SCANNED ON 11/23/2011

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

_________________________________________________________________ X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
----------------------------------------------------------------- X
This Document Relates To: :
: NYCAL
RICHARD GALLI and DOROTHY GALLI, . LA.S. Part 30
. (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
Plaintiff(s),
Index No. 111436-98
-against-
AC &S.,,INC, etal, : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: 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 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: /0/2.1////

New York New York

Q72 wr& I ’Koar—/

Freflcomis—Fsr— Tohn £ /?z-hm,n/ #ele M. Kozin, Esq. /

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C K&L GATES LLP F \ L E D

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Deffndant

700 Broadway CRANE CO. L NOV 23 2011

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022- 6030, v CLERKS OFFICE
(212) 536-3900 COUNT L EW YORK

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sheu” tler




CLB35778/legal/nosjm
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

‘COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
GARY GLICK,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND QRDER
-against-
108708/01
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,, et al., NYCAL
I.LA.S. Part 30
Detendant(s),
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.

/{’e W\'f"’ i/2f20 g

- Samugl Meirow F Su‘zam Halbardier, Esq.
tto

Attorney for Plamtlff A s for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan 8;;1 Moore
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor
New York, New Y 1(‘)OL E D

(212) 313-3600

SO ORDERED,
Hon n-Heitler




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

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST
POBOX 480

NEVY BRUNSWICK, h)

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MILL'RD
SWNTE 202
HAMMONTOR, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

I INDEX NO.: 99-103372
This Document Relates 10:

I NO OPPOSITION
CHRISTOPHER JOHN BARRETT AND JEFFREY SUMMARY JUDGMENT
JOHN BARRETT, AS CO-EXECUTORS FOR THE MOTION AND ORDER

ESTATE OF JOHN A. BARRETT AND THE ESTATE
OF DORIS BARRETT

against

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

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

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

9&3‘965«’- de,acf|

New Brunswick, NJ

el
“MAKERESQ.

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

Kohler Co.

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

DATED:

Harrett and.Mlary BarreF ‘ L E
¢

700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003 NOV 23 201

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Klein‘Heitler"

—

OFFIg

HUUAAU

il

BX-ADV

NOV 10201
il




y

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION - '
Index N
X 05-110031
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
ALBERT VENTRY SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X 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 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New,York, NY

, 2011 -
L |-
B e By:

y:
< /| M Samuel G8ldblatt, EV
jﬂ._ MAqva 1., Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer E£q.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff _ Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
. (716) 853-8100 F \ L E D
SO ORDERED, Nov 23 20M

Hon. Sherry Klein Meitler CLERK 5 OFFICE

NOV 10201y POUNT e YORK

134099731




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

Index No.: 120250/99
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

WARREN H. MCNALLY,

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

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

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

to either party ’ \ L E D 3\: |

Dated; 20 11 OL“\\

w York New Yerk 3
L ERKS OFFICE
X
\)\*ﬂ NEW NOR

:ﬁ)c Valq ué 984 JennMter . Budner,
TZ & LUXENBERG C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
torney for the Plaintiffs . SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

“700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kleid Heitler

NOV 10201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STA}{

NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION { LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: g
i Index No.: 190189/10, 109117/00,
SALVATORE D. LO VERDE AND JEAN LO g 121983/9%
VERDE, ;
Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
. ; SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against-. : MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.ANDS,, INC,, et al,
Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

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

Lol

SAwphY, ALs..

COsts.

Dated: New York, New York
Nowabes U 2011

MMQMM

Michele J. Mittleman, Esq.

ER (1L

Attorney for Defendant Attomey for Plain ffs

Oakfabco, Inc, Salvatore D. Lo Verde and Jean Lo Verde
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004

New York, New York 100
(212) 509-3456 "

212) 558-5500

a o 201 1

SO ORDERED, K NOV
Hon. leinl Heitler ounY CLEK s OFFICE

NOV 102011 N

{N0080979-1}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY . : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: : Index No: 108683/Q

Joseph Quinn 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

Quia, Sisrg

Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff - EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

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

New York, New York 10017 .
Our File No. 0533{'0‘?‘7_88E D ]

\ov 23 200

. aw's, OFFICE
¢ CLERKS

NOV 192011

SO ORDERED,

4776952v.1




HOAGLAND;LONGO
MORAN, DLINST &
DOLKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

MORTH JERSEY

40 PATEREOM ST

PO BOX 480

NEVW BRUNSVICK, NJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, N

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y

S \\Il\l\\\ll\\\||\\B\|v\!\_|!!|(\§\!\!|!|!\\\I\\I\\\\I\\l\\

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

INDEX NO.: 99-122342
This Document Relates to:

NO OPPOSITION
CATHLEENKELLY and ROBERT W. FANNING, JR., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
as Co-Executors for the Estate of ROBERT W. MOTION AND ORDER

FANNING, SR., and CATHLEEN KELLY and
ROBERT W. FANNING, JR., as Co-Administrators
for the Estat_e of IRENE FANNING,

against |

ACandS, INC., et al.,

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

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

Ny

DATED:

wick, NJ

[

; /MATTHEW PARK, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Cathleen Kelly and Robert W. Fanning, Jr.,
as Co-Executors for the Estate of Robert W.
Fanning, Sr., and Cathleen Kelly and Robert
W. Fanning, Jr., as Co-Administrators for the
Estate of Irene Fanning

Attorneys for Defendant,

Kohler Co.

