No.: 100580102 

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 na opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FLJLTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without casts . 

WQRIC5 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14l" Floor 
New YorlG New York 10006 

eitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 
(212) 558-SSO L E D i i 

i 

NOV 1 5  2011 
1 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 100821/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

GeJ4 % 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 

New York, New 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

c 
\ \  

/kw 
Attorney : 
Weitz & Luxenbere 



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

j LAS. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 10082 1 /02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES K. KLEIN, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of JAMES C. KLEIN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, t SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

costs. 

,201 1 

3 

F I L E D  i 

NOV 1 5  2011 

Att&ey for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Klein, James 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

1 

NOV 0 2 20131 
2571 -1480 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100873/02 

JERRY DADO as Proposed Executor of the Estate i 
of VINCENT J. DADO, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 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. 

A 

1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Dado, Vincent J. 

New York, New York 1 O W U N n  CLERK 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P,C. t@V 1 20’’ 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

.!I 

700 Broadway ‘S 0- 
NEW voRK (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

NQV 0 L 2011 SO ORDERED, 

2571 -1476 



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 : (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

j Index No,: 101245/02 
PATRICIA BAILEY, Individually and KENNETH / 
BAILEY JR, and JOHN BAILEY as Co-Executors j 
for the Estate of KENNETH F. BAILEY, [ NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, [ MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary juclgment 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 Xnc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway NO\/ 1 5  2011 
New York, New York 10004 

I 

New York, New York 10003 1 
(212) 509-3456 500 C O I J N ~ C L E R K S o ~  : 

NEW YORK 
A 

SO ORDERED, NOV 0 2 2011 

2571-1472 



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

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I Defendants. j 

1 (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

I complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

j Index No.: 101247/02 
LINDA MARIE NICHOLAS, Individually and as ! 
Executrix for the Estate of JOHN NICHOLAS, j 

j NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

I opposition thereto, 

-against- 

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

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

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 or New York ,q57 ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Nicholas, John F. 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

2571-1484 



I -  

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

__.....- ""__"____._1--------..~~------..--~-----"...--------..-.---- 

I IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Elei tl er, J .) 

Index No,: 10 1424-02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
. ~ "  ...................................................... 

'rhis Document Relates to: 

DIANE COVERT, as Administrator of the 
Estate of ROBERT COVERT (Decedent), 
and Individually SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

NO OPPOSITION 

AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation, improperly pled as 

Lip-Automation 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 

Lipe Automation Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
I 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York . * e  3 

M~ELROY, DEUTSCH, 'MULVANEY 
& CARPENTER, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Lipe Automation Corporation 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New Yark 10005 

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

SO ORDERED: 



- against - Index No,: 102008/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULl'ON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 20006 

F I L E [  
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

NJ r y  5 20" SO ORDERED, 
IJon. Sherry Klein-fieitler 



THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELSIE MATERO, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate OF ROCCO 
MATERO, j NO OPPOSITION 

i Index No.: 102008/02 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

~ -against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et 41. 

Defendants. 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

\ L E Q  costs. 

1 5 2Ol1 
HK$ofncE \ 
YORK A 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Oakfabco Inc. Matero, Rocco 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 500 

NOV 0 2 2011 SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2571-1482 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COT JNTY OF NEW YORK 

. 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 

i (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

j Index No.: 102168/02 
PATRICIA A. GILLETTE, as Proposed Executrix ! 
for the Estate of JOHN M. ROSH, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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 5 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 sane are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo Ne York qB,j! 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Rosh, John M. ---)&&-- Att 0 MCGIVNEY fabco ey for Inc. & Defendant KLUGER, P.C. 

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

m h e s y  Klein Heitler 

NOv 02 ZU,, 2571-1491 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

I ROSELIA OJEDA and MICHELLE CAPO, as Co- 
l Administrators for the Estate of FELIX OJEDA 

and ROSELIA OJEDA, Individually, 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 102508/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 
;i;; 

costs. 

,2011 

7 '( F I L E D  
NOV 1 5  2011 i 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1485 



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.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 102509/02 

CAROL PRINGLE, Individually and as Executrix ! 
for the Estate of JAMES J. PRINGLE, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

,201 1 
c 

c 

Attorney for 
Pringle, James J. 

I 
. t  
4 '  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 G L E ~ ~ S  

1 5 2011 NO1 I 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

/ (212) 558-5500 C0ubiTLE\~ .IO* n (2 12) 509-3456 

2571-1487 



n I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK C I T Y  

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

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

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 102733/02 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

EUGENE D. STEINHAUER 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 
X ______l___l___________c_______c - - - - - - - 

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. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  ' 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
E u g e n e  D .  S t e i n h a u e r  
7 0 0  Broadway, 6th  Floor 
New York, New Y o r k  10003 
212-558-5500 

I 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Burnham LLC 
177 Montague qt 
Brooklyn, New Y 
(718) 855-9000' 
Our F i l e  No.: 

#walz D 
1108m 1 5  2QM 

_-.._ " 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF N E W  YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN N E W  YORK CITY 
________-____________1____1_1_____1___ X NYCAL 
I N  R E :  N E W  YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

_-l____-l_____l_____________l_____l___ X 
This Document Relates to: Index N o . :  102737/02 
CHARLES F. RAMA 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plainti f E ,  SIfMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

Defendants. 

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 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, N e w  Y o r k  
L f i l t ?  , 2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, 

Char le s  F. Rama Burnham LLC 
7 700 Broadway, 6t’’ Floor 177 Montague S 

New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New hzE D I 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000  

llo~i!$~?f? 2011 Our File No. : 

COUNTY CLERKS 
NEW YORK 

Hon. Sherry Heitler 



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: 

RICHARD P. HESLIN, 

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

/ Index No.: 102915/02 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. \ 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 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. 

, 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Heslin, Richard P. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 

IVNEY & IhUCER,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

4 
New York, New York 10004 10003 Nov 1 5 2011 

RKsoFF\= i 
cfJuN Tt cLEyoRK ,__ d 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1478 
NOV 0220111 



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

I above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 102946/02 

PATRICIA I. SINGLEY, as Executrix for the 
Estate of JAMES J. CARR and IRENE A. C A M ,  / 
Individually, ! NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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: Ne Y rk, ew York rc/kz./ 7 ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Cam, James J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

WNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

SO ORDERED, 
Heitler 

NOV 0 2 2011 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

2571 -I  474 



- against I Index No.: 103058/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER W O K S  hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintifis' complaint against defendant FULTON RCII1,ER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FIXTON BOILER WORKS be md the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
J' 

Esq, 
ON BOILER WORKS 

Barry McTienian & Moore 
2 13ector Street, 14"' Floor 

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10006 r i  

F I L E D  ' (212) 558-550 (212) 313-360 

SOOWERED, - NOV 1 5  2011 
€Ion 

COUNTY CLERK'S QFRCE 
NEW YORK 

NOV 0 2 2011r 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 103330/02 
ALEX SPARAGO 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

1 A.C. & s., I N C . ,  et al., 

~ Defendants. 
x --________________-------_-----_------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

1 2 1  

Dated: Brook.lynL, New York 
, 2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Alex S p a r a g o  Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6'" Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our F i l e  No.: 11084-1 

4 SO ORDERED: NQV 9 6 2Q1' 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler NOV 0 2 2011 



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

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Charles  Pellegrino Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6'" Floor  177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New Y o r k  11201 

Our File No.: 11084-2527 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
CHARLES PELLEGRINO 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

A . C .  & S., INC., et a l . ,  

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

Index No.: 103336/02 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X ___________-----ll-l__________________ 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismisse 

prejudice and without c o s t s .  

Dated: B r o o k l y n ,  New York 
I d 2  4 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RALPH VINCENT and LINDA VINCENT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants, 

Index No.: 103443/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 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 Yor , Ne York 
(0 r2, T, 2011 

0 fabcoInc. Vincent, Ralph 
CGIVNEY & KLUGER, P C ,  WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 

700 Broadway SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

i 
t 

4 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1496 



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

....._______ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NY CAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Hei tler, J .) 

Index No.: 103443-02 

" ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ ~ " ~ ~ " ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  
This Document Relates to: 

RALPH VINCENT and LINDA VINCENT 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation, improperly pled as 

Lipe-Automation Corp., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuanl 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant 

I ipe Automation Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

Defendant Lipc Automation Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

rk. Nt 

and without costs. 
\ 

! 

I 

Brian Soreisen, Esq. (-1 ERKS OFF'= 
McELROY, DCUTS&?%$L.. 
& CARPENTER, 1,FP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
T h e  Autoination Corporation 

Frank Ortiz,-Esq. 
WKITZ & LUXENBERG 
A 11 ome y s for P 1 ai n t i ff, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED: A 1' 88Pine Street. 241h E'ioor 
York, New York 10005 

Hon. SherrfKlein Heitler 



- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 103681/02 

NYCAL 
I.A,S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

Hei tz  & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street. 14fh Floor 7 

N e w Y o r k , N e F r j l r 6 E  D I 

(212) 313-3600 r \  



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No,: 120393/01, 

ROBERT NOBLE AND GERTRUDE NOBLE, i 
Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Noble, Robert 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. . 
700 Broadway NfjY 1 5  2011 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 C O u N n  CLERK’S OFFICE 

NEW YORK a 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-7161 
NOV 022011 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT NOBLE AND GERTRUDE NOBLE, 
j Index No.: 120393/01 
j 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i 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 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
,2011 A?/i 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Noble, Robert 
WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P,C. F I L E D 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 NOV 1 5 2011 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 
m ~ ~ y  CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
_.I_ 

4 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT NOBLE AND GERTRUDE NOBLE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 120393/01 103681/0 0 
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 C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2011 

? '  

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Noble, Robert 
WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 0 2 21)11 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-24944 



- against - Index No.: 103681/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WOWS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOLLER W O K S  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without cbsts. 

Barry McTicrnan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14" Flow 
New York, Nev&or& 

I 

lew York, NY 10003 N 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 313-3 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X ____ I________c______________  ,.".___d_____ 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 103681/02 
ROBERT NOBLE 

Plaintiff, 
NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

A.C. & S . ,  INC., e t  al., 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby  requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section 53.212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and t he re  being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brookljm, New Y o r k  
f ,  t y  , 2011 

I*\,< W",'2 
N t ,  's, Frank Ortiz, E s q .  *s7. , 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  ''I*.'* 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Robert Noble 
700 Broadway, 6t'' F l o o r  
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

so 

- 

B u r n  ham L LC 

1 

-- 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 103751/02 

ROSCOE ROWELL, JR., and MARILYN 
ROWELL, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y k, N w York /fip,/I ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Rowell, Roscoe Jr. 

I 
NOV 1 5  2011 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1492 



, .  . .  

V 

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

rN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ " _ _ _ " - _ 1 _ - 1 1 _ _ _ _ _ c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 103 869/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: 

Phillip A. Retan NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
O m E R  

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

File No.: 06507.00945 

463971 3v. I 



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

_.__________________ "-.-..".-...~----------------"--..""...----~---- 

1N RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 103869-02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATlON I.A.S. Part 30 
" _ _  ................................................................ 
This Documcnt Relates to: 

CAROL RETAN as the Administratrix for the 
Estate of PHILLIP A. RETAN NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WWEREFORE, Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation, improperly pled as 

1,ipe-Automation Corp., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintifi's complaint against Defendant 

Lipe Automation Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains4 

Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation be and 

and without costs. 

\J wwrz & LUXENBERC 

the same are hereby dismissed with p& 

Brian Sorensen, Esa. LJ 

M~ELROY, DEUTSCH, M~JLVANEY 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, & CARPENTER, LLP 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 Lipe Automation Corporation 

88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor n ,  
York 10005 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sher'ry €&in Heitler 



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

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

j Index No.: 103869/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PHILLIP A. RETAN, 

I complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

~ opposition thereto, 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Yor N w York ,op i i  ,2011 

for Defendant 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Retan, Phillip A. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

NOV 022011 
SO ORDERED, 

2571-1489 



SUPFCEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
DONALD M. TAYLOR I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 103870/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.88297 
(914) 345-7301 

i 

y' \"i L E D 1 "; 
SO ORDERED, 

1 
NOV 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFCE 
NEW YORK 1 



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

i (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 120392/01 10 70/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM R. PROCTOR AND AND JANITH 
PROCTOR, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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. 

Dated: New York New York 
/O//?//L2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Proctor, William R. 
W E I T Z & L U X E F ~ P E  E D 4 4 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

2383-24870 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _  I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

This Document Relates to: 
WILLIAM R. PROCTOR 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

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

Index No.: 104070/02 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section s3212, dismissing p l a i n t i f f s '  Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, w i t h  p r e j u d i c e ,  and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and CFOSS claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

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

Dated: B r o o k l y n ,  New York 
/ a  24  , 2011 

D 
W i l l i a m  R .  Proctor Burnham LLC NOV 1 5  2011 Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 

700 Broadway, 6th F l o o r  177 Montague Street 
New York, New Y o r k  10003 212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 NEW YORK 

Attorneys f o r  Defendant 

Brooklyn, New Y o & U ~ ~ ~ R K ' S ~ F ~ '  

Our F i l e  No.: 11084-1 
SO ORDERED 

NOV 0 2  2011 

t 

_J 



*. 

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

X ~ ~ " 1 ~ _ _ 1 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ - - - - I - - I - - - r - - " ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - ~ - - -  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

JOHN A.  HYNES, : NYCAL 

X 1l_____"_lrr__--------------"-----------------------------"------ 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
Plaint i ff( s) , : (Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler) 

-against- : Index No.: 104 165/02 

A.C. and S.  PNC., et al., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Defendants. : ORDER 

X ---------______r_rr_r______r___________l~-"---------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defeiidant 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. 

~ ~ ~ ~ 1 , ~ ~ ~  
Nic e . Kozin, Esq. 
K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant -74 i F I L E D  . :r 

Attorneys for Plaintiff'(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 1 '  

599 Lexington Avenue h 
-4 

(212) 558-5500 NOV 1 5  2011 

couNp( CLERK'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, NEW YO% d 

NY-918934 V I  



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

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

j Index No.: 1041 66/02 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VIVIAN KETELS, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of JOSEPH M. KETELS, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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 9 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 o N York 
/Jp/,poll 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ketels, Joseph M. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 4 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway mv 1 5  2011 

(2 12) 509-3456 *Ty CLERK'S OFFICE i 
pLE\M YORK I 

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 ____________________--__--------- - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 105054/02 
TRAVIS M. YOUNGER 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section 5 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint 

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

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all cl i s 4 T  

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

- 
/ /AY 

z 
Weitz & Luxenberq, P.C. Cullen an-ykm 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
T r a v i s  M. Younger  Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6t” F l o o r  177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Attorneys f o r  Defendant 

212-558-5500 ( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 
Our File No.: 11084-1 

so O R D E R E I d  NOV 0 2 2011 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



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

j LA,$. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I 
i Index No.: 107624/0 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TRAVIS M. YOUNGER AND MARY i 120397/01 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 
~ 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

YOUNGER, 

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 

Younger, Travis M, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
McGiwm & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

1235-221 62 



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

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

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

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 1 0 5 0 7 8 / 0 2  
SOL L. HITZIG 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Prac t ice  

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without c o s t s .  

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
[ L E D  
Nov 1 5  2011 1 

P .  
jY I *-I 

"%, %Yt ' 
&.*,,?I, 

F r a n k  Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
S o l  L .  H i t z i g  B u r n h a m  LLC 
700 Broadway, 6t'' Floor 177 Montague Street 
New Y o r k ,  New Y o r k  10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our File No.: 11084-1 
so 

-- 
Hon. Sherry E(. Heitler 



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

_ _ _ _ " _ _ . . _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ ~ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ " - - . . " ~ " " ~ - - - - - - - . . - . . ~ ~  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(I-Ieifler, J.) 

Index No.: 105 166-02 

AS13 E S TO S LIT1 CATION 
......_ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

This Document Relates to: 

GRACE LEWANDOSKI, as Executrix for the 
Estate of ROBERT F. LEWANDOSKI, and 
GRACE L,EWANi)OSKI, Individually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation, improperly pled as 

Lipe-Automation Corp., 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 

Lipe Automation Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice. 

and without costs. 

'\IVl3!TZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
700 13roadway 
New York, Ncw York 10003 

SO ORDERED: - 

NEY 
& CARPENTER, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Lipe Automation Corporation 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



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

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (HeitIer, J.) 

j Index No.: 105 175/02 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MIRIAM COSGROVE, as Admiistratrix for the 
Estate of FRANCIS E. COSGROVE, 

Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants, 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Yo New York Q/!5 ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Y & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Cosgrove, Francis E, 
WEITZ & LUXENBER 
700 Broadway 

%V 
New York, New York 100 
(212) 558-5500 1 5 2011 

2571-1475 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM D. PULVERMACHER and CAROL 
PULVERMACHER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, 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. 

1 ‘, 
4 ’  

, /  

Attorney for Plainti 
Pulvermacher, Will 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway NOV 1 5  2011 
: New York, New York 10004 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 C ~ ~ ~ n  CLERKS OF- 1 
New York, New York 10003 

NEW Y O W  Ai’ 

NOV 0 2 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

2571-1488 



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

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

j Index No.: 105389/02 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHRISTINE A. MC DONALD, Individually and 
as Executrix for the Estate of JAMES W. 
MCDONALD, [ NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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 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. 

,201 1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
McDonald, James W. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

2571 -1 483 
I 

I 
.+e 



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

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

j Index No.: 105392102 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LINDA BOLTON, as Executrix for the Estate of 
THEODORE R. WOJTAS, and LINDA BOLTON, j 
as Proposed Executrix for the Estate of JOAN 
WOJTAS, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Wojtas, Theodore R. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WE~TZ&LUXEN RG P. 
700Broadway F I f E 
New York, New ork 10 

(212) 509-3456 

4 ;  

1 
,cy CLERK‘S OFFIE 

SO ORDERED, k&WYQRK a 
NOV 0 2 2011 

257 1-648 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 105559102 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York New York, NY 10003 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 1 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kiein-#eitler 

NQV 022011. 



536.11794/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

This document relates to: 

EDWARD C. GOEBEL, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs I 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No. : 1 0 5 6 2 3 / 0 2  

(July 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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 a l l  co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wit 

3 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG , GAROFALO 
Attorneys f o r  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 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

in Heitler Honorable S h e r r m  
SO ORDERED, ~~ ,̂ 



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

JAMES R. PELUSO as Administrator for the Estate : NYCAL 
of ROCCO L. PELUSO, JR., and JANE M. 
PELUSO, Individually, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: I.A.S. Part 30 

P 1 aint iff( s) , 

-against- 

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

: Index No.: 105625/02 

: 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 Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CKANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: 
New York, New York 

Michael Fanelli, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

n y t p i f -  j! t r e  
Nicok K&L GATES kT Kozin, LLP Esq. F I L E D  1 '  

Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. NOV 1 5  2011 

I Aveniie 



536.11827/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Honorable Sherry Kleirs **zitler) 
This document relates to: 

ROBERT E. KERNS, Deceased, : Index No.: 105711/02 

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

: NO OPPOSITION 
VS * 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

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

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the -. - -  

F i 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and witFul &.E D 
L 

HOV 1 5  2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

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

SO ORDERED, c h a - .  ~ 

Honorable Sherry Klein HeitleflUV 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
ROBERT E. KERNS I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, 3.) 

Index No: 10571 1/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Re&: 

Refractories, hc .  f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named a; 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. Uk/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. E/Erla 

Adience, Inc. flwa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Jmes~----/"'' " 
Ske y, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, MARKS, 'N ILL, O'BFUEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flwa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flwa Adience, Inc. fiWa EM1 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 105 \ L E D  

NQV 1 5  2011 
SO ORDERED, y CLERK'S'ofF\CE 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler l w l ! 4 # Y ~  n4 

NOV 022011 



VIRGINIA M. NEUBERT, as Administratrix for 
the Estate of KARL E. NEUBERT, and 
VIRGINIA M. NEUBERT, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

0 OPPOSITION SUMn 4 R  
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US KNC., W 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., 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 7 

TRANE US INC., fMa AMEMCAN STANDARD, NC., be and the same are he 

NQv \ 5 20'' prejudice and without costs. 
I 

Dated: m e /  20,Wl I 
.- 

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 Yor 
(212) 558-5500 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

KARL NEUBERT, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 100679/07 

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, 

ORDERIED, 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: \O i-Q ,2011 
_>__ -- 

*+* - New York, New York 

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

a 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 11 
New York, NY 10022 

500 
i 
I 

1 
NOV 1 5  2011 

c a u N ~  CLEWS Q F R ~  i i SO ORDERED, NEW YQRK I 



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: N Y C A L  
VIRGINIA M. NEUBERT, as Administratrix for thg Estate of 
KARL E. NEUBERT, and VIRGINIA M. NEUBERT 
Individually 

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, 3.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY .JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMX, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, h c .  fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BM, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Xnc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMT, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & COURTNFJY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flwa Adience, Inc. flwa BMI 

Elmsford, 530 Saw Mill New River York Road 1052 \ L E D !  

SO ORDERED, 



SWREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN H. JAKWAY 

This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMl, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fk/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BM, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Ma EM, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. &/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 
Adience, Inc. f/Ua E M ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

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

improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Ma BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No. : 473,871 78 
(914) 345-7301 

NQV 1 5  2011 
I 

Ci)Ur*\ITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STAm OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

JAMES 0. HUGHES I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index 'No: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHERJ3FORE, defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, hc .  f/k/a Adience, Inc. fk/a BM, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fkla BMI, Lnc. , improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. Ellda Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, hc .  f/Wa 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

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

(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., 

Inc. flwa Adience, Inc. f/wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill fiver Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

Y NEW York, NY 10003 improperly named as Premier Refractories, , ') 

(914) 345-7301 
71 77 

SO ORDERED, 

N(jV e, 220194 



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 _____--___________--11_______________1 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 105789/02 
JOHN B. MCDONALD 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

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

Defendants. 
X -___________-________-------------_--- 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

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

L a w  and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
d 2 q  , 2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
John B .  McDonald B u r n h a m  LLC -. 

? 700 Broadway, 6’” F l o o r  177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New YPIILOE D 4 1 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

so= 

Hon. Sherry rp! Heitler 



c 

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

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

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

NOV 1 5  2011 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sheny K. Heitler 

NOV 0 2  2011 

4725989~.  1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Thomas M. Wimmer 

Index No: 105871/02 

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 

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 

3 "$, 

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 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU. LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2fh Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

lN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Thomas M. Wimmer 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 105871/02 

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 
NOV 1 5  2011 

Judith A. kavitz, 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2fh Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



536.12069/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry 
This document relates to: 

lein Heit18 

: Index No.: 1 0 5 8 7 4 / 0 2  
FRANK J. COSTELLO, Deceased, 

(July 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Plaintiff, : Group) 

vs . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
et al. I : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

r) 

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 I United Conveyor Corporation, be and tile 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs .  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPH 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

NOV 1 5  2011 SO ORDERED, 

COWTY CLERK'S O E E  
NEW YORK 



THOMAS Mc CANN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .) 

Index No e 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MAY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION7 as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
R C)C"cG-% w ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO. INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5 16) 294-5433 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

i IndexNo.: 120388/01 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE M. WALSH, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,201 1 

F I L E D  Treadwell Corporation Walsh, George M. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 NOV 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFCE 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

' -  4 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 
NOV 0 2 2011 

1235-17298 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE O F  NEW Y O R K  
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
X NYCAL ___________________-________I____I____ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X ...................................... 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 106273/02 
GEORGE M. WALSH 

NO-OPPOSITION 
P l a i n t i f f ,  SUMMARY J U D W N T  

MOTION AND ORDER 
- a g a i n s t  - 

A.C. 6( S., I N C . ,  et al., 

Defendants. 
X -______-----_-__---_------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED,  that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New Y o r k  
P ' 2 +  , 2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  . \ *  

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
George M. W a l s h  Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6'h F l o o r  177 Montague Street 
New York, New Y o r k  10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our F i l e  No.: 11084-1 
SO ORDERED 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 
1 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 120388/01 

JAMES R. SKENE AND VIVIAN SKENE, 

Plaintiffs, i 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. 

// \ /  4 i ", ", 

Attorney for 
Skene, James R. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 4 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDEED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-17305 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

NYCAL X ____--____---I___----__--------------_ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Par- 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ( Judge  Heitler) 

X _______---I___----I______l________l___ 

This Document Relates to: 
JAMES R. SKENE 

Plaintiff, 

Index No.: 106277/02 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

against defe 

thout costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 
1 

and cross claims 

p r e j u d i c e  and wi 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
, .  / Q  2 9  , 2011 

L x + - v  
'"\, bd 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.' 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
J a m e s  R .  Skene 
700 Broadway, 6t'' Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. %,, "? 

212-558-5500 

SO ORDERED:  

4 

ndant BURNHAM LLC, be 

ils, Esq. 
Cullen andwkman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
B u r n h a m  LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New Y o r k  11201 

Our F i l e  No.: 11084-1 
( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 

NO'' 0 2 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORTS 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: N Y C A L  
ROBERT F. PORCELLA 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

r Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86642 
(914) 345-7301 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE .A NEW YORK 

NQV 02  2011 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AN 

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 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 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

CCLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

2 Rector Street, 14th 
Barry McTiernan & 

New York, New 

NOV 1 5  2011 212) 313-3600 

COUNTY CLERKS OFnW 
SO ORDERED, NEWYORK 



536.12188/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 

(Honorab 
This document relates to: 

3 0  
e Sherry Klein Heitler) 

1 0 6 5 0 9 / 0 2  : Index No.: 

: (July 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
VINCENT J. AULETTA, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, : Group) 

vs . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
et al., : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in t h e  above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, wiiih 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

zrossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 
i 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wit 

b"j[)V f ,, 231 

, GAROFALO 
4ttorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
ilew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 

nover, New Jersey 07936 

3 0  ORDERED, 



536.12209/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sh 
This document relates to: 

RALPH J. DeGEORGIA, Deceased, 
: Index No.: 

Plaintiff, 

rry Klein H 

106574/02 

itler) 

(July 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

vs . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
et al. , : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the  above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims fi;.:d 

crossclaims against defendant, 

same are hereby dismissed with 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

United Conveyor C F q a k E b m d  '1 h\ 
prejudice and wiihout coatf t~\\ 7 

NO'! 1 

GARRITY , G k H A M ,  MURPHY , GAROFALO 
& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
Emwt Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

NOV 0 2 201)3 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
CARL cucco I.A.S. Part= 

IndexNo: 1 6578/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 1 

+ED 1 
SO ORDERED, No\r \ s  2Q‘‘ 4 

RKs OF@ 
OB-- .-& 

GOUN @ Y  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RFx NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Donald J. Krentz 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106693/02 

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 
(212) 558-5500 

t 
NOV 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS 
-*+4 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2fh Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(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: 106693/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Donald J. Krentz 
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 

COUNTY CLEWS OFFICE 

ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

NFwYORK , 
Judith Yavitz, EsqKraig Blau, Esq. 
DARG 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th 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 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Henry H. Willis 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106695/02 

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 
%, 

F I L E D  P 
1 1  

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Y 

NOV 1 5  2011 
4 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

r . < d  

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
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 

NOV 0 2 2011 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: 

Henry H. Willis 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106695/02 

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 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 
py5/  2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

i F I L E D  : i  

NOV 1 5  2011 

J COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 1: Judithld Yavitz, EsqKraig B l a u m  YORK 
DAR&R ERRANTE Y A ~ ~ I T Z  & BLAU, LLP 
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 YOFX 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Charles F. Rybacki 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106706/02 

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 

NO’$ 1 :3 2011 

q./Craig E%; E ~ W  ~‘u! i~ 
TE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

ic‘ C\rF:iCE 
p \NTy C\-E.liK , 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana companies, LLC, 
116 East 27fh Street, 12‘h Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

NOVO22011 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: 

Charles F. Rybacki 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106706/02 

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. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 121h Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 0 2 2011 



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 - 

'd rf.t Benjamin R. D&er Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 

New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Key Towers at 

(716) 853-8100 4 

40 Fountain Plaza, Sui 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

NOV 0 2  2011 SO ORDERED, 

13618753 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RICHARD CHIMERA, 
Plaintifqs), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index N o b o a >  
1 16076/02 

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 321 2, 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: \o\ L o  ,2011 
New York, New York 
n 4 Frank Ortiz, Es 

WEITZ & LUXENBER&P& 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Q 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 NO\I 1 5  201' 4 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Warren White 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.> 

Index No: 106709/02 

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 
dC*W / 7  ,2011 

m 
3- & L m  E ,  P,LLL.rd 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGER ERRANTE VAVITZ & 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 

.._, 

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: 

Warren White 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106709102 

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. 

c ". -- - L // I -.I 

Judith 4 $avitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
WEITZ d Z LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGE# ERRANTE YAVITZ BLAU. LLP 
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 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WARRENWHITE 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience VVa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, Nay York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No. : 473.883 04 

$0 ORDERED, 

NOV 0 2 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
; NYCAL 
I I.A.S. Pa 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
I 

This document relates to: I 

I Index No.: 106709/02 
I 

Plaintiff( s) NO OPPOSITION 

I 

I 
I 

WARREN WHITE AND CATHERINE WHITE, 

I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER -against- I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

1 

A.C & S., INC., et al., 

Defendant( s) . I 

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, 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. 

Robert Darish, Esq. T h * L  K w L - /  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Cop. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York. New York 10004 

WEITZ &LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Wmen White and Cathain 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

F T L E  
NOV t 5 20fl (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK’S d‘ d 
238345&H YORK, 

1 ” 
. 

< 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYW 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I 
I 

I 

I 
I 

This document relates to: 

WARREN WHITE AND CATHERINE WHITE, 
I Index No.: 106709/02 
I 

Plaintiff(s) I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.C & S., INC., et al., 

Defendant( s) , - - 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and moss claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ &LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Warren White and Catherine Whi 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
324-6878AW 

{NOIOI 155-1} NOV 02 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitla, J.) I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This document relates to: I 

WARREN WHITE AND CATHERINE WHITE, I 

Plaintiqs) NO OPPOSITION 

Index No.: 106709/02 
I 

I 
I 

I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

-against- 

A.C & S., INC., et al., 

Defendant(s). I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Cowter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

/*j/5 70x1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff L E D  1 ! \  
Courter & Company, Inc. 

\ 
NOV 1 5  2011 4 

NEW YORK 't 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

i SO ORDERED, 
1122-8879 

(NO101 167-1) NOVO22011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I 1.A.S; Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

This document relates to: I 

WARREN WHITE AND CATHERINE WHITE, I 

Index No.: 106709/02 
I 

I 

Plaintiff( s) NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I 
I .  
I 
I 
I 

-against- 

A.C & S . ,  INC., et al., 

Defendant( s). I 
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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
u 2011 

1 
/ a i l 4  

LUGER, P:c. 

Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ &LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Warren White and Catherine White 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
1235-8382 

(N0101170-lj 



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: 106806/02 

Richard Day, Sr. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 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 

i i  
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$/ 7 201 1 

"I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

vitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
RRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
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 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Richard Day, Sr, 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 106806/02 

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 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

FrankOrtiz, Es 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

h, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
RRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
r CertainTeed Corporation 

116 East 271h Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GEORGE E. MEIROSE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEmFORE, 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 7 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
lOl% ,2011 

'L 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 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, 

1668837 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. ,  INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 

INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with, 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



RONALD J. DEON 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMlENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: AUGUST 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 

INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

1 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC ~ 

Albertson, New York 11507 

ttorneys for Defendant 

0 I.U. Willets Road 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier Page: 4/6 Date: 10/5/2011 5:39:34 PM 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

1 1 199410 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, NC. 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, ZNC. with prejudice, 

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 

/c' without costs. 

- n  
P a  z* & 
Weitz & Luxenberg ~ 1 5 I  1 1  
h4~tthew MacIntyre,Esq./ 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, r ~ c ,  
Barry McTiernan & 

(212) 313-3600 \aoq 4 

1 -  I 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2 Rector Street, 14 
New York, New 0006 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry fle%Heitler 

NOV 0 2 2011 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


Plaintiff( s), 

"against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFOREy 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, N C .  with prejudice, 

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. 

Matthew MacIntyre,Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John Kostoroski 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106964/02 

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 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: Ne York, New York 
d c J u x k  17 ,2011 

- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

A 

L E D  1 :  

/ 

. Y w z ,  EsqEraig Blau, Esq. 
R ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th 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 COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Past 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106964/02 
This document relates to: I 

JOHN S. KOSTOROSKI AND TILLIE 
I 
I 
I KOSTOROSKI, I 

Plaintiff( s) I 

-against- I 

NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.C & S., INC., et al., 

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 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 Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

4 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
John S. Kostoroski and Tillie Kostoroski 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO101 191-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

, 

1 NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

John Kostoroski 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

Index No: 106964/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 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 
QchbbQ/- 17 ,2011 

L. 

G q 7  z c h n  E" E h h * y d l  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27'h Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

I 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NOV 0 2 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This document relates to: I 

JOHN S. KOSTOROSKI AND TILLIE 
KOSTOROSKI, I 

i Index No.: 106964/02 
I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintifqs) SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

-against - I 

A.C & S., INC., et al., 
I Defendant@). 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, Cower & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
John S. Kostoroski and Tillie Kostoroski 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
1122-5747 

NDV 08 28111 
{NO101 190-I} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

This document relates to: 

JOHN S. KOSTOROSKI AND TILLIE 
KOSTOROSKI, I 

I Index No.: 106964/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffls) SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

-against- I 

A.C & S., INC., et al., 

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and thae being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

d <  

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

I 

Dated: New York, New York NO\I 1 5  20'' 1 'i 
I ,2011 

,&y CLERKS OFFICE ' 
3 :  /a? // 

-+- A 

,~ WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 500 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
John S. Kostoroski and Tillie Kostoroski 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1235-5270 

{NO101 189-1) NQV 0 8 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This document relates to: I 

JOHN S. KOSTOROSKI AND TILLIE 
KOSTOROSKI, I 

I 

I 
I 
I 

I Index No.: 106964/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintifqs) I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

I 
-against- I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Defendantlsl I 

A.C & S., INC., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 

complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Coy. 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 Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/o //4 ,2011 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Cow. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
John S. Kostoroski and Tillie Kostoroski 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klkin Heitler 

{NOIOI 187-1} 



ALFRED E. SMITH (Deceased) -& 36 16t 02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Re: AUGUST 2011 FIFO 
1 MOTION AND ORDER 

___________II____________l______l_______-------------~------------------ X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 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 a ,  

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
0C-b v 17 ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant id' ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRULJTION CO., INC. 
2 w W i l l e t s  Road 

bertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

N C N  0 2 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Patrick Cirbus 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106999/02 

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 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no apposition 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 27th Street, 12th Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New York. NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 

h 

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: I Index No: 106999/02 

Ronald G. Pepperday 
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 

W 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. %I 2 Judith d. Yavitz, EsqKraig Blau, Esq. Y 

DARGER WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Dana Co 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 i 700 Broadway 1 16 East 271h Street, 

NOV 1 5  '101' 4 (212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, <-'- 

Hon. Sherfy K. keitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Ronald G. Pepperday 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106999/02 

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 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

01, Judith A. Yavitz, EsqKraig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 1001 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NOV 1 5  2011 

W N T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE : 

1 ;  I 

NEW YORK 
4 . .C_ -.C 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - - - -______I_________l_____lre____l_____-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X - _ 1 - - - - - - _ _ _ " " " _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 3 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 1 _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: 

Patrick J. Cirbus NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice'Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 ON COMPANY 

150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

' 

4706332v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 
Index No /-\ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 

INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
OCk*+bt \-I ,2011 NOV 1 5  2011 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 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 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Patrick Cirbus 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106999/02 

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 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 

1 "\ hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York F \ L E D  i \  

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2fh Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, e 
Hon, Sherry K. neitler 

NOV 0 2 2OIh 



" 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
OFtDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMt'ANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: 9 New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ew York 10017 
Our File No. 05335,00001 

4706332v.l 



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 wit@ 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

FRANK ORTIZ i\. A,. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant v TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

A Albertson, New York 11507 
(5  16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
NOV 0 2  20llr 



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 
0 ~ C k . s  \7,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  
NOV 1 5  2011 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 
NOV 0 2 2011 



X : / F B W ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ & E ~ ~ E C E M B E R  201 1 

STJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK' 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
JAMES FRETTO, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
--------___1_---1---_________r____ll____----------"---~---------- 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
Plaintiff(s j, 

- against - rn ORDER 

Index N P  1 17983/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FUL'TON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 

Barry M i e r n a n  & Moore 
2 Rector Street. 14'h Floor 

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10006 
(212) 558-550 

/ 
SO ORDERED, 

(212) 313-36Op 1 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, he.,  et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER n 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the s m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 



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 Tith 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
0 t*b- L-l , 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. V*l <>. i ( F M U T Y ,  DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
20Q I.U. Willets Road 

Attorneys for Defendant 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
T I  I 

' F  'I! k '  ~~2~~~~ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 107007/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Harvey Kessler 
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 

4 DARGER ERRANTE tz, Esq./Craig YAVITZ Blau, & Esq. 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 

I 1'LED j 4  (212) 452-5300 

! 