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

ooy e[| ED-

3
._"

2

S0 ORDERED: . -
Honorable Sherryﬁ@dmﬂéim%r&t\,_oa\(

NOV1g 2011

=3




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION . ILA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ;

ROBERT 1. MAYDICH, : Index No.: 107299/00
| 125768/99

Plaintiff,
-against- S
{ NO OPPOSITION
A.C.and S., INC,, et al. ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants. B

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., individually and improperly sued as
Peerless Heater Co., Inc., hereby requests summafy judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, Peerless
industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, .

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

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

E 11/ 201 ﬁ:‘«» A _ﬁ:
~ U " o, u&‘ﬂ (m:-"} b o

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Frank Ortiz, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff ; E
Peerless Industries, Inc, Robert L. Maydich D -
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F ‘ L E i
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 10003 1

(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 e
_ L ERKS OF
SO ORDERED, . CoUNT\\(fé\\& YORK »

Hon. Sher’!’y‘fl%ﬂeitler

4844-7051-7000.)




536.14558/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

This document relates to:

RAYMOND J. FARRELL, : Index No.: 5779/99

: 104742/00
Plaintiff, : 115803/05
vs. : (May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial
: Group)
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,
: NO OPPOSITION
Defendants. : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION

AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby
reqguests summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 23212, 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, beenui‘ff

same are hereby dismigsed with prejudice and withoutFoA:s‘— E‘

i\
v 23t
oaren: ///4 [t " ks OFFIS

East H ver, New Jersey
11//i:f:“*\ ” Bt e
—ORTEH . wvfnyzyﬁ@_ : . o .
WE & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintsff & 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,

Honorabls Wh#ry Klein HeLELeNOV 10 9019

L

A3




- . .
- '

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
----------------------------------------- X |
This Document Relates To: Index N@
95/00
Richard H. Bradley 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 ‘ L E D

NOv 23 201
QUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
Q % YORK
% M’ /) q.\h. '
Frmicv-OPZ By Sampe | MErfovile Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.11421

M

SO ORDERED,

on, 7 }. Heitler

NOV 10 2011

4774954v.1

%
.
|




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 125871/99
NO OPPOSITION

Alfred Papantonio SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

Date;l: ’\! 3’/ “
y 2/ A c/,,i;.

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie Evarfs, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 Carrier {orporatign
150 Eask 42™ Spfeet

SO ORDERED,

on. Sherré K. Heitler

4705169v.1




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. 100587/00

JACK TOLOMEO and DOROTHY TOLOMEOQO

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

DATED: [|-7- // , 2011

5 A o AR
AM for Plamtlff \B No,rilel ‘1S/ta Maria
%%Ité i;-;x:;‘l?e‘?r?h oor Attorneys for Defendant
J)Bv;}\zork, NY 10003 [ ¢ Enh:rzﬁall'acbennehey, Warner,
AV fofterch Coleman & Goggin

888 Veterans Memorial Highway

Weﬁ (TED |
SO ORDERED, >3 20

Hon. Sherfy Kfein Meitler NCY
o1 CLERKS OFFICE
' NEW YORK

NOV 102011




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. 100587/00

JACK TOLOMEO and DOROTHY TOLOMEO

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Bucyrus International, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Bucyrus International, with prejudice
in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Bucyrus International, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

{[’“Lf , 2011

DATED:
/{;% N

o Ad

Attorneys for Plaintiff No&l sﬁ Ll\faria

Weitz & Luxenberg
Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor Bucyrus International

New York, NY 10003 [/ Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
rbaf‘c M Aoorereff, C'\D Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Me ﬁfrhg ay

) Hauppaug ,
/% e 23 S
SO ORDERED, N  OFFICE

Hon. Sherry Klein Reitler Rk
ry N OE Rk

Nov 102011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 100587-00
JACK TOLOMEO,
Plaintiff(s),
-against-
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintif®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 def%‘ndant
TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the sema} ar‘EerE cBisscd‘z'_with

prejudice and without costs. 13 20“ 1}
Dated: W\ NN

New York, New York coun iy ‘\.&;RKS OFTCE : ‘j

/XQ/()’!P‘ M’”'W%"'
—
Frank Ortiz, Esq.v\ Keith M. O’Connor, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg Braaten & Pascarella, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
700 Broadway Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc.
New York, New York 10003 2430 Route 34
(212) 558-5500 Managsquan, New Jersey 08736
/7] 528-8888

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sherry K. Heitler

NOV 10200,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
' (Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 12579799
.