SO ORDERED, ! 
i 

I NOV 1 5  2011 
4 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK Hon. Sherry K. Heitler . -- 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Arnold Benedetto 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo: 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

D,ated: New York, New York 4 :  
F I L E D  3 

NOV 1 5  21111 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4705722~ .  1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Harvey Kessler 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 107007/02 

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, 

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. 

NQ\I 1 5  20’’ Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, G 
Hon. Sherry K. Hehler 

N o v w o ~ ~  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WILLIAM P. O'MEARA 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 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
101% ,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'h Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

1668837 



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 th 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
OC>+J 17 ,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. 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier Rge:  616 Date: 10/5/2011 3:Yt):J3 IJM 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMlENT MOTTON AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 10709&/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, clefexidant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3 2 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' comp1iin.t against defcndmt FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without casts. 

Artorney for ?laintiffs I 
Weitz & Luxenberg I bI 5 I 1 I 
700 Broadway L KeCtOr 
New York, NY 10003 New York, New Yohk 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
Itreet, 14fh Floor * -  

SO OR-DERED, n 
Hun. S1ier.i-y Kle #-He i t la  

9 
i 

NOV 022011 I --- 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/lwww.gfi.com 

http:/lwww.gfi.com


Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 107098/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 700 Broadway 

D I \  New York, N Y  10003 New York, New 
(212) 558-550 (21 2) 3 13-3600 d 

i 
i:i.rr 1 
I * .  

4 :  SOORDERED, -_ 
f; .*  ! '{ C i ~ l 1 ~ ' S  ~3F;FICE = 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X --------------___1-___II________________--~--~-------------------------- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

x (Heitler, J.) ___"L---------_________l__l_____________-~~~-~--------~~~----------~---- 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD BURTON (Deceased) IndexNo 1 1757 1 /02 & 0 0709910 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: AUGUST 2011 FIFO 111--____________--------------------~-----------~~~---------~--~------- 

WHEREFORE7 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. l ' t  
1 

Dated: Albertson, New York L E D  
NGV 1 i 2011 

I b  
FFCE ; 

-A ; 7  m T d y s h  

"%*, "% 
\*\+ 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway AN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO.,  INC. 
200 LU. Willets Road 

S & McMANUS 

-+ Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

N Q V  0 2 2011' Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



n 

This Document Relates To: 

RANDALL A. KACER and JOYCE C. KACER, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER A.C. AND S. Inc., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., W 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, T U N E  US INC., fMa AMEEUCAN 

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: OC+7&slZO, m 1 I 
N e w a r k ,  New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
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., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

- Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 
NQV 08tOi\ 



This Document Relates To: 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT RANDALL A. KACER and JOYCE C. KACER, 

Plaintiff@), 

vs. 

A, C. and S,, INC., et al. 

Defendants 

MOTION AND ORDER 

4. 

WHEREFORE, defendant DANA COMPANIES, LLC, hereby requests summary judgment 
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against DANA COMPANIES, LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant DANA COMPANIES, LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

!i 

SO ORDERED, i-' 

Attorney for D e f e n p t  
Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27* Street 
New York, New York 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

Hon. Sherry' K. Ffeitler 



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 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTKUCTION 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 
i 

\ 
1 

4 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway SHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

TION CO., INC. 

n, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

F I L E D  1 1  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RANDALL A. KACER, 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

: NYCAL 
* I.A.S. Part 30 

(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. 107102-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY A.C. & S., INC., et a\., 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER Defendants. 

X __________________________r___________l_------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to ail co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Alford Kneis, Esq. 

F I L E D  / t t o r n e y s  for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 NQV f 5 2011 

36-3900 -I 
@X#4TY CLERK'S OFFICE 

I 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
10/17/1 I 

Our File No 
S-7397-02 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

._._________-----_________I_____________--""---------------------""----"- 

1 9 1 02/02 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ " - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - " " - - - " - - -  

; HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
1 i JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
I ORDER 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: j 

RANDALL KACER 

! 

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 defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

on Company of New 
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. > 

NO\I 1'5 20" d 
cL#soFfla .i A 

coUqNvJ yoRK 

SO ORDEED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

NOV 0 2 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: N Y C A L  
RANDALL A. KACER 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., wi?h 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience Wa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

preiudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

nce flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.87383 
(914) 345-7301 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

-____1------------------------------------~-----------------~----------- X (Heitler, J.) 
This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD K. GEARY (Deceased) 

X _I_---------____________________________-~~--~-------------------------- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

1 12800/02 0 107 16 
Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: AUGUST 2011 FIFO --_____________~______1__11_11__________--------~~-----------------~---- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN E A L T Y  & 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 

CORPORATIONy 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 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

F 
ctERK s OFWE 

couF& .(OM .- 

DL+-L- 13 ,2011 

AMES EDWARDS 
AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 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, 
NOV 02 2011 
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CLl355244/legcd/iiosjm 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK -- 

e -  _ _ _ _  _ _  _ _  - -. _ . . 

RICHARD GEARY, 

PIaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el' al., 

NO, 2 0 2 2  P. 2 / 3  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 107167/02 & 
112800/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defmdants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' coniplaint 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 prcjudice and 
n 

without costs. 

SO ORDERED, 

... 

CLEAVER-BRO OKs, INC. 
Barry McTisrnan & Moore 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NOV 02  201f, 



1 -. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107183/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ _ - 1 1 " _ - - - _ _ _ _ - _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4706393b 1 

Julie R. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
I50 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

NQV 022011 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC., hereby requests sumiary 

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 

T \  F I L E D  1 \  
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
0c-U' n ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
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 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Albertson, New York 11507 
(5 16) 294-5433 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
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 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 dismiss 

prejudice and without costs. F I L E D .  

i Dated: Albertson, New York NOV 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OF- 
NEWYOW 

-.. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

S & McMANUS 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN E A L T Y  & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

on, New York 11 507 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPlZEME C&T OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 107401/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

1 

,/' 

ST~PHEN MANDELL, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

- ,I' 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: ,2011 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs ' SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 110 

New York, NY 10022 NO\I 1 5  20'' I 

1 
1 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 0 2 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: 10740 1/02 

Stephen Mandell 
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 
(212) 558-5500 

n 

avitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
RRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2fh F1 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPFWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

SUSAN P. MATICE, as Administratix for the 
Estate of WILLIAM A. MATICE, and SUSAN P. 
MATICE, Individually, 

Plaintiff@), 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

AX. & S. INC., 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., 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 
I 

TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are h 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: @*uzo,mr I 
A 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., flWa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

2) 528-888s 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

-----________1___-_1l_____________rll___---------~------------~--------- X 
This Document Relates to: 

X -----____----------__I__________________-------------------------------- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J. ) 

Index No 
JOHN J. FAEAN (Deceased) 114119/02 e 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: AUGUST 2011 FIFO _______--_________________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 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 a11 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 disinisscd will1 { 
prejudice and without costs. F \ L E D  I \  

i 
4 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
0 c-+bu \7 ,2011 

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 

Attorneys for Defendant 

(5 16) 294-5433 f l  NOV 0 2 2011 
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: 

John J. Fagan 

I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 107403/02 

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 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. 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 12'h Floor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 L 

(2 12) 452-5300 Ax 

P 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK .& I 



S U P E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John J. Fagan 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 107403/02 

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 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. 2 \  

Dated: New York, New York 

n, NOV 1 5  2011 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

. I  

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests sumnary 

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, 

ORDEREiD, 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 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
oc+&fi\1 , 201 1 

% >  WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

~ A M E S  EDWARDS 
AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

u Attorneys for Defendant 

200 I . U . w e t s  Road 
Amertson, New York 11507 
(5 16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e r w  in Heitler 

RI nlr fl 3 ")dp I I  



c I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

--x 
WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

16/17/1 I 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D !  

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

4726053~. 1 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. ,  

INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

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., TNC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

UTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
orneys for Defendant 

~ (516) 294-5433 

NOV 02 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

H& Sherrcuein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ROSE P. DEAN 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 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helei 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, 

3 

IFFICE 

- .. 4 

1668837 



OCT. 13. 2 0 1 1  6 : 5 5 P M  

c 

". . 

. 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 107761/02 

N Y C A L  
I.A.S. P W  30 

. .  - 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CiviI Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' cornplaiiit against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, PNC. with pre,judice, 

and there being no opposition thcreto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC, bc and tlx s m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

'Mfiael-F&li,Esq. 
. Attorneyfor Plaintiff 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yorlc 

S u V  HaIbardiex, Esq. 
- - - Atto eys for Defendant 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC: . 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14"' Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212)313-3600 F 1 

0003 
1 

E D 
NOV 15 2011 1 Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 

COUNTY CLERKS O F R E  
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

IndexN @& .. 1081 122139/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and thcrc 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. 

1 %  

Weitz & Luxenberg g 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

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: 

JOSEPH INTRABARTOLO and MARY 
INTRABARTOLO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul. 

Defendants. 

I . A . s . ' P ~ ~ ~  30 

Index No.: 

(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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. 

,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Intrabartolo, Joseph 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway NOV 15 2011 
New York. New York 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
______l_______l________l_______f__ X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

___________II_______l________l______l_ X 
This Document Relates to: 
WILLIAM J. DOWD 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

P l a i n t i f f ,  

- against - 

A.C. INC. , et al. I 

Defendants. 
____________-_______I_ - _-_ X 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 1 0 8 1 4 6 / 0 2  

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 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: B r o o k l y n ,  New York 

k Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
W i l l i a m  J. Dowd 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New Y o r k  10003 
212-558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

Cullen andxykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
B u m  ham L LC 

t 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j NYCAL 
j LAS. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH H. HELLER and MARY HELLER, 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
!6/21 ,2011 

i 
Attorney for Plaint 
Heller, Kenneth H. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.@v 1 5 2011 
700 Broadway 

I 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New %&!@%@-E~~ , 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 NEW:WRK- 1 '  
SO ORDERED, 

2571-1477 



X:/FB W4S7'oz/lrpoWJUL Y2411 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

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 

dcfcndant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Weitz& Luxenberg 1 D Barry McTiernan & Moore 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

2 Rector Street, 141h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 558-550 I (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klh-Ifeitler 

I L E D  
NOV f 5 2011 

Y 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
.4 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ROBERT E. HOULIHAN SR. 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 
IO/%' ,2011 

- 2  

F I L E D  j 
NOV 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
YORK ..La 

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 0 2 2011 
1668837 



I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ "  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X (Heitler, J.)  ........................................................................ 
This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT E. HOULIHAN SR. (Deceased) 
Index No 
108356102 

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 w@ 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
Q C h b  CJ 12 ,2011 

\I 
-Yd$i FRANK ORTIZ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

4 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS u Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 108356f02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requekts I 

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. 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

Harrison,NewYork lE1 L E D 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaint@ 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Ave 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

4 (212) 661-1151 
9' 

NOV 1 s  20tl SO ORDERED: 

! 



c 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

I N  RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
NYCAL X _______l_____l____-l____l_____l___l___ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X 

This Document Relates to: 
JOHN J. OWENS 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

Index  No.: 108535/02 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., I N C . ,  et al., 

Defendants. 
X --___---__----_-----____________I_____ 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment i n  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, J 

ORDERED,  that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

prejudice and without c o s t s .  

be 

Dated: Brookl,yn, New Y o r k  
NOV 1 5  2011 1 

/&y f 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
John J. O w e n s  Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6ti' Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brook lyn ,  New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Attorneys for Defendant 

O u r  File No.: 11084-841 



536.12072/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable S,lerry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

JOSEPH LAVIERO, 

Plaintiff, 

: Index No.: 1 0 8 7 5 0 / 0 2  

: 
: Group) 

(July 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 

vs . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
et al. , : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant tc 

Zivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

lomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

xejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  claims and 

:rossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor 

s .  ;ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and with ut 

NQV 1 5  2011 

ttorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
00 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
ew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
, P.O. Box 438 

East Ham w e r ,  New Jersey 07936 

m m n  so ORDL,,, k VI 
Honorable Klein Heitler 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 108868102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

_- 
b. ., '. . I v / Y 2 -  - 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. '"% %b \ 1 

*. ., 
Attarneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DONALD F. HOGAN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summv 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/a ,2011 

New York, NY 10003 

-1 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 

1668837 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK. 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
----_---.__----.____- (Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 108872-02 

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 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 
PI25 ,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 

N&/ 1 5 2011 

1668837 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 

INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson. New York 
F I L E D  

NOV 1 5  2011 

ICE : 
B 
! 

ERS & McMANUS 
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 1,U. Willets Road 

bertson, New York 11507 
16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DONALD MC EVOY 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 
10125 ' ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, e 

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 10005 

Hon. Sherry Wein Rei1 

1668837 

:ler 



I Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLlVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 108877/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\: 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. $st, ^Q, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I -,In l l i  

%%:\ 

(2 12)558-5500 

d Fir.\ L E D 4 
NQV 1 5  2o11 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, L L P . c o u ~ ~ y  CLERKs OF 
Attorneys for Defendant NEW yoRK 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOIILER 

(212) 661-1 151 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION7 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+bJ k3 ,2011 

- * q : q b  FRANK ORTIZ 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. t 

F I L E D  3 3 

NOV 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S . 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I . U m l e t s  Road 

u t t o r n e y  s for Defendant 

n, New York 11507 
(5 16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleii Heitler 

NOV 0 2 2017 



WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

/ O I L / l l  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

NOV 1 5  2011 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"* Street 
New York, New York 10017 

NOV 0 2 2011 

4725989~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
cowry OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK cIm 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

JOSEPH DEMARCO (Deceased), 

Plaintiffs, 

-V.- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., including MORSE DIESEL, 
INC., 

Defcndants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 109339/02 

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. 

3 
Dated; New York, New York 

October I4,20 1 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys+ for Plaintiflfy) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Morse Diesel, 
1 SO Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

: I L E D  1 '  
i (212) 791-0285 lJov 1 5  2011 

w - r y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



536.12067/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

WILLIAM M. ALMOND, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPOR7lTION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

YORK 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No; : 1094 34 / 02 

(July 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

I WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

I requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

I Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissir?.g plaintiff I R 

Complaint against defendant , United Conveyor Corporation, with 1 /I 
I 1 prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, united Conveyor Corporation, be and t h e  

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys f o r  Plain 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
Box  4 3 8  

st Hanover, New Je 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ 1 1 _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ - _ c I _ _ _ _ 1 - - - - - 3 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Gerald G. Jarvis 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N e  
/07 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

/ O / / Y / I l  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

F I L E D  1 :  
i 

NOV 1 5  2011 
I 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

4726064~. 1 NOV 0 2 2011' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 

i Index No.: 12039510 109539/02 

i (Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HENRY T. MCLOUGHLIN AND JANE 
MCLOUGHLIN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., NC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFOM, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,201 1 

r 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 %oq 

5 @c= 
CLERK 4 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
cout-J?NE@ YOBK 

SO ORDERED, 7" 

NOV 02 2091 
2383-2494s 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against 

A,C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 109539/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no apposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

I 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 

NewYork,New k 0 D 3 1 1 

2 Rector Street, lf+Frb 

(212) 313-3600 

eitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

@V 1 5  Z@V 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

i Index No.: 120395/01, 109539/02 0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HENRY T. MCLOUGHLIN AND JANE 
MCLOUGHLN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

A. C .  & S., NC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

abqve 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 
\0\,--7 J 2011 

Rgbert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 0 0 0 3 ~ ~ ~  

I4 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, NQV 08 2011 

2571-896 



I i  X : F B  W45OO5/~4589AmaM Y 2011 I COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YQRK 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
Plaintiff(s), ORDER 

- against - Index No.: 109539/02 

WHEREFORJ3, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

0RDERHD;that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant 'FULTON BOIL,ER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without casts. 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 

New York, New York 100% 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor - 1 !i , 

Weltz & Luxemerg 
700 Broadway 

I 

N Y ' I  UUO3 

c- ..P n' non. Sherry Klem-Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HENRY T. MCLOUGHLlN AND JANE 
MCLOUGHLIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORF,, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, w York ,oBlij? ,2011 

Attornflfor Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

\*.‘”, na Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. ’”.* 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
McLoughlin, Henry T. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDEFED, NOV 02 2011 

1122-17466 



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 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

I complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

j (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

j IndexNo.: 12039YO 
HENRY T. MCLOUGHLIN AND JANE 
MCLOUGHLIN, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C .  & S . ,  INC,, et al. 

Defendants. j 

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. 

,2011 

NOV '1 5 2011 Treadwell Corporation McLoughlin, Henry T. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 oo(Q0UNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 . > r  NEW YORK -4 

N?\l Q 2 e Q l f  SO ORDERED, 

1235-1691 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X __l__________l_______________f_____l__ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ______I_____________________I_________ 

This Document Relates to: 
DONALD PERRY 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

A . C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 
X ___-_____-___----_-------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 109574/02 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing p l a i n t i f f s ’  Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a11 claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Donald Perry Burnham LLC 

N e w  York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway, 6‘” Floor 177 Montague Street % 

Our F 
212-558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
[ (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD PERRY AND ANN MARIE PERRY, ! 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 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 

without costs. 

,201 1 

are 

.L. --;r,;.- 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 8, ,$\ 

Attorhey for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs % 

Treadwell Corporation Perry, Donald 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 _ _  

SO ORDERED, 

1235-16904 
NOV 0 2 2011 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: AUGUST 2011 FIFO ........................................................................ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 

INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

e WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

, DEMERS & McMANUS 
\J Attorneys for Defendant 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 3 (5 16) 294-5433 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

LEONARD DARMSTEDTER 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!JL; ,2011 

> 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D '  
NOV 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S O F R E  
NEW YORK 

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 

n 
SO ORDERED, 

1668837 NOV 02  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MAURICE J. HOURIHAN NO OPPOSITION SUMn IRY 
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 
/ O / a s  ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

NOV 1 5  2011 
SO ORDERED, 

1668837 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X __________________-________f____________-------------------------------- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X (Heitler, J.) __________________--________________f___-~------------------------------ 

This Document Relates to: 

MAURICE J. HOURIHAN (Deceased) 109642/02 
Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: AUGUST 2011 FIFO ........................................................................ 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, 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- b' 'I , 2011 

I\. 

FRANK ORTIZ I C 3  3, , 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

/ 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION , as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5  16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
lein Heitler NOVOJ 



536.12068/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable S,,erry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

DONALD CARRIERO, 
: Index No.: 109689 /02  

: (July 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Plaintiff, : Group) 

vs . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : STJMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
et al. , : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

livil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

:omplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

?rejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

xossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

3ame are hereby dismissed with pre judice  and without 

Ng"* 1 !d 2011 

lttorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
Jew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

.Wanover, New Jersey 07936 

;O ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

NOV 0 2  2011 

1 1 

d 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PHILIP MULE 
NO OPPOSlTION 
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 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 ork New York oAL4 tt ,2011 

Rosario Chetta, Esq, 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

Attorneys.for Pluintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant 
Philip Mule Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 79 1-0285 ' 



This Document Relates to: 

CLINTON A. Mc CLOUD 
Index No 
126733102 & 

WHEREFORE, defendant , TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's ' complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 

INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with - 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 COWORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

Albertson, New York 11507 
d200  I.U. Willets Road 

(5 16) 294-5433 

NOV 0 2  3 
L 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

_____l_-_--__lf_____-------------------~~-~-~-~~~----------------------- X (Heitler, J . )  
This Document Relates to: 

JAMES A. ROBINETT l 2 & 2 & 8 3 0 / 0 2  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: AUGUST 2011 FIFO __r_--------------______________________-------------------------------- 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 claiins 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+hm n,2011 

'. .>%> 'OJ, . *  WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. + '  

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

J- 

NQQ 0 2 20 I I 
SO ORDERED, 

NOV 1 5  2011 

rneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5 16) 294-5433 



WILLIS R. GAVIGAN (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

12676902 1 0269/ 
Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: AUGUST 2011 FIFO 

Q 
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 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, New York 

3 

\ E D  1. 

O L b L U  \7 ,2011 

MERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
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, 

NoV 02 2011, 



TMc:CCGpk] 
912911 1 

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 defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-8439-02 

I 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

James A. Rohinett . . . - . - - -. - - - - _ _ _  - - 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 10269/02 

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. vq, DARKER ERRANTE YAVITZ 9: B ~ A U ,  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 



PAUL W. KRUG 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
12679 1 /02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: AUGUST 2011 FIFO 

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 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 
U C ' r p ~ ~  \3 ,2011 

" , W A X -  

"*+< *, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. - 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 

I <* 
FRANK ORTIZ * I  

NOV 1 5  2011 1 '  

J 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION7 as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

\J Attorneys for Defendant 

Albertson, New York 11507 
(5 16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

James A. Robinett 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.> 
Index No: 1 10269/02 

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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27'h Street. 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

(212) 452-5300 F I L E D  ! \  I 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler . .  - -  



5 3 6 . 1 2 4 0 6 / A J M  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOAK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable ,,,erry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

JAMES 0. HUGHES, 
: Index No.: 1 1 0 2 9 6 / 0 2  

(July 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Plaintiff, : Group) 

vs . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
st al. , : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Jivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

lomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

xejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

:rossclaims against defendant , United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and witho 

N(yJ 1 5  2Ql l  

lEITZ & LUXENBERG , GAROFALO 
,ttorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
00 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
lew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 438 1 East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES 0. HUGHES 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler J.) 
IndexNa: e 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEWFORE, defendant Adience EIwa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fk/a Blw, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/Wa BM,  Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. Wa 
Adience, Inc, f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

/- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MARKS, O ' N M ,  O'BRIEN 
dk COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flwa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flwa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

J <  

+ED y*e 

(212) 558-5500 

?$Jq \ %  

SO ORDERED, muNT fJE\1J 

(914) 345-7301 

OFF@ 
7177 

q &WS 
YOB+ 

P 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

?rejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I A S  PART 30 

:rossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wit 

: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

JOHN H. JAKWAY, Deceased, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, heruy 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

: Index No.: 110297/02 

(July 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

: NO OPPOSITION 
JNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
2t al. , : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

'equests summary judgment in the  above-entitled case, pursuant ti 

'ivil Practice Law and Rules Section 32312, dismissing plaintiff': 

omplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, wit1 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  claims anc 

IATED : 

, GAROFALC 

.ttorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
00 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
ew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
. P . O .  Box 438 
1 E a s t  Hanover, New Jersey 07936 
/ 

0 ORDEIRED, 
Honorable Shw$y 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: N Y C A L  
JOKNH. JAKWAY I.A.S. P & a  

Index No 1 10297/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. flkla Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/Ua BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 
Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoul 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience flwa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flwa Adience, Inc. fWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill kver  Road 

F I L E D '  
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No. : 473.871 78 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 
N W  1 5 2011 

I 

Cc)UrJTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Richard Day, Sr. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC , formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 10478/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York A !  

i 
t 1  

!TY c LERWSOFRCE i i 

I 

NOV 1 5  20l1 
P 

q . / c r & Y f l a ~ ~ ~ o R K  rl 

TE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
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 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry K. Heitler NOV 0 2 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 10478/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Richard Day, Sr. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no apposition 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. 
. . .  

F I L E D  ; \  
s 

1 5 2011 1 
Rated: New York, New York 

4 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



536.12283/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

iICHARD DAY, Deceased, 

vs . 

Plaintiff, 

Index No. : 1 1 0 4 7 8 / 0 2  

(July 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group )' 

JNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
zt al. , 

Defendants. 

equests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant tr 

ivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff'! 

omplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, wit:] 

rejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims anc 

rossclaims against defendant , United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

.torneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
10 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
'w York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

ORDERED, 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 110591/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMmY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFOREFORE, 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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(212)558-5500 

MARTN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph S. Collesano 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 107 1 7/02 

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 
/u/& ' 201 1 
%"** 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

V I  

JuditpA. Yavitz, EsqJCraigBlau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. 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 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 FrVED , ; 
prejudice and without costs. i 

NOV 1 5  2011 
Dated: Albertson, New York 

pe-.,u \?, 2011 w p . ~ ~ y  CLERIC'S OFflCE 
NEW YoRK 

\ 

ES EDWARDS 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
STRUCTION CO., INC. 

Albertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, NOV 02 2011 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - " * - - - - - - - - - - - - - - " ~ - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 110717-02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - * - - - - - - - - - - - - - . ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH S. COLLESANO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
_ - - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - _ _ _ _ f _ - - - - - - - - - - - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

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 
lop5 ,2011 

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 

1668837 

i .. 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &L 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++ rn 17, 2011 

x .  
** I.. - 

*e.. ' 
,I \*+. 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 1 .  

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

". 

c 

F I L E D  1 : :  
NOV 1 5  2011 1 ,  i 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE NEW YORK el ! 
~ M E S  EDWARS 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS v Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
NOV Q 2 20 17 



WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOIZER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

I 

WORKS 
z,&scl* 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14* F1 

Weitz & Luxcnbcrg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

,A SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORJS CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

James A. Robinett 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 10830/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 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 i 1 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. -3 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P . C : q  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

avitz, E s q . / s g  Blau, Esq. 
ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU. LLP 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. H&tler 



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 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 110830/02 

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, 

ORDEMD, 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 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

i 
COUNTY CLERK'S QFnW 

NEW YORK 



536.12407/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 3 0  

(Honorable Sherry Klein Hei 
This document relates to: 

JOHN C. BUCKLEY, 
: Index No.: 110848/02 

ler) 

Plaintiff, 
(July 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 

: Group) 

vs . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
et al., : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, w i t h  

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all claims arid 

zrossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

'Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
Vew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 



536,12407/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honoqable Sherry Klein He,tler 
This document relates to: 

ANTHONY CELESTE, SR., 
: Index No.: 1 1 0 8 5 0 / 0 2  

(July 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Plaintiff, : Group) 

VS * 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPOFWTION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
et al. , : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

NOV P 5 2011 
,. 

East Hano 

FFSNK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
zlttorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
Yew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 

Hanover, New Jersey 07936 



CLBSS 180/legallnosJrn ' 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
__________l_r____________lllr________ll_--------~---------""----- X 
LEONARD POMPOSELLO, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

De fendan t ( s) , 
____l__lr___________l_rr___________l_l__-------~"--------""------ X 

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, 

mid 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. 

Wiitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

YLEAVER-BROOKS, INC, 

2 Rector Street, 14th F 
Barry McTiernan & 

New York, New 

NOV 1 5  2011 212) 313-3600 

COUNTY CLERKS WFfCe 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORE 



- against - Index No.: 110859/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled caw, pursuant lo Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendaiit FIJI,TON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

N BOILER WORKS 

2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 

A$mey for PlaintiEs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

t 

so ORDEED,  NOV 1 5  2011 ! 

COUNn CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Hon. Sherry Klein- ejtler 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 1 1 179/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP, 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 

NTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
~ E L E ~ - ~ ~ R R - ~ L I ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ I L ~ ~  YORK 

(212) 661-1151 

V J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GEORGE HENRY BISHOP NO OPPOSITION sum RY 
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 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 
Id a5 ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

4 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 

? 

1668837 



WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

all claims and cross claims against defendant 
hereby dismissed without prejudice and 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

r File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4706332v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

PATRICK CIRBUS (Deceased) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION. as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 

INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant , TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
OCk*--- \-I ,2011 

F I L E D  
NOV 1 5  2011 

N~CLERK'SOFF~CE I 
NEWYORK - j  

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 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(5  16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
(Heitler, J+) 
Index No: 1 1 13 16/02 

Patrick Cirbus 
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 
(212) 558-5500 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

Hon. Sherry IC. Heitler 

NOV 1 5  2011 I 
1 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

- a  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

. . -. . - . 

This Document Relates to: 

Patrick Cirbus 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 13 16/02 

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 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 

rh 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, J 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

k 
I 

...,e 

Hon, Sherry K. HGtler 



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 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 

tt 
oc+=% 17 , 2011 NOV 15 2011 \ \  

F I L E D  d b  3 i  

> 9 '  

CoUNn CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

AMES EDWARDS 4 

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., TNC. 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs . 

Dated: New York, New York 

couN"fy cL€RKsoF- 
NEW yoM J 

$an, 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 0 2 2011' 
4725996~. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Karl E. Neubert 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
A !\ 

p \ L E D  i ' :  
G 10v 

YOBK 

NQ'4 
P s OF@ 

CLERK 

/"// 7/z e/ Qg+sdWNEU + 

w- SQ-&/ Meicwb 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NOV 0 2 2011 
4726 I 1Ov. 1 



SUPREW COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF Nl3W YOFX 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
VIRGINIA M. NEUBERT, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
KARL E. NEUBERT, and VIRGINIA M. NEUBERT 
Individually 105714/02 00679/07 

I.A.S. Part 30, 

Index No: 1 1 1823/0 P 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fk/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. fk/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. flWa 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

JmesM. elly, 

MARKS, EIL ,O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 

4 

Attorneys WEITZ & for LUXENBERG, Plaintifqs) 
P.C. 4 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 Inc. flwa Adience, BMI 

Elmsford, 530 Saw Mill New River Y \ L E D  1 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.87524 NOV 1 j 2011 

CLEWS omCE 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 4 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: Index No: 

VIRGINIA M. NEUBERT, as Administratrix for 
the Estate of KAFU E. NEUBERT, and 
VIRGINIA M. NEUBERT, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

0 OPPOSITION SUMM RY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORTIER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/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 "1 ~ 

T U N E  US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are he i 

prejudice and without casts. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

,.- 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fk/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yor 
(212) 558-5500 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

KARL NEUBERT, 
Plaintiff( 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 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDEFUZD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Qefendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: \a \ ,2011 
_+_-- - 

" I *rcr " 

New York, New York 

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 1 1  

New York, NY 10022 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et ala 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 1 1993/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREPURE, 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintisf 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
, * -  

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. OFf \e 
C L t N ~  Attorneys for Defendant ->%d KEELER-DORR-OLIVER Bd@& NEW YOnK 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 



CLB55402/legal/nosjm 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s j, 

-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, 

- t u - -  - and-therebeing no oppos * hereto; 

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. 

Matthew MacIntyr 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

S u m B b a r d i e r ,  Esq. 
Attorne r Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS GO., 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, 

ORDEED, 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. 

P a  z- & 
Metthew MacIntyre,Esq./ Is 
Weitz & Luxenberg I 1 , 

I -  I 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


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 
oL+ol- 1-l ,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. 

Albertson, New York 11507 

HMUTY, DEMERS & 
ttorneys for Defendant 

0 I.U. Willets Road 

(5  16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier P i p :  5/6 Date: 10/5/2011 5:39:34 PM 

P lainti ff(s) , 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 11 1994/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WI IEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER W O K S  hereby requests suimi ry 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER W O M S  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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg I 0 15 1 I 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY I0003 
(2121 558-550 

lLER WOKKS 
4 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/lwww.gfi.com 

http:/lwww.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

(Heitler, S.) 
..______"___"___________________________---------------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 
Index No.: 11 1994-02 

RONALD J. DEON 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/as ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

NEW Yo1 flly- 

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, 

1 

OFFICE 
1. - *  

NOV 0 2  2011 
1668837 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John Kostoroski 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 12087/02 

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 

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 

CertainToed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
O b b k  ' 7  ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

A 

i- 

1 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 1 2th 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 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John Kostoroski 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 12087/02 

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 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 s 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
O'chbe- 17 ,2011 

r 

JE hm E .  /ZbhlnaMd 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

. Yavitz, EsqKraig Blau, Esq. 
R ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDEWU, \ 
Hon. S h e d  E. H: itler 



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 
lQ/ag ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

022011 

1668837 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

NQV 022011 
i 

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 

i prejudice and without costs. \LED i i  
Dated: Albertson, New York 

O ~ * ~ W  \7 ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

ttorneys for Defendant 

n, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



RAYMOND E. WEBER (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: AUGUST 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 

INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York L E D  / \  
NOV 1 5  2011 f 

O c b -  u- I? , 2011 

1 

OUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

W EITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

3 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

n, New York 11507 

so ORDERED, 
Hon. 

. 
Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE QF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
__-"__ - I______-_________r____r_ l________-  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

Emma Rokitka, as Executrix for the Estate of 
Francis Rokitka, and Emma Rokitka, Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant MCCORD CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a MCCORD 
CORPORATION, Individually and as successor in interest to A.E. CLEVITE, INC. and 
J.P. INDUSTRIES (herein after "MCCORD CORPORATION"), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against MCCORD CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 
MCCORD CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed 
costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

~ttorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

n 

New Y ork, New York 100 17 
2 12-490-3000 

4788094v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
CARL cucco I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, 5.) 

IndexNo: 1 (g%g 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

ce f/Ma BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 4 

F\LEB i 
SO ORDERED, \ f J  N' il 

@ 
-+LE 

GOUN t , @ ~  



RICHARD K. GEARY (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: AUGUST 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 

INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the s 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. yc 

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 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

NOV 02  2011 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

REELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al, 

NYC. 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 112800/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEMFOW, defendant REELER-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. 

ODERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendzint 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Ptaintijr 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

SO ORDERED 

F I L E D  11 
1 1  

Attorneys for Defendant 
KEEUR-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

NOV 0 2  2011 



This Document Relates to: 
Index No 

WHEWFORE, 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 
OCbb I1 ,2011 

1 
I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

& McMANUS 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RAYMOND F. WEBER 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 s 

1 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
lola5 ' ,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'h Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

1668837 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MILTON EARL CHERRY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. ) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: AUGUST 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary 
I 

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 I 
F I L E D ~ \  y 1  

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
I 

NOV 1 5  2011 i 
0 C - W ~  ,2011 

? i  
wly CLERK'S OFFICE , 

NEW YORK 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 COWORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

HMUTY, DEMERf & McMANUS 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



MILTON EARL CHERRY 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 113141/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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. 

F I L E D  
NOV 15 2011 

Paul Josephs, Eiq. 
M A W  GOODMAN LLp. COUNn CLERKS OFFICE 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant NEW YORK 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MILTON EARZI CHERRY 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 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
lop5 ,2011 

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 

1668837 



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 qas ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

1668837 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MERLE G. BURGIN (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
1 13 144/02 

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 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 NQV 1 5  2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
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 
(516) 294-5433 

NQV 0 Z 2011 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ROGER J, BALDUCCI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

OXCDER 

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 plaintifrs 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 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
G;lchbV 17 ,2011 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

I666234 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 13280/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

James J. Sebastiani 
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 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

I New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Yavitz, Esq./GdgBlau, Esq. 
ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(2 12) 452-5300 



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: 

James J. Sebastiani 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 113280/02 

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 
/&!!//, 201 1 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Judith AIYavitz, EsqKraig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NOV 1 5  2011 

NQV 022011 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: AUGUST 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 

INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 0 c b 5  tT \7,2011 

-w+ , 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. r 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

NOV 1 5  2011 

Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CQ., INC. 
20O,r-:U. Willets Road 

lbertson, New York 11507 
4 6 )  294-5433 

NOV 0 2 2011 SO ORDERED, 
Heitler 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 13280/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIWR BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby request& ' 

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. 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

.- . 

COMPANY 
500 Marnaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

___________. .___________________I*______- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY . NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, S. )  

Index No.: 113316-02 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ " - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 

PATRICK CIRBUS 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. 

4 / ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
ioias , 2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helei 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 

-.-- " x  .. 

SO ORDERED, 

1668837 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 114080/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMlMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

Attorneysfor De fendant 

COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 I51 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

L$X=” 

Index No.: 1 13480-02 

WILLIAM A. MATICE 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 
P(a5  ,201 1 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  

SO ORDERED, 

1668837 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 113480/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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 3 =  

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintifl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 



This Document Relates To: 

SUSAN P. MATICE, as Administratix for the 
Estate of WILLIAM A. MATICE, and SUSAN P. 
MATICE, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. & S. INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, 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 
i 

TRANE US INC., fWa AMERICAN STANDARD, WC., be and the same are 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: O ~ V 2 0 , 2 1 ) 1 1  
d 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fkla American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

2) 528-8888 

NOV0220Tf SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WILLIAM A. MATICE (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: AUGUST 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 

INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismiss e# yith 

F I L E D  i i ,  7 prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
Oc+\ \7 ,2011 

ii . , ., COUNTY CLERK‘S OF- : 
NEWYORK >-A 

1 

FRANK ORTIZ ”\-;~~~?,, 
i WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

on, New York 11 507 
94-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 



X/FBW4579lAtw.?!A UGUSTZOll 

WILLIAM MATICE, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Plaintiff(s), ORDER 

- against - Index No.: 113480/02 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

Defendants, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S, Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hcreby requests summq 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs‘ complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no apposition thereto, 

. ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

_*_ 

/ I  

Attorncys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore : 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

so OWEKEU, 
Hon. Sherry flein-heitIer 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 113483-02 

STEPHEN A. MANDELL NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 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 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
io/% ,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 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 0 2 2011 

1668837 



CLB55063/legal/nosjm 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
______1_1_________________ll__fr________-----__-------------~~--- X 
SHIRLEY A. RIDDELL, as Administratrix of the 
Estate of DONALD W. RIDDELL and SHIRLEY A. 
RIDDELL, Individually, 

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. 

. .. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg o\ b\ 1 \ 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

- 
Nicole Pitti, Esq. 
Attorneys iorDez;$'b E D '1 
CLEAVER-BRO I 

s Barry McTiernan & Mo 1 5  2011 4 2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 
(212) 313-3600 NEW 

- 2  

SO ORDERED, 
NOV 0220llr 



'I 

~:/FBW45917/eer:WA UGU$T 201 I 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FUL'TON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, ail claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

V 

Halbardier, Esq. 
ys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14t" Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 558-550 1 2 ) 3 1 3 - 3 6 v  I L E D 1 
SO ORDERED, NOV I 5  2011 

4 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 1' 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 1 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIW~ ~ m f l ~ ~ ~  VORK 

(212) 661-1 151 



RALPH COLON (Deceased) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 

INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. F\LED i \  
Dated: Albertson, New York \ s J  lQ" \ 

O me O A b y  1"L,2011 

@w$; ,rmK 

F W N K  ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION C O S ,  INC. 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

on, New York 11507 

NOV 0 2 2011 SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
126186/02 e 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMAFtY JUDGINENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: AUGUST 2011 FIFO 



1" I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_l__l_________r__l___lr___l_l__r_l_______ X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Pm 30 

__r_l_____"________lr_l__l_l_______rl___-  X 
This Document Relates To: 

Franklin E. Bauman Sr. NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled'case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

f0/3/ I 

-.. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

-- 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

dismissed 
all claims and cross claims against defendant 
hereby without prejudice and 

,,& 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

4725938~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YO= 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x _r___"_____"_______rl___l______l___l_l__- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

Angelo John Martinez NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X I l _ _ r l _ _ - _ - r -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon natice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Dated: New York, New York 

16 1 10) \I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 
H o n x e r r y  K. Weitler 

4726092~. 1 



Joseph J. Lauer Sr. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

l o l r v l  I I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4726075~. 1 

F I L E D  { 

wv 1 5 2011 t 7 

1 
y CLERKS OFFICE 
M W  YORK 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHF,STERTON COMPANY 
150 East 4Td Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 



E 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y0R.K 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X l______l____r_______rl_l______ll_____l_r-  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

Bernard M. Chamberland NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Dated: New York, New York 

/(lis/ I I 
I t  

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ____l"____l l__"____rr - - -__- - - - - - - l - l - - - l "  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

x _____-_____"l______lr___lrl__l_l_______r- 

This Document Relates To: 

William C. Boyle NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _ - _ " _ _ _ _ l r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHF,STERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York I I l b  /r/r I 
NOV 1 5  2011 I 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. I 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney far Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4725965~. 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 
lola5 2011 

I 

4 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

022011 

1668837 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ALFRED E. SMITH (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index 112123/0 No- 113616/ 
& 106964/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: AUGUST 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN . CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 

INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
aG+-bv k7 ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ‘“.t‘‘ 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

bertson, New York 11507 
16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

SHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRIJGTION CO., INC. 
2 N W i l l e t s  Road 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ " _ _ - _ _ _ - - - - - r _ _ l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l r c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Sidney L. Brown 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 113731/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 1 _ 3 " _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ - - - - 1 r _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l r -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY. be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

~~ 

Julie REvans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

Our File No. 05 

4725967~. 1 



536.12421/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherr] 
This document relates to: 

K1 in Heitler) 

: Index No.: 113809/02 
WILLIAM L. CARPENTER, Deceased, : 

: (July 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Plaintiff, : Group) 

vs * 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
et al. , : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, wi7h 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and t h s  

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and witho ~ c \ . k . E  D 1 
N9.m f .' ?MI 

Attorneys for Plainti & FLINX 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

r, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y0R.K CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: N Y C A L  

ELMER ALBERKO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 114013/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMJ, Inc., improperly named as 
Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMJ, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMT, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. flwa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

Elmsford, (914) 345-7301 New York 105 . \LED 1 
487 

NO!] \ 5 20'' 

GOUN-i&q YORK nd 
SO ORDERED, 



ELMER ALBERICO, 

Plaintiff( s) , 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 114013/02 

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 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. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14Lh 
New York, New Yo 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

d !  g&LE D i i, 
(212) 313-3600 

NQy 15  m 4 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 0 2 2011 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSJTION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 114013/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noticc 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. 
A 

4 
-.I____ 

Weitz & Luxenberg ) 6 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 (212) 558-550 

so OKDERED, --" _-__. 

Hon. Sherry Gin-€Ieit ler 



Bernard DeJoseph 

- - - - - - - - I - - - -  * 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

q l l [ \ \  

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

1 
\ L E D :  

i 
-1 

C 1 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

4726001v.l NOV 0 2 2011 



I JOHN J. FAGAN (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: AUGUST 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 

INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-clairns 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. 

7 Dated: Albertson, New York 

Ffl* GLERKS O 
GOUNfl\N yow 

O L + > U  \ 'I ,2011 

- 
ES EDWAV-. 
UTY, 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 

Attorneys for Defendant 

(516) 294-5433 f l  NOV 0 2 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



- against - Index No.: I 14 1 19/02 

A,C. & S, Inc., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitlcd case, pursuant to Civit Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS bc and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WORKS 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New YorIc 10006 

/ D$ I 1 / 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

F I L E D  SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John J. Fagan 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1141 19/02 

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 
1.4/o/8./ ' 201 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 
EsqKraig Blau, Esq. 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(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 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John J. Fagan 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 14 1 19/02 

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. F I L E D  i\i  
'? NOV 1 5  201' % I  

Dated: New Yo 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

NOV 022011 SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN J. FAGAN 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 
Wla5 , 201 1 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

1 
a 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1668837 Nov 0 2 20 1, 



Plaintiff, 
-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 1 14 175/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

, w Y 4 c r "  

%, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

%*?\, \ 

(212)558-5500 

; F I L E D  
NOV 1 5  2011 

Ks OFFICE 
NEW YORK . . * *-a MARlN GOODMAN, LLP. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 

REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGME 

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 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
0 C+*F \T  ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \a- 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC. 

V Attorneys for Defendant 

ew York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



This document relates to: 
HARVEY KESSLER and CAROL KESSLER 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 11S342/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby rehhbhts': 

summary judgment in the aboue-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-claim against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintif 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 1 

Paul Josephs, Esq. v 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

I 
(212) 661-1 151 Nf!', 1 F 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Attorney fur Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 

?/- 
e Halbardier, Esq. EfgLLFW BOILER WORKS 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 I .  
(212) 313-3600 



NYCAL, 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1496 1 /02 

Franklin Donald Hull 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

1011711 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

7 ;  F I L E D  1 ;  

NOV 1 5  2011 L 

UNTY CLERK'S O F F I E  i 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

4726057v.1 



536.12662/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 3 0  

(Honorable Sherry Klein Hei 
This document relates to: 

JOHN R. FREDERICK, Deceased, 
: Index No.: 

Plaintiff, : (July 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

ler) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32L2, 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, 1 'ms n 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor C E PO 1 a C L f h n d l h  
F 2011 same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withouNogol&. 

couN\17y fXEWS OFFICE 
b NEW YOBK 

& FLINN 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 4 3 8  . & j i i ~ & O , ,  New Jersey 0 7 9 3 6  

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



536 I 12662/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NY CAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 115012/02 

: 

This document relates to: 

SONALD J. KRENTZ, 
(July 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial. 

Plaintiff, : Group) 

vs . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
2t al. , : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.  

ORDERED, that upon notice to a11 co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and t h e  

same are hereby dismissed with pre judice  and wi F+bfD 2 ! i  
NOV 1 5  2011 I 

DATED : lQ/ki 1 1 1  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintif & 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 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 

wov 022011 Honorable Sherry Klein Heitl 



.. 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

! :  F I L E D  
NOV 1 5  2011 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 
tion. Sherry K. Heitler 

4705722~ .  1 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 115368/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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. 
J 

__I_- 

WORKS 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 7 :  
- -  F I L E ' D  Y * ,  

)JOY 1 5  2w1 SO ORDERED, 

NOV 0 2 2011 

a 



Plaintiqs), 

"against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 115368/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby riqusts 

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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

KEELER:D&-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

\I w 

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: 

WARRENWEIITE 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. P m m  
Index No: 115510/0 

106709/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

C" 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.88304 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 0 2 2011 



536.12676/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

RICHARD ANTHONY CHIMERA, 
Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

VS . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sh 

Index No. : 

rry Klein H 

116076/02 

itler) 

(July 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the  above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

Fbt elg crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporatio 

NOY 1 5  20 
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED : id/&// 

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.0. Box 4 3 8  

over, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK - 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RICHARD CHIMERA, 
Plaintifqs), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEE-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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: \o\ kP ,2011 
New York, New York 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

a ne N. Megerian, Es 
GALMcCAMBFU G 

4 i 
F I L E D  i :  

\ 
NO\I 1 5  201' 

r, 

lt lh 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

I 
I.-- 

SO ORDERED, 

NQV 0 2 20111 non. Sherry Kieinlieitier 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and' the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

By: By: w- 
Samuel Goldb at sq. 
Benjamin R. D er Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, S u i e o 4  

Patterson-Kelley Company ?." 

13618753.1 



536.12676/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 

(Honorab 
This document relates to: 

30 
e Sherry Klein Heitles) 

JAMES P. CAHILL, 

Plaintiff, 

: Index No.: 1 1 6 0 7 9 / 0 2  

: (July 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

vs . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
et al. , : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEFlEFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 'LO 

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, t h a t  upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG , GAROFALO 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 4 3 8  

NOV 1 5  2011 SO ORDERED, 

CXNNTY CLERKS OFRC 
NEW YORK 



U I 
Edward H. O’Donnell NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

‘ X  

WHEREFOREy defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

E D E L W  Attorn yforD endant KERLLP 

A.W. HES RTONCOMPANY 
150 E st 4 Street 
New New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335,00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4706332~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RICHARD BURTON (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J . )  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: AUGUST 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 

INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
j 

NOV 1 3 2011 I 

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 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

Albertson, New York 11507 
(5 16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler NOV 0 2 2011' 



- against - Lndex No.: 117571/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER W O K S  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

e Halbardier, Esq. 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 

New York, NY 10003 New Yorlc, New York 10006 -I , 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RICHARD BURTON 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 
l o p 5  ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

1668837 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York. New York 10005 



X : ~ B W ~ ~ 4 2 l ~ ~ x ~ ~ ~ C ~ ~ ~ R  3011 

SUPREME COURT OF TI% STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JAMES FREITO, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, hc. ,  et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 107006/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to  Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WOFXS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 

I 

(212) 558-550 
. I  

SOORDERED, __ 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 107006/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEED,  that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendmt FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

I 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 

(212) 558-550 

Barry miernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10006 4 
- 3 6 0 v  1 t E D 4 1 

SO ORDERED, Hay f 5 '1Q11 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ROBERT H. LA GOE 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 
lola5 ' ,2011 

k ', I .  

Y 

c. <k 
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 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

M V  02 a1 
1668837 gvrsv i' 



ROBERT H. La GOE (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J . )  e?! 107006/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: AUGUST 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 

INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO,, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed w i a  

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

FRANK ORTIZ '49, ""., 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant ia TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

,Albertson. New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
NOV 02 20111 



WILLIAM F. LAW 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.)  

107006/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: AUGUST 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 

INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
O C b b  Gt \q, 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

NOV 1 5  2011 

143 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE NEW YORK " ,A 

~ H M U T Y ,  DEMERS & MCMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC. 
200 I.U. _Willets Road 

, New York 11507 
-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
NOV 022011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WILLIAM F. LAW 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 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
IO 05 , 2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

i, 

i 

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, 

1668837 NOV 0 2 2011 



LAWRENCE D. ROOKEY (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I .A.S.  Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

107006/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: AUGUST 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION7 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 CORPORATION7 as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed \nJjth 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
0 t+-bo i-7 ,2011 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS (2 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
STRUCTION CO., INC. 
.U. Willets Road 
tson, New York 11507 

Attorneys for Defendant 

294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

.I c '4 0 2 20 11: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
In Re NEW Y O N  COUNTY 
....................................................................... 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ....................................................................... 

This document relates to: 
PATRICL4 A. ROOKEY, As Executrix for the Estate of 
LAWRENCE D. ROOKEY, and PATRICIA ROOKEY, 
Individually 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 18004102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. v$ 
Attorneys for Plaint@ 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

LAWRENCE D. ROOKEY NO OPPOSITION SUMR 4RY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing 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 
3 ty 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F\LED 1 ;  
Npq v5 to" Dated: New York, New York 

io125 ,2011 
s*@ 

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Shefll6iH Heitler 

1668837 NOV 0 2 20111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Charles J. Wilson 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 18277/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

& g N O V  1 5 2011 1 
1 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
1 Julie R. Evans, Esq. N t W  YUK K 

LIY 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CKESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No, 05335.00001 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

NOv 022011. 

4726148v.1 



This Document Relates To: 

RANDALL A. KACER and JOYCE C. KACER, 

Plain tiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. AND S. Inc., et al., 

IndexNo: 1 

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/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: QCd"&hVO,sDl( 
Newmrk.  New York *+ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tram US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
,Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

Weitz & Luxenberg 'u 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
NQV 08 roll 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Dated: 
New York, New P% 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 1 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED. 

Alford Kneis, Esq. 
GATES LLP 

for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 

I New York, NY 
36-3900 

NOtl 1 5  2011 

NOV 0220111 



THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RANDALL KACER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Campany of New York, Inc. 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
New York, NY 100035 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

N C i i  0 2  2011 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-7397-02 



SUPREME COURT OF T€€E STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORIC. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
RANDALL A. KACER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOFU2, defendant Adience f N a  BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc,, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

nce f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.87383 
(914) 345-7301 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT RANDALL A. KACER and JOYCE C. KACER, 

MOTION AND ORDER PIaintiff(s), 

vs. 

A. C. and S., INC., et al. 

Defendants 
X ---1"-1-----____--1-_rl-r------------11--------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant DANA COMPANIES, LLC, hereby requests summary judgment 
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against DANA COMPANIES, LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant DANA COMPANIES, LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

~ t t o m e y  for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

r 

(212) 558-5500 

li, 

Dana Companies, LLC 
1 16 East 27'h Street 
New York, New York 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREiFOFE, 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 
Qc%v \-I ,2011 

UTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 TION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
ON CO., INC. 
s Road 

n, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

F I L E D  ! \  ' t  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

LAWRENCE STERN NO OPPOSITION SUM) RY 
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 
1012s ' ,2011 

NOV 1 5  2011 
FFGE 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

k 

SO ORDERED, M v  0 2 2011 
Hon. Sherry'KleZ Heitler 

1668837 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFK 

ROGER J. BALDUCCI 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 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
6?ckBer 17 ,2011 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n&A- 
Hefen Antoniou hcGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0, Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24*h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

1666234 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WILLIAM J. BERTON 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/ a5 ) 2011 

F I L E D  i V 
4: NOV 1 5  2011 J 

FFICE 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

New York, NY 10003 

HeIen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

700 Broadway LLP 

SO ORDERED, 

1668837 



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 
O-ohu \-I ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

:;PHMUTY, DEMERS & MCMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

bertson, New York 11507 
16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
leitler 



X ........................................................................ 
This Document Relates to: 

JAMES J. SEBASTIANI 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OFtDER 
Re: AUGUST 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 

INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest Lo 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
6 c h b  u \7, 2011 

"*a;.& I.. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ue* ', 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 

F I L E D  1 1  
NQV 1 5  2011 a i  

AHMUTY , DEMERS & McMANUS 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC . 
200A-U. Willets Road 

V Attorneys for Defendant 

ertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

%* 
T 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

New York, NY 10003 
700 Broadway 

JAMES J. SEBASTIANI 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEFSFORE, 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 
F I L E D  1 \ 

i 

t rq 2.5 ,2011 NOV 1 5  20" 

1668837 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X -_ l -_ l___________l l__ l l - -" - - - - - - - - - - - - -" - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Gary E. Lautenschuetz 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - * - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

c 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMF'ANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4726078~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: & :zlb 107624/06,105054/02, 
TRAVIS M. YOUNGER AND MARY 
YOUNGER, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 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 Corporatibn, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

FA- 
Roy Sch artz, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Younger, Travis M. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 

P. F 
7 

\ - -  

An 

o e  
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 GOLINfY VORK NEU 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 0 2 2018 
1235-221 62 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 3 1 _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1206 15/02 

Vito A. Alongi 

.. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X , - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank & o s  M. Ortiz, Esq. 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, * Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4725930~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ELIZABETH TRlFARI 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120622/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, hc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flwa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant Adience fMa BMI, hc. ,  improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fk'a 

Adience, Inc. fllda BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for PlaintiffIs) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
(212) 558-5500 Inc. f/Wa Adienc 

530 Saw Mill Rive 
Elmsford, New Yo 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.87535 NrJV 1 s 2 w  

COUNTY CLERKS OFF'= 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ c _ _ r " _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Elizabeth Trifari 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120622102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG -'- -. ' I' 

r*- 

NOV 1 5  2011 

NEW YORK 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

n-- 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. - 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, n Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4726135~. 1 



f 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 12 1775/02 

Charles A, Buchholz and Eva Buchholz 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, incorrectly sMa 
CARRIER CORPORATION, Individually and as successor in interest to BRYANT 
HEATING & COOLING SYSTEMS (hereinafter “CARRIER CORPORATION”) hereby 
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CARRIER COWORATION 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims * $I*, 

against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION be. and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

-7 

f \ L E D  

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 

4726303~. 1 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and CTOSS claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street .i 

4725971v.l 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 122052/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

4725928~. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - 1 _ _ - - - _ 1 - - - - " " _ _ _ _ 3 - 1 - - - - r - 1 - - - - - 1 - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 122682/02 

Robert J. McGraw 

.. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York - 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4726094~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 

Albert R. Blachowicz 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

lo/&,.) I J 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, a 
-- 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42”d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

Hon. Sherry K. Hiitler 

4725941v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No, 10529210 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

I WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

ROBERT E. DOYLE 

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, 
I 

I 
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. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Dated: N_ew,York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 

Robert E. Doyle 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys Morse Diesel, for Defendunt Inc. FILED:  Attorneys for Pluint@(s) v 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York,New York 10038 NOV I 5 2011 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

n 4- / COUNTY CLERK'S O F R S  
NEW YORK . .-. 

SO ORDERED, Dated: I 
Hon. Sheny Klein Heitler I 



Eugene Gelso 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 123324/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no apposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG --\"s 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  I 
r 

-4 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

47260 1 Ov. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ - _ I - - - c - - I I _ c - l _ _ l r - - - " " _ - - - - * - - - - - - ~ - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Robert C. Sievers 

, -  e 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 123325/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _ - - - - - - _ - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY? hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York F I L E D  ; !  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

NOV 1 5  2011 
I 

t X w ~ n  CLERKS OFFICE : 
* 

NEW YORK 
Q&& 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. a i t l e r  

4726132v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ - - r " - - - - - " _ _ - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Franklin E. Bauman Sr. 

1 

NYCAL, 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 4 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

~ 

WEJTZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

4725938~. 1 



William G. Perez 

--I-  - 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 123670/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X I - - - - - - * - - - - - * - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the s m e  are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

i 

F I L E D  1 1  
Dated: New York, New York 

lO/ZLfI 11 
yov 1 5  2011 

3 
C O U N T Y C L E R K S O m  1 I 

% t%~NEwyoRK 
-* 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 0 2 2011 
4726121 v. 1 



Angelo John Martinez 

- - I  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

-x 
WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross,claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

la I 201 \I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

4726092~. 1 

D 

CLERK'S o m q  
4.y- 

*EW YORK 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 



I * 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ____- - - - -_____- - - - - -_______________ l_ l__ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Damiano Quattrochi 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 123970/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
hereby 

mc/7 Q 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

dismissed 

Julie R. Evans, Eqq.  
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 4Pd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

4726123~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X __"___-- -___-- - -__--__31______11______1__ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Dominick A. Noone 

- -  I .. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1243 3 8/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

x . r l _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ - - l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 3  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

- - l d / z q  II 

SO ORDERED, 

F- 

Y 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

NOV 0 2  2011 
4726120v.1 



This Document Relates To: 

JULIAN L. ROBERTS, 

Index N <!izzi2 
101 965-03 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
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., 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. F I L E D  

UNTY CLERK'S OFncf? 
YORK I 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc, 
2430 Route 34 

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 CITY 
X _____ll__"________________lll___________- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Donald J. Ryder 

A 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

-x 
WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York F I L E D  I I  
NOV 1 5  2011 

1 
* CXNNl-Y CLERKS OFFICE ; 

NEW YORK 
E -  & &a& 

I 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO OWERED, 

4726130~. 1 



JULIAN L. ROBERTS 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 
l0/25 ,2011 

l?&km&W* p l t ' h k \  n w J h t 1  
- ,  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

dcElroy, Deutsih, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

. SO ORDERED, 

1658688 

- 
't 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Julian Roberts 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 124339/02 

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 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

costs. 4 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

u 

NOV 0 2  2018 

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: 

Julian Roberts 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 124339/02 

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 arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

NOV 1 5  2011 

Judith Yavw, EsqKraig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - 1 _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ I I I I _ _ I _ _ I I C _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

G m y  Newman 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 1.) 

Index No: e 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

24441/ 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  -" A ?  

NO! 1 5 2011 -7 Y 

1 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

4 

&&l% 
Julie R. Evans Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 4Znd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDEIRED, 



I' 

Terrence Walsh 

- c  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ - _ _ I _  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

s' 

SO ORDERED, 
Honh€&ry WHeitler 



f 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - -_ " - - " - - - - -__-_- - -___ l_________ l______-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ - l r - - - - - - _ - - _ - " _ _ _ _ c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

12 41/0 D This Document Relates To: 

Robert V. Gray NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _ " 1 - - " _ _ - - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ - 1 - - - - 1 - - 1 - - - - - - - " - - - - ~ - - - ~ -  

WHEREFOm, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEFLED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

F \ L E D  IO/ W!l\ 
N()y \ 5  wt 

L#s oFf 
ouN-+ .(ow (qJ&I%% 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New Yark 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

NQVO2201l SO ORDERED, 

f 

a 

472601 Sv. 1 



f 

Harold S. Wallace Sr. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

/ o / Z 4  I I I  

P 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WESON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335,00001 

SO ORDERED, 

472613%. 1 



- I - - - - -  , -  .. - - - - -  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMFJNT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X I - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed wit 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

, ”. 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

NQV 02 2011 
4726134v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ 1 1 1 - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ " _ - - 1 - - - - - r - 1 - - - - l r - - - ~ - - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

Joan M. Cosbey NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I 6 I l r  \ \  

Julie R, Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICmR LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

4725994~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YO= 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X l l _ l _ l " _ l l _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - l l - - l l - - " - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Florence V. Coppola NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

101 7 1  1 1  E D .  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

NDV 1 ' 5  2011 
FFICE 

rl 

Julie R. Evans,%sq. 
WLSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

4725991 v. 1 



i 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
- - I - - - -_________________r_r l l________l__-  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Melvin A. Kahn 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

, -  I r 

Index No: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

1011711\ F I L E D  ; ;  
4 ;  

! 
NOV 1 5  2011 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. OS335.00001 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4726066~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_"__r_- - - -_________l_ l______l___l l____l_~ X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

f 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Mario Esposito NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CBSTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York - 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

4726007~. 1 

Julie R. Evans, Esq.'* 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

-  our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



, -  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - - - - - - * 3 -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no apposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without casts. 

Dated: New York, New York 

._- - 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42hd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys far Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4725921v.1 



JOHN MURRAY, 
NO OPPOSl'l'ION 

Plaintiff(s), 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- Index No.: 125213/02 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

D efendant(s), 
_______lr__r"_lr_r________ll_l_l_r______-------"----~-~"--r------ X 

WI-FEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS , INC hereby request summay 

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 aid 

witliowsts.  

New York, New Yorlc I0003 

I - - 
me Halbardier, Esq. 

&to\ eys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

CL 9 AVER-BROOKS, INC. 

F I L E D  (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, NQV 1 5 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WILLIAM SWANSON 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No. 02-125907 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

3 BY :- 

0Cbb.v 3 ,2011 

By: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Corn 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 40 Fou@ain Plaza, Suite 5 O O N ~ ~  1 2Q” 4 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defend 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza i 

13618753.1 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 125907102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFFNDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY ,: 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectiorv 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 1 

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 

and without costs. 

Dated:- New York. New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. T 
Attorneys for Plaintig 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Paul Josephs, Esq, 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 

NOV 022011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 125907/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

William J. Swanson 
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 

A 

A 

SO ORDERED, A 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ EBLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTekd Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

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: 

William J. Swanson 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 125907/02 

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 

3 ’  
F I L E D  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 Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 125907-02 

WILLIAM J. SWANSON 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 p 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 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

1668837 NOV 0 2 2011 



RALPH COLON (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A,S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: AUGUST 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 

INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
h 

prejudice and without costs. F \ L E D  ii 
Dated: Albertson, New York ?@q \ 5  tn'' \ 

F@ 
O c L b -  12,2011 

&R@ O  ON?& YOBfi 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

n, New York 11507 

NOV 0 2 2011 SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

RALPH COLON NO OPPOSITION SUMn RY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

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 meiudice and without costs. 

i, 

4 .q 

* I  

Dated: New York, New York 
lo! 25 ,2011 

SO ORDERED, 

1668837 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X I "___________________________lr l_ l_ l_c__-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 126187/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X ________I__"____________________________- 

This Document Relates To: 

- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no apposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs . 
Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4726012~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X l _ _ - _ _ " _ _ l - _ _ _ l _ r _ 3 _ 1 _ _ _ 1 _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 126685/02 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates To: 

Willard E. Hardy SUMMARY 

X _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 3 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York F I L E D  ; ;  I '  

j i  
! NOV 1 5  2011 lo/ /7/ I 1  

1 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
. -47ma 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 4Yd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

N W  

4726023v.1 -_  
L 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 126715102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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 

3 1  
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

-a 

- Paul Joseph, Esq. "2 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARIN GOODMAN, LLP, 
Attorneys for Plaintvf 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

SO ORDEIPED. 1 J.S.C. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 

NOV 022011 



CLINTON A. Mc CLOUD 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .  ) 

1 10269102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: AUGUST 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 

INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN a A L T Y  & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

I !  prejudice and without costs. B 4 '  

Dated: Albertson, New York 
9 l  

"4 COUN7 Y CLkRK'S O F R m  
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. 

Albertson, New York 11507 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

-200 I.U. Willets Road 

(5 16) 294-5433 

lVav 02zQ11 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CLINTON A. MC CLOUD 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 
lo115 ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  
NOV 1 5  2011 

Helen Antoniou M6owii-1, 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 

1668837 0 2 20 1, 



WHEREFORE7 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 withq 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

'?h* .̂  
- - =13Y" 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P . C . *", l::, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION7 as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

[J 

(5 16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

WILLIS R. GAVIGAN 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 
lolac, ’ ,2011 

D-\ 
e. A 

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 

1668837 
NOV 02  2011 



PAUL W. KRUG 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler , J. ) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMAlRY JUDGMlENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: AUGUST 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 

INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
Q&-U 13 ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. '.. 
Attorneys for Plainti€fs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
9/29/11 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LINO BORG 

AS SIGNED 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of  New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Nqw York, M w  York 

Our File No 
S-8439-02 

I- - 

Z, ESQ. 
//YT)z, Esq. 

Attorne s for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Consolidated Edison Company of New- 1 
New York, NY 

LUXENBERG, P . C . 

SO ORDERED: 

1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., 

INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims againsl 

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+~vr n , 2 0 1 1  

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  I:, I 

NQV I 5  2011 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5  161294-5433 

ov 022071 
SO ORDERED, 

x 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 126812/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby rdqUCsts' ' ' 

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. 

ORDEIPED, 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. 

~ 

i 

! 
i 

I! 
i 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys fur Pluintifl 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIFER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

(212) 661-1 151 

SO ORDERED: 

NO!' 0 2 2011- 



Plaintiff{s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

Defendanis. 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Index O r n E R 0  No : I268 1 2/02 10830/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOLER WORKS with prejudice, 

and therc being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FIJLTON BOILER W O K S  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, -- 
T-Ion. 

I 

WORKS 
Barry Mc'I'iernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14* I3 
New Y 

A rrGL qOB6 couN $4 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- x  
WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

IO/$/ 1 I 
T I  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

4725987~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
- c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ c _ _ _ _ _ _ I c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ "  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

William C. Boyle 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

lo /S,/V 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

NOV 1 5  2011 I 
I TY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 4Znd Street 

York, New York 10017 
File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4725965~. 1 

NOVO22011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ l " _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ l l _ _ - - _ l r - - - - - I - _ _ _ - - - _ _ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ _ _  x 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_ _ l " _ _ _ _ l " _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ - - - - - c - - _ - - - - _ _ - _ - - - - _ -  X 
This Document Relates To: 

, -  I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

-4w- 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDEWD, 

F I L E D  
WV 1 5  2011 1 

Y CLERKS OFFICE : 
MEW YORK 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

4726075~. 1 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 113565l02, 0 12734510 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests ' I  ' I 

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-DQRR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVEj B 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORTS 

Index No.: 127345-02 

DONALD W. RIDDELL NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEMFORE, 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 -. 4 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
idaS ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

HeleGAntoniou 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, 

I668837 



$:/FB W45917/lc~i1VA UGUST 2011 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Index No.: 113565/02 

ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER W O M S  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

O R D E E D ,  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 . .. _ _  

without costs. 

and . 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 558-550 1 2 ) 3 1 3 - 3 6 F  I L E 
SO ORDEED,  N O V  1 5 2011 

-SI 



CLB59063/legal/nos~m 

SUPMME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
--_______r______r_____c_r_____l_______ll---~-----~------~----~-"- X 
SHIRLEY A. RIDDELL, as Administratrix of the 
Estate of DONALD W. RIDDELL and SHIRLEY A. 
RIDDELL, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 1- 0.: 565102 & 

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, 

ORDEED, 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 I .\ \ 1 \ 
700 Broadway 
New Yo& New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Nicole Pitti, Esq. 
A t t o r n s y s f u r I ) e $ ; ~ ~  E D 1 - \  ' 
CLEAVER-BRO 

\ Barry McTiernan & Mo 1 5  2011 3 2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York w k L ~ ~ ~ S  OFFICE 
(212) 313-3600 co' NEWYORK 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 127960/02 

Walter Lowe 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

F I L E D  iqs 
Nfjy 1 7  2011 

1 

+aw NEwYORK 4 

NT'Y (;L[zRK'S oFflIcE ' 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

ur File No. OS33S.00001 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 0 2 2011 

4726081v.l 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X * 1 " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEWD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

101 IOJ I I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

- -. I L E D  

.a 

WILSON,GEWER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4726006~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitier, J,) 

Index No. 1060831 ,100754103 
11425510 

GERALD C. CARPENTER NO OPPOSITION 

X 

P THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

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 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 m a -  ,201 1 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 6 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys for Plaintiff's) 
Gerald C. Carpenter 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

\ L E D  
N(pj 5 2011 (212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

COUN-,-y CLERKS OFF'CE; 
NEW XIRK 4 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

NQV 0 2 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y0R.K 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
ROBERT DESCHENES 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHElU3FORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. flwa Adience, hc .  f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fhJa 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dat w-'' 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifqs) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI - 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BFUEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 

530 Saw Mil1 River Road 
Elmsford, New York 1 FILED 7 :  
(914) 345-7301 



SUPXClEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN FU3 NEW YORK CITY 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SAM DONOFRIO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

Index No. 11 113130198 

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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff($ 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Sam Donofhio Morse Diesel, Inc. #fJy 1 ! 2911 

pyq k"rX3Y 

L 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 

IC' QFFlCE 
New York, New York 10038e)~UNTY G1 FlF7\'.:'.' 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 

NQV 022011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

'114s Doculnent Relates To: 

HARVEY FLEITMAN, 

Plaintiff( s) , 

-against- 

NYCAL 
* I.A.S. Part 30 

(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: lndex No.: 100756-03 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER Defendants. 

x ___"r_"fff_"t__r_____I__f______lll_____l------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in thc 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint agaiiist 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 CKANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
1 w Yo&, NY 1002EOUNTV CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 
* NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
. (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) THEODORE FRASIER, as Executor for the Estate of : 

CLYDE FRASIER, 

: Index No.: 100757-03 Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AN13 
ORDER 

A.C. & S.,  INC., et ai., 

Defendants. 
X ________________________________________------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

_- 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

K&L GATES LLP uu 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. F I L E D  

NOV 1 5  2011 4 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

599 Lexington Avenue 
w York, NY 10022 

COU~n CLERK'S OFFICE 1 ~ 

.A 



CLB55470Aegal/nosjrn 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Yl 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O M  

RK 

I 

Plaintiff(s), 
, I  

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et a]., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 119 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, TNC, hereby request sumnary 

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. 

me Halbardier, Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

SZ&- 
Matthew MacIntyre,Esq. 
Attorney for PIaintiff f 0 15 h o  11 
Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, WC. 

- 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Bany M c T i e m  & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14" Floor 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 

New Y ork, New Y or 
(212) 313-3600 9 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: ht tp : /W.gf i .com 

http:/W.gfi.com


SUPREMI3 COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O U  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
JAMES E. WILSON 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in thc 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named a 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fWa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fAda BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, O ' N E I L L ~ R I E N  
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flwa Adience, Inc. flwa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 1 

FileNo.: 473.88160 i 

(914) 345-7301 

4 SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



CLB 5 547O/legnl/nosjin 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
____-___"lf_________Ill____lr_________fr----~~""-----~~"~~~-~-"~" X 
JAMES E. WILSON, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- Index No.: 119 
107190/01 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendant( s), 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

OR.DERED, 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 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

New York, New York 10003 

COUNTY (WWP. DFFICE 
/ SO ORDERED, 



S U P E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM D. PULVERMACHER and CAROL 
PULVERMACHER, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
\ (Heitler, J.) 

: Index No.: 105 17710 
i 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, \ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and ,Rules 3 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 witliout 

costs. 

4 ‘, 
1 (  

4 ’  
Attorney for Plainti 
Pulvermacher, Will 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P,C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway NOV 1 5  2011 I 

New York, New York 10004 
(21 2)  509-3456 (212) 558-5500 C o ~ ~ n  CLERK’S°FFICE- 4 , 

New York, New York 10003 

NEW YORK A 
NOV 02 2011 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1488 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1N RE: NEW YOKK Cl‘l’Y ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates ‘To: 

ANNA LATTANZIO, Individually and as Personal : I.A.S. Part 30 
Representative for the Estate of GTOVANNT 
LATT AN ZIO, 

X ................................................................. 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 100787-03 
Plaint iff( s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

Defendants. 
X ................................................................. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests suniinary judgment in the 

abovc-cntitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiff‘s complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

K&L GATES LLP 

CRANE CO. 
New York, N Y  10003 599 Lexington Avenue NOV 1 5  2011 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

E210 COSTANZO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 11947019 

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 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 
, 201 1 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant F I L E D  1 1  1 

4 
Attorneys-for Plaintiff(@ 
Ezio Costanzo Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600 7 :  

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 79 1-0285 1 

New York, New York 10038 NOV 1 5 2011 I 

COUNTY CLERK'S O F R E  
NEW YORK 

4 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

' X  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

4725994v.1 



- against - 
Index No.: 101768/03 

A.0 ,  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET 
AL., 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEIIED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

same are hereby 

n 
. _- 

By: Evan L. Bhwne, Esq. -y 

(d ,- :% 
AARONSON RAPPAPORTSUN EIN 

a m 
r n  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway & DEUTSCH, LLP -*A a 
New York, New York 10003 Attorneys for Defendant 3:; s" 

Ford Motor Company ?- ? 
T"7-J ry 
CL 4. New York, New York lOOg;; a *ET 

0 

- l l h l  . t  
Counsel for: MICHAEL W RICKARD, ET 
AL. 600 Third Avenue 

F3 %* T: 212-593-6700 .1. c *a = ny 
F: 212-593-6970 ,.?+A%' - ; .. 

7 7  o* &'- ' 

SO ORDERED: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

{01037768.rx)C } 
1037768v.1 

NOV 0220111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ f _ _ - - - - - - _ _ _ _ l l - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ C _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Anthony J. Mignone Sr. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 101955/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

-x 
WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

h / Z l / /  1 I 

fl -\ 
J (-\ rRKS OF QUL. &&$$~~EflYoR~ 

&5 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4726101v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

JULIAN L. ROBERTS, 

Plaintiff@), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al, 

Defendants. 

IndexNo: 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

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 dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  

FACE 

Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



i 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X -__ l r -___- -_- - - -_ l_ -__________l l______r_-  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Donald J. Ryder NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _- - - - - - - - - -____________ l____ l___________-  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York , F I L E D  1 1  
S I  

NOV 1 5  2011 1 
1 '  

R CQUNTY CLERKS OFFICE : 
MEW YORK 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO OWERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Florence V. Coppola 

" 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 1 1 1 1 - 1 - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

'01 7 1  I I F I L E D  
NQV 1 5  2011 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4725991v.I 

d 



.. 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York * 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, w-.- 
/* 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WLSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NOV 0 2 2011 

4726007~. 1 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- x  
WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

lfl1/7111 F I L E D  i 1  
J E  i 

NOV 1 5  2011 
4 

4 

Y Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4726066~. 1 



Sol Shargel 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

/C)/24 \ \  

W I T 2  & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

47261 3 lv.  1 



Robert V. Gray 

, -  - - * e  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _ - - - - - _ _ _ _ - 1 c - - _ _ _ _ - _ _  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

c 

472601 8v. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ " _ - - _ - - - - _ _ _ - - - _ _ I c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ l _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

John A. Kelly 

e " c " 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

7 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. OS33S.00001 

4726072~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I I _ - _ _ - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Garry Newman 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- x  
WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

/ c p / l \  

r' 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  7 3 i ,  

NOV 1 5  2011 " 1  u 
1 

CQUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE ; 

4 
NEW YORK 

c\uIL.&lrp 
Julie R. Evans", Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4726 1 I2v. 1 
NOV 0 2 2011 



P1 aint i ff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 103220/03 

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. 

WORKS 
Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 8 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New 'p I \ O t  E D 1 \ 
(212) 313-3600 " 



Louis Silbert NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant e 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed wi 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Cb\W 1-p" 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 0 2 2011. 
4726134~. 1 



Harold S .  Wallace Sr. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
0RI)ER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York F \ L E D  \ \  
/0/24 / II t@J 15 N' ! '$ 

couNfl cLEf@°Fe ' 4  

Q&&&E'JJ .(OR% 

I.+ 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 4Pd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV '0 2 20 11 

4726 13 7v. 1 



WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

l o  l Z l  I I \  

mNn CLEWS O/ZHe 
&WQRW 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

r' 

SO ORDERED, 
H o n w e n y  WHeitler 

4726141~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Y dm 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SAM DONOFRIO 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, I m ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,201 I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. \\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
Sam Donofrio 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: SO ORDERED, - -- 
Hon. Sherry-Kkn'Heitler 



Plaintiff( s) 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WA'I'ER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 109442/03 

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, XNC. 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 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kle~-l.Ieitler 

Attorn>$ for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

'LYE D 7 1 
NOV 1 5 2011 

COL p.nY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

1 ----e4 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A,S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

1. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD L. JEMIOLO 

Index No. 122879197, 
1 2 3 7 2 4 / 9 9 , 1 1 1 0 6 9 / ~  

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 

d osario Chetta, 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 6 
New York, New York 

&be Vf ,201 1 

Attorneys. for PlaintiF(s) 
Edward L. Jemiolo 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1 (212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated; 



i 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW Y O M  CITY 
_l---_____-_---_--_-__l_____l____ll_____" X 

AS BE STO S LIT1 GATION 

Gary E. Lautenschuetz 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo: 1 e 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank M. Odiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

- 
SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"' Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No, 05335.00001 

4726078~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LLOYD HARDEN 

.- 

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. 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys for  plaint^(,) 
Lloyd Harden Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 79 1-0285 ' 

F I L E D '  
SO ORDERED, Dated: 

NOV 7 5  2w1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

x 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

E 2 1 0  COSTANZO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 1 0°0866103 1029021 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant 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 
A b -  iA ,201 1 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

2 

2 
F I L E D  j i  

Attorneys-for Plainliff(s) Attorneys for Defendant 
Ezio Costanzo Morse Diesel, Inc. 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600 . i i  

New York, New York 10038 NOV f 5 2011 I 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 I 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFRCE 
NEW YORK 

* 

Dated: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

NQVu22011 



MILDRED M. REEVES, as Administratrix for : 
the Estate of WALTER H. REEVES, and : NYCAL 
MILDRED M. REEVES, Individually, : I.A.S. Part 30 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 10491 7-04 
Plaintiff( s), 

-against - 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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. 

Dated: \CI \ tP \ I\ 

U- 

Hon. S-lein keitler 
NOV 0 2 201f 



To. 'Bonnle Stelnwolf Page 5 of 10 201 1-0909 It:32:58 CDT K&L Dates LLP From: NY Mallrooin 

.1(.)1 IN JAY WC)L I'EK niid JOAN M. WOLI'EK. NYCAL,  
: l .A.S.  Prirt 30 
: ( I  Ion. Sherry Klein I killer) P h i  111 i rrC s). 

4 h'. C'IIESTCRTON. GI al., : NO-C)PPC)Sl?'ION SIIMMAHY JL'DGMEYT 
: MOTION ANI) UHDEH 

Delkndtints 

entitled cast', ptirsiinnt 10 Civil Pructice Lilw mid Rilles Section 32 12. dismissing plnintifl's' complaint 

io oppositioii thereto. 

ts, al l  clam> and crus5 clairns npaiiist d e l ' r n i l a ~ ~ ~  

' 1 1 ~  are Iiercby, disiiiisscd with prcjiidicc and without costs. 

New 'io1 k, N 'i 

I L E  D 
NJv 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFflm i 
NEW YORK 



This Document Relates to: 

RONALD G .  PEPPERDAY 
Index No Ja 
1 1 1343/02 1 125410 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor 

in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests surnmary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

COWORATION, 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*b u k? , 201 1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE - NEW YORK 
4 AMES EDWARDS 

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. 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANlJS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

n, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

i 
1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Ronald G. Pepperday 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 1254/04 

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 

Judith &. Yavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq, 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Dana Co 
700 Broadway 1 16 East 27'h Street, 12' 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

, 

D 1 '\)it 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 1 

1 
pM\,$ 1 5 2011 



RONALD G. PEPPERDAY 
Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 11 1254/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

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. 

.-.: 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

F I L E D  i \  

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 



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: 11 1254/04 

Ronald G. Pepperday 
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 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 

700 Broadway 116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor b 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 1001 
(212) 558-5500 (212)452-5300 1 L E D 3 1, 

i 

NOV 1 5  2011 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

1 .  

j 

WUN'ry CLERK'S OFFICE ' 

NEW YORK 44 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo.: 113616/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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. 

*. 
I.__ -m% *IT? 

""% 4% 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.\& 
Attorneys for Phintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)5 5 8-5 500 

Pau 'Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant CWN NEW 

-,-y CLERKs OF'= 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VI~LROILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
x 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION X.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 1 
x 

&Ep?754'03 THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GERALD C. CARPENTER 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 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 

7 4 , 201 1 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for  Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 6 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
Gerald C. Carpenter 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 NOq \ 5 2Qll (212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

C O ~ ~ ~ y '  CLERKs OFF IC' 
HEW Y m K  " 4 4  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sheny Klein Heitler 

NQV 0 2 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ A ~~~ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

n 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CARL LUNDERMAN 

X 

Index No, 12177 
1001 

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 plaintips 

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 

Rowio Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

m *LW * ,201 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(.) 
Carl Lunderman Morse Diesel, Inc. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 wv 1 5 2011 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 q, i 

so 0 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X -__-l----- - - -_---_lrcr______l_______l___- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Francis H. Dailey 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo: 1 
~ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - r - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ - _ * _ _ _ _ _ _ l l e l l _ _ _ _ _ c _ _ _ _ -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\. +w@---- 1 

CLERKS 1 J 
NE\NYO* --=A 

(J#&&&a 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV022ur11 
4725996~. I 



Index No.: 108599/99 

P hintiff( s), ORDER 

- against - 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in t he  above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claixzls and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10006 

x (212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 :t:kED * 1 

1 SO ORDERED, 
WV 15 2ofl 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 11 1080/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
OFWER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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. 

Dated: NewYork, New York 

,& : Paul Josephs, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBLRG, P.C. ' \%> 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

No%7,~ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: e l  1 1408 13467/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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 COWANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 

hZELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 

SOORDERED: 



NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Index No.: 108196/02 

ORDER 

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. 

Weitz&Luxenberg 10 Barry McTiernan & Moore 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

2 Rector Street, 14"' Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 . ,  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kl&-Hkitler NOV f 5 2011 

I 
1 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

d 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RT3 NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 12579 ,104449lOO 
X * THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN R. CATANZARO NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND O m E R  

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 ork, New York 
d b 4  29 ,201 1 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 NQV 1 5 2011 

3 i  

h 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Pluintifl(s) 
John R. Catanzaro Morse Diesel, I ~ C .  F I 1, E D ; , 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

4 :  
4 1  
I 1  

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 1 

4 1  COUNrYCLERKSOFflE ; I 
' .  
.I 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

NQV 02 2 0 i ~ ~  



YALE L. EISENBERG and RITA R. EISENBERG 114501-2005 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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 

___________r_________________________f__---------~"-----------~--------- 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

.F.L.ED 1 ' \ 
DEMERS & McMANUS 

Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, W 02 ZQ31 



Plaintiff(s j, 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 114501/05 

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 

Attorneys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, r 
New York, N p  

Y 700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 313-36 0 

NOY I 5 2011 
r i  

CLERK'S OFFICE ; 
EW YORK A 

SO ORDERED, 



CLB554 17llegallnosjm 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

1 L  

YALE EISENBERG, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 114501/05 

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 

, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and -- ne Halbardier, Esq, 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

5 1  

New York, Ne 
(212) 3 1 3 - 3 6 0 0 F r )  'K6E D 1 '; 

SO ORDERED, 
NOV 1 5  2011 



A +  
TMc:CC(jpk) 
912911 1 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHTN THE CITY OF NEW Y O M  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

YALE EISENBERG 

INDEX NO. 
114501/05 
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-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 

dison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 7+i 1 

w York, FlfOEe D i t  

i r ;  

NfJV 1 5  .a 
Our File No couNm #R@ ' 

SO ORDERED: 

NEW .(ORK 
NOV 022011 

S-424 1-05 4 



SUPMME 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: 

RAYMOND J. FARRELL AND CAROLE A. 
FARRELL, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i 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 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. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York 
!h//2J ,2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Farrell, Raymond J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

’ Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 NOV 1 5  201’ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: ~ 1 0 4 7 4 2 1 0 ( 1 ,  12 

RAYMOND J. FARXCELL AND CAROLE A. 
FARRELL, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., DE., et al. 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with-prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, w York 
^ P , l ? ”  ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Farrell, Raymond J. 
W m z  & LUXENBERG, P 

New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

4 w\l \ 5 tot‘ (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

NOV 022011 
1122-12141 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J+) 

i Index No,: 125 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND J. FARRELL AND CAROLE A. 
FARRELL, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York in)zt ,2011 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

NOV 1 5  2011 

7" ,, \&dp * " 

".\ Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plainti 
Fanell, Raymond J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 1 t, 
700 Broadway N13V 1 5  20111 
New York, New York 10003 

l h & D " ? i  
I 

1 4 
(212) m - 5 5 0 0  rri' IrI-w CL~XK'S OFFIE ' T j  (212) 509-3456 

*:'zW YORK 
i 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-26057 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X ___________l_ll_____----_----__-_----- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X -Il________________flll_____________l_ 

This Document Relates to: 
RAYMOND J. FARRELL 

Plaintiff, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler 

Index No. : 115 l 03 /05  

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, h e r e b y  requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
1 4 2 4  , 2011 ,** 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P Cullen and 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Ravmond J. Farre11 B u m  h am L LC 

1 

700 Broadway, 6'h Floor 177 Mon 
New Y o r k ,  New York 10003 Brookly 
212-558-5500 (718) 8 

Our Fil 

.t 
'n 
5 
e 

ague St 
, New Y 
5-9000 
No.: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MERLE G. BURGIN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pwsuant 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 \sps ' ,2011 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mu 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water New York, NY 10003 

1668837 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X -_ -___________-_________1_1______1_1____-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X " _ _ _ " " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " l _ _ l " l l - - - - - - - - - - l - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

ralllll 
B a - r  

'v- 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

NOV 1 5  2Q11 

Julie R, Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CFIESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 0533 5 .OOOO 1 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry KTHeitler 

4725989~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates 'lo: 

ANNA LATTANZIO, Individually and as Personal : I.A.S. Part 30 
Representative for the Estate of GIOVANNI 
LATTANZIO, 

X _11________1________--------------------------------------------" 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 107623-06 
Plaintiff( s) , 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

abovc-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 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 

dcfendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with pre-judice and without costs 

Dated: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
4 L E D  Angela m i g l i o ,  Esq. 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant J r  

700 Broadway CRANE c o .  NOW 1 5  2011 
1 

York, NY 10022 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE ' I 1 
New York, N Y  10003 599 Lexington Avenue 
(21 2) 558-5500 

NEW YORK 
J 

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: 

TRAVIS M. YOUNGER AND MARY 
YOUNGER, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

, 2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Younger, Travis M. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 L 

1235-22162 



536.12662/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

JOHN R. FREDERICK, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 

(July 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDEMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant , United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Zivil Practice Law and Rules Section 32L2, dismissing plaintiff's 

Jomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

?rejudice, 'and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, 1 'ms 

:rossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor C c&!acEf!!nd 

q 
2Nl  same are  hereby dismissed with prejudice and withouNOuo85. 

i (;LERKS OFFICE 
: ! CoUNr;EW y0RK 

& FLINN 
' 0 0  Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
Jew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 4 3 8  

Jersey 07936 

10 ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 118214/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE7 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 BOLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
Attorneys for Plaint@ 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

MARTN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN TCE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
x 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 12 
X 

@iiEE36450'00 THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN M. KING 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 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 
W b * r  4 ,201 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff($ Attorneys for Defendant , E'D' -; 
John M King 

New York, New York 10003 

Morse Diesel, Inc. 

New York, New York 10038 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600 NO\I 15  2O'I , 

CLEWS OF@ " 
(212) 791-0285 .(ow -" .'. 4i coLINn (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 

NOVQ22011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
" _ " _ _ - r - _ _ _ _ _ _ l l _ _ _ _ _ - - " " - - - - - - - - _ - - - - - - -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Karl E. Neubert 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I -  - . - -  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WESON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NOV 0 2 2011 
4726110v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index N o c & s Q  

1 1 1823102 
1057 14/02 

KARL NEUBERT, 
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: \a \ k~ ,2011 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERGX.  
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attornevs for Defendant 
Weil-MELain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 11 

New York, NY 10022 

NOV 1 5  2011 4 

4 



SUPREhlE COURT OF T€3E STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: IWW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 
VIRGINIA M. NEUBERT, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
KARL E. NEUBERT, and VIRGINIA M. NEUBERT 
Individually 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, I.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, hc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, hc .  f/k/a Adience, Inc. fk/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named xj 

Premier Refractories, Inc. Wa Adience, Inc. W a  BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMT, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 Inc, fWa Adience, BMI 

Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 

Elmford, 530 Saw Mill New River York 105 \ L E D !  
NOV 1 5  2011 

COUN-ry CLERKS OFF''' 

(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.87524 

SO ORDERED, NEW vow 4 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

VIRGINIA M. NEUBERT, as Administratrix for 
the Estate of KARL E. NEUBERT, and 
VIRGINIA M. NEUBERT, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index 
23-02 

105714-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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 

32 12, 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 upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 3 , 
TRANE US INC., flWa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are he F i s b e ~ i t D  

prejudice and without costs. 
I * Frank Ortiz, Esq, 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 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yor 
(212) 558-5500 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



Gerald G. Jarvis 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 109 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules'Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

/ 4  1 IS,/ I \ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K: Heitler 

4726064~. 1 

F I L E D  1 1  L 
NOV 1 5  2011 

I 
TYCLERKSOFFICE ' 

t%&W YORK * 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney far Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Out File No, 05335.00001 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND OlZDER 
CHRISTOPHER IKANE SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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 
oskdvrc,  ,201 1 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@) 
Christopher Kane 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

\ 
a ,  

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 60 
New York, New York 1 



Plaintifqs), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMEN'I MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants PULTON BOLER W O M S  hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Atiomeys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 

i !  
SO ORDERED, NOV 1 5  2011 

1 

COIJNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW Y')RK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

_ _  
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NATHAN GLOWATZ 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

Index No. 1 0 4 9 8 3 , O e  

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 321 2, 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 
(*3&\.., Y ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff($ 
Nathan Glowatz 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, ated: Q 3.2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FELIX M. JUZDOWSKI 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 ork, New York e& Q & \w 24 ,2011 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 100 

Attorneys for Plaint@f(s) 
Felix M. Juzdowski 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

# i \LED E 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

\ 
4 '  

rJQV 1 5  2011 
t '  

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 F. Rybacki 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 16797/07 

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 
/&& ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 
F I L E D  

NOV 1 5  2011 

COUNv CLERK'S OFF'CE 1 A Judith d / Y a v x ,  EsqKraig El$*- 
DARGER ERRANTE-YVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 114857/02 &- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Pan 30 

WHEMFORE, 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. 

Attorney h r  Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY I0003 

S u e  Halbardier, Esq. 
Atto 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 

ys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 

New York, New York 10006 1 '  
(3.1 7) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

\ ,  \ - - - c  - -  - - -  - =/ 
SO ORDEREr 



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 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
OC+hO\? , 201 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 COWORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

New York 1 1507 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 
\a\$, 2011 

By: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain P1 
40 Fountain Plaza, S 

By:: 

n Buffalo. NY 14202 

13618753.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

ANGELINA FUSCO as Executrix for the Estate of : NYCAL 
GERARD0 RUBINO, : I.A.S. Part 30 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 109704/08 
Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., ct 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 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to, 

ORDEIRIED, 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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

K&L GATES LLP 

Attorneys CRANE CO. for Defen F I L E D  7; 
New York, NY 10022 wov 1 5 20" 3 

WUN NEY'JyoRK >__- A 

599 Lexington Avenue 

36-3900 
(212) 558-5500 

c@e3 OFF'CE 

SO ORDERED, 

NY-9 I 5637 v I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
X NYCAL ___________________-___I______________ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X ________________---------------------- 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190027/09 
CHARLES THOMAS 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY J U D W N T  

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - 

ANCHOR PACKING CO., et al., 

Defendants. 
1 X __I___________________________I_______ 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cxoss claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with; 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

Frank Ortiz, E s q .  

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
C h a r l e s  T h o m a s  Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6t" Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New Y o r k  10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our File No.: 11084-1 
SO ORDERED: 

_*"^. '!iii&r Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



JOSEPH MIRABILE and ANGELINA MIRABILE, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

Index No.: 1901 7612009 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

O L m R  BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 

Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

t I I  "--7 

IN RE NEW YOKK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

.- 

JOSEPH MIRABlLE AND ANGELINA 
MIRABILE, 

Index No. 190176/09 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-v.- 

A.O. SMITH WATEK PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
including MORSE DIESEL, INC., 

Defendants. 

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 l o  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. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 100 

(21 2 )  558-5500 (212) 791-0285 



______1____________1___1________11___1__-------~------------~---------- X 

SANDRA BARROW, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOHN A. LOFASO, 

Index No.: 190314/09 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

ANCHOR PACKING COMPANY, et.al. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (herein referred to as "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: New York, NY 
,2011 

J 

MiKael Roberts, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Katrina Murphy, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 

Gardner Denver Inc. 
850 Third Avenue, Sui 
New York, New York 
(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 

20 11 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NATHANIEL MURRAY, 
X _---l-fl_-_t--------_--I-.--1*1**1111111111---1-11----1- 

Index No.: 190036-1 0 

Plaintiff, 
NO OPPOSITION 

- against - SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., 
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., 
Individually and as Successor to Tappan and 
Copes-Vulcan, et al., 

.. 
WHEREFORE, Defendant, ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC. , 

Individually and as Successor to Tappan and Copes-Vulcan (hereinafter 

"ELECTROLUX"), hereby requests summary judgment in the ataove-entitled 
case, pursuant to ctice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs Complaint ELECTROLUX, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition 

-defendants, ell claims and cross 
efendant, ELECTROLUX, be and the same are hereby 

udice and without costs. 
1 

I 
/ 

CYNTHIA k%ESSEMER, ESQ. 
Hodges Walsh Slater LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC, 
Individually and as SUC 
Copes-Vulcan FrP'E D ; 
55 Church Street, Suite 1 
White Plains, NY 10801 

I 

NOV 1 5 2011 

UNTY CLERKS OFF"' 
.: 089-535 G#? 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 plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

NOV 02 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS E rneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 



%:/A WA54425./PRI~201 I 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
DONALD B, SISSON and PATRICIA SISSON, 
_______l________"__r______________I_____-------"----------------" 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 190302/10 

AMER 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

3AN PRESIDENTS LINES LTD, et a 

Defendants. 

9 NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants SPX COOLING TECHNOLOGIES, INC. Individually and as 

Successor to Marley Cooling Technologies hereby request summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendants SPX COOLING TECHNOLOGIES, INC. Individually and as 

Successor to Marley Cooling Technologies with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants SPX COOLING TECHNOLOGIES, INC. Individually and as Successor to Marley 

Cooling Technologies, be and the same are hereby dismi 

, Esq. 

/& ei_ 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Early & Strauss 
360 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 100 17 

Attorneys for SPX COOLING 
TECHNOLOGIES, I N C  
Barry McTiernan & Moo 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floo 
New York, New York 10 

~oi~i,i 
I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY (IF NEW YORK 

JOHN CHILARSKI and HELEN CHILARSKI, : Index No.10-190391 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

3M COMPANY, et al., : ORDER 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendants Rapco, Inc. and Rapco Fleet Support, Inc., hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against Rapco, Inc. and Rapco Fleet Support, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossclaims against 

defendants, Rapco, Inc, and Rapco Fleet Support, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: (3 &ber 1 ’ 7  
NAPOL BERN RIPKA LLP QUARLES & BRADY LLP 

. ,(2 .. ... . . . . . . . . - - . . . 

Richard Thomas 

n 

350 5th Avenue, Suite 7413 
New York, NY 100 18 Two North Central Avenue I 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

One Renaissance Square 

Phoenix, AZ 85004-2391 

1 .  
SO ORDERED, 

d 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YO= 
r______l"l-ll_lr___-_11-llr---------1----"---------------"-""-"---"----- X 
JOHN*CHILARSKI and HELEN CHILAICSKI, ASBESTOS MATTER 

Index No.: 190391/10 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

3M COMPANY, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION A N D  
ORDER 

WHERJZFORE, T W S D I G M  INC. AND ITS ADEL WIGGINS GROUP (erroneously named 

as both "Adel Wiggins Group, a division of Trmsdigm Group Inc." and "Transdigm hc.") (hereinafter 

c'TM.NSDIGM') hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules, Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiff's Complaint against Defendant 

TTRANSDIGM, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

Defendant TRANSDIGM, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and Without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
July 21,201 1 

BAJCER & HOSTETLER LLP NAPOLI BERN RlpKA & 
ASSOCIATES LLP 

By: 

45 Rockefeller Plaza 
New York, New York 101 11 
(212) 589-4647 
Attorneys for Defendant, Transdigm Inc. 
(erroneously named as both '!Add Wiggins 
Group, a division of Transdigm Group Inc. " 
and "Transdigm Inc. '3 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL, 

Index No.: 190049/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant, 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 defendant, 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 

defendant, CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Benjamin Darche, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG t 0 I 111 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, NY 10003 2 Rector Street, 1 
(212) 558-5500 I New York. NY 1 

700 Broadway CLEAVER-BRO 

. ,  

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. Sherry Klein- Heitler 



SUPREMI3 1 IRT 'F THE STATE OF 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiffs, Index No,: 190055/2011 

-against- 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant J-M Mmnfacturhg Co., Inc. hereby request summary 

judgment jn the above-entitled m e ,  pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant J-M Manufacturing 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 J-M Manufacturing Co., Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
October 12,201 1 

Bennett, Giuliano, McDonnell& Perrone, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
J-M Manufacturing Co., Inc. 

The Lanier ;Law Firm, PLLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Stanley S. Barasch & Marilyn Barasch 

! 
\ 
\ 494 Eighth Avenue, 7* Floor 1, 

1 New York, New York 10001 
Telephone: (646) 328-0120 Telephone: (212) 43@0q 5 2011 I 



, ,  . .., ,. , .. . . , ...,.... ..,.,. . .'....... :.... . . .. .. ..,,.. ..,. .. ... . , :. , .  ., : .,.... ....-,.,...... I . , ,  :... .. ' , .  , , .  

- against - : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., and 
BLACKMER, et al. t 

: JUDGMENT MOTION 

Defendants. 

I " * " I " ~ ~ * I - c I ~ ~ " ~ ~ . - ~ . I I - * c . - c I I - I - c - I I ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  i 
WHEREFORE, defendant BLACKMER, by its attorneys, Harris Beach PLLC, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled caw,, pursuant to Civil 
Practice Law and Rules Section 32I2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
BLACKMER with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORI)EJU!,D, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claima and cross claims 
against defendant BLACKMER bo and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs, 

David H. Kdchmm, Esq, 
HAMIS BEACH PLLC 
Attomsys FOT Defendant 

LOO Wall Street, Yd lo 
New York, NY 1005 

WEITZ ~r LUXENIIERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Pldndffs 
700 Broadway BLACRMER F I b, E D \ 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

i (212)687-0100 NOV 1 5 2011 
r i  

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF!= : 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WILLIAM JOSEPH GORHAM and FRANCIS MARY 
GORHAM, 

X 1_--_--1_-"_______-__________l____l_____---------------""---"---"--------- 

Index No.: 190081-1 1 

Plaintiffs, 
NO OPPOSITION 

- against - SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., 
SPIRAX SARCO, INC., 

Defendants. 
X 3--r-----r-l_-____--_______________I____-------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, 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, SPIRAX 

nd there being no opposition thereto. 

o-defendants, all claims and cross 

IRAX SARCO, INC., be and the same are hereby 

B d without costs. 

CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ. 
Hodges Walsh Slater LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
SpfRAX SARCO, INC. 
55 Church Street, Suite 21 1 
White Plains, NY I060 
Tel: 914-385-6000 1 L E D 

So Ordered: J.S.C. 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICB 

NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WILLIAM JOSEPH GORHAM and FRANCIS MARY Index No.: 1 0081-11 
GORHAM, 

-_-------------"-l-_l_________rr_l_l____------"------~~----~-------------- WCCEIVE? 

OCT 7 3 2011 
Plain tiffs , 

NO OPPOSITION 
- against - SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., 
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., 
Individually and as Successor to Tappan and 
Copes-Vulcan, et al., 

Defendants. 
X ....................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., 

Individually and as Successor to Tappan and Copes-Vulcan (hereinafter 

"ELECTROLUX"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs Complaint ELECTROLUX, with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition 

co-defendants. all claims and cross 
ECTROLUX, be and the same are he& I L E D I 

j j  

I 
NOV 1 5  2011 

CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ. 
Hodges Walsh Slater LLP 
Attorneys @r Defend ant 
ELECTRO*LUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., 
Individually and as Successor to Tappan 
and Copes-Vulcan 
55 Church Street, Suite 21 1 

New York, New York 10036 
(21 2) 681 -1 575 

T h  

So Ordered: 

I '  

I' 

!/ 

f i  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-- - 

i NYCAL, 
j I.R.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190104/11 

AS BEST0 S LIT1 GATION 
_II THIS IJOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MINAS GEORGOPOULOS, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO oPiwmoN 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION ANIC) ORDER AIR & LIQUID SYS'lWvlS COKP., et ul,, 

Defendants, -: 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Nash Engineering Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing 

piaintif'fs' complaint agaiiist defendaIlt, Nasli Engineering Company, with prejudice: in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defcndants, all cIaiins and cross claims against 

defendant, Nash Engineering Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Datcd: New Y r Ne York & /55r7 2011 

Attorney far Defeiidmt 
Nash Engineering Coinpniiy 
McGrw~u & KimER,  P,C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Minas Gtorynpoulos 
LEVY, Pf3lLLlPS & KONIGSBERC; 
800 Third Avenuc 

New York, New Y ork 10004 
(212) 509-3456 f l  1 (212) 605-6200 

New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

505-0478 

{ NOOS44SR- I ) 

NOV 0 2 20 11 



SUPRJ3ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY*OF NEW Y O N  
lN RE: NEW YORR COUNTY i NYCAL 

; LA.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190123/11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

TIETS DOCUMENT liEFERS TO: 

EARL ERIKSON and ELIZABETH ERIKSON, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ; MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCT CO., et al. I I 

Defendants. J 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Columbia Boiler Of Pottstown, hereby requests summasy 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules # 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' Eomplaint against defendant, Columbia Boiler Of Pottstom, with prejudice 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 Of Pottstown, be and the same are hereby dismiSsed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I o  ! n ! 7 Q , i  

Attorney for Defendant 
Columbia Bailer Of Pottstown Earl Ehikson and Elizabe ' 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

M C G m Y  & KL;UGm, P.C. WHIZ LIKENBERG, P.CWS, E 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

NOV 1 5  2011 (212) 509-3456 2 2 8 - 5  500 .~ 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 0 2 2011 25724048 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ---------------------------------*-------------------------------------- 

ELEANOR S. BAKER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J . )  

Index No 
190126/11 

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. 
New Yo7 IrC 

Dated: ~ F W  York 
, 2011 A 

New York, NY 10003 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

Y & I L E D  ttorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCT1 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY d O V  1 5 2011 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York I1507 

COUNTY CLERK'S O F H E  
NEW YORK 

(516) 294-5433 
NOV 0 2 2011 SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y0R.K COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SALVATORE FINAZZO, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
I Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, George A. Fuller Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, George A. Fuller Company, with prejudice in this action, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190129/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, George A. Fuller Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
~ I Dated: New Ybrk, Hew York / "  

-.,.-,--- *- 
Attorney for Defendant 

MCGNNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plainti 

WESrz & LUXENBERG, P.c, 
George A. Fuller Company Salvatore Finazzo .. -.. 

y O r k i ~ \  L E D 
SO ORDERED, NQV 1 5  2011 
(212) 509-3456 

"A 

(N0083640-1) 



i 

RAYMOND WARTERS, 8s Executor for the 

RAMOND WARTERS, Individually, 

NO OPPOS~ION SUMMARY 

FORD MOTOR COMPANY 
Estate of LANETTA L. WARTEM and JUJlGMENT MOTION AS TO i 

Pl&tif&), : 
Index No.: 190166/11 

-against-' 

A,O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS GO., et al., : 

W€tEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPAMY horeby requests wmary judgment 
in the abwe-entitled oae, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Seotion 3212, dismissing  plaintiff^' 
complaint agaiast defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with pmjudice, and t#m baing no opposition # <  

+- ~ thereto, 

ORDERED, that upm notice to all 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and 
without costs. 

Dared: New York, New Yak 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: PLAXNTIFFS Ford Mator Company 

BOO Third Avenue 
New York; New York 10016 
T 212-593-6700 

(OlWS635.aOC ) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X ______---_--_-_f____l_________________l_--------------------”------”-- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ______-------f____ll_____________rl____l------------------------------- 

JOHN DELLARATA and MADELENA DELLARATA, 
NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
AS TO MANROLAND, INC. 

Plaintiff( s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
- against -: 

A.B. DICK COMPANY, et al. 
Defendants. 

X --___r______l------------------------------------”-””------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, MANROLAND, INC., s/h/a MANROLAND (hereinafter defendant 

“MANROLAND”), by its attorneys, Morrison Mahoney. LLP, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled matter, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint 

against defendant, MANROLAND, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

OR.DERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant, 

MANROLAND, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
October 1 1 , 20 1 1 

LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: A 

NYCAL 
Index No. 190248-1 1 

MORRISON MAHONEY L 
AttomeysforDefendant 
manroland, hc .  

1 E D 3 \ 
17 State Street, Suite 1 110 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 825-1212 

NQV 0 2  2011 

968489~1 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 190256/11 

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 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway 

\ er, Esq, 

/ 

Suzanne- er, Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernm & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

SO ORDERED, 



c 

c 

b. 

1 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

A- 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
.- 

CHARLES L. CHIDESTER, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 190293-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- "* .b., * -̂* -_r* 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, WESTINGHOUSE AIR BRAKE COMPANY dWa WABCO, 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, WESTINGHOUSE AIR BRAKE 

COMPANY aMa WABCO, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant .~ 
I .  

WESTINGHOUSE AIR BRAKE COMPANY aMa WABCO, 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

INC., be and the same are hereby dis 

F\LEW 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Westinghouse Air Brake Company &a Wabco, Inc. 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

-..- 

(732) 528-8888 

Honorable Sherryk. Heitler 



OCT, 13,  2 0 1 1  9 : 4 2 A M  

Muk Rock and Sondra Rock 

NO. 8 8 9 4  p, 2 

NYCAL 
I.A.S, Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

Index No: 1903 19/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMXNT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

1‘11 , 

WEREFOW, defendant SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC., ilrcorrectly slhla c‘SIEMENS 
INDUSTRY, INC., successor in interest to SIEMJWS ENERGY & AUTOMATION, INCA’’ 
(herein after “SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC.”) hereby requests summary judgment h thc above- 
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 
complaint against defendant SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC. ~ t h  prejudice, and there b&ng no 
oppodtion thereto, 

defendmt SEMENS I[PJDUSTRY INC, be and the s m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, dl  claims and cross c h h s  against 

Dated: New York, New Yark 
3 ,  &it  

- 
WILSON, Ec$a MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICJLER LLP 

Pa$Bursl@n, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC. 

150 Bast 4ZUd Street 

SO ORDERED, 

478 1407~. 1 



Plain tiff, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, ECR INTERNATIONAL f/k/a IJTICA BOILER, 

hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, ECR 

INTERNATIONAL f/Ma UTICA BOILER, with prejudice, and there being no apposition 

thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, ECR INTERNATIONAL f/k/a UTICA BOILER, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, NY 10006 

00 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D .  
< 

Hen. Sherry Klein- Heitler 
NQV t 5 2011 

1 
GWMW CG-EWS OFFICE , 

&vu YORK, 
.A- *4 