Richard H. Bradley ' 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 ‘ L E D

NOV 23 201

% il B

Fromk-M-OmZ Fsq. G Samue| Meifov, de Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.11421

—

SO ORDERED,

on. /i Heitler

NOV 10201

4774954v.1

_.—Qa?




536.14558/AIM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY T NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION :  IAS PART 30
. - (Honorable Sherry Klein Heltler)

This document relates to:

RAYMOND J. FARRELL, : Index No.: 1 L0 00
:
Plaintiff, : 115803/05
vs. (May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial
Group)
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION
et al.
: NO OPPOSITION
Defendants. : 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, dlsm1851ng 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 Corporatlon be andﬁ

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

3 20

| WS
DATED: // / o / 7 \ kSO crid

East H ver, Newpn Jersey GOUNTiENQYORK
Eagigfﬁ:;eﬂ$;z——ié%}jij Aﬁ%7#?29é% S - .

& LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plain & FLINN

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

' 72 Bagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P.O. Box 438

East Hanover, New Jersey 07936

S0 ORDERED,

Honorable

(rXfy Klein Heitlex}\;o‘\/la?gn




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 104749/00
Jose A. Fernandez and Nancy L.
Fernandez,
Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & 8., Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

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

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

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costf L E Q

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
, 2011

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
Jose A. Fernandez and Nancy L.

Etorneys for Defendant
Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
Fernandez _ Inc.

700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201

fmﬁm,/Uowhv ofd, (718) 855-9000

Our File No.: 10924-1468

S0 Ordered:

Hon. SherryWK. Heitler

NOv 10 201




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

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON 5T

PO BOX 450

NEVY BRUNSWICK, IJ

SQUTH JERSEY

70 WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, Ny

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 00-105455
This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

JOSEPH G. KING AND MARIA KING

against

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

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

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

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

Outolrn 3/, 5.0/

New Brunswick, NJ

Lol

DATED:

M
EPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ. MM THEWSLRK, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN EITZ & LUXENBERG

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

Kohler Co.

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Joseph G. King and Maria King
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

/

SO ORDERED:
Hon. Sherry
NOV 2 3 201
v AU Y 11 NTY CLERKS OFFj
NEW YORK

NOV 10201

CE




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. 105756/00

ISABEL FITZPATRICK, as Administratrix for the Estate

of JAMES FITZPATRICK, and ISABEL FITZPATRICK,

Individually NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and
there being no opposition thereto,

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

DATED: //(/?f , 2011

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Weitz & Luxenberg

700 Broadway - 7th floor
New York, NY 10003

oriel Sta. Maria
Attorneys for Defendant
BMCE Inc.

Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Melri gh
Hauppaugef; N\" 178;1 i ME D j
TTUNov 23 20

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sher Klei i NEW YOI

NOV 10201

-




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. 105756/00

ISABEL FITZPATRICK, as Administratrix for the Estate

of JAMES FITZPATRICK, and ISABEL FITZPATRICK,

Individually NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: ///Z/ 2011 F \ L E D
’ o gy 25
Attorheys for Plaintiff Noriel Sta. Maria COU“-‘*""';;.-T@} o

Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor fg;:ﬂgiz f&;gﬁf?:;"t
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherfy Klein Heitler

WOV 102011

e



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

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

NEW BRUMSYMCK, NJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MLL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTOR, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 00-107120

This Document Relates 10:
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

CLYDE WARREN AND DEBORAH MARIE WARREN

against

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

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

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

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

Octokes aS, 301 )

New Brunswick, NJ

oo b

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

Kohler Co.

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

DATED:

227 DU/

MICHAEL FANELLI, ESQ.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Clyde Warren and Deborah Marie Warren
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Klein HeE\ L E D

NOV 23 201
NOV.I 02? -._)J\\H“&g\‘& ‘:}(‘:)(HK

an




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LLA.S. Part 30
i (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: o

ROBERT L. MAYDICH,

Plaintiff,
-against-

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

Defendants.

| Index N

125768/99

| NO OPPOSITION
| SUMMARY JUDGMENT
| MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., individually and improperly sued as

Peerless Heater Co., Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, Peerless

Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

1/ 2011
@;—_r/ U'

o,
( ™ -

S gAY }i} R # 4 /g
'f'.-‘m-’-'—‘u;:\_‘% X:w":f ;E‘ﬂ:mz-ﬂ

-

Steven T. Corbin, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant

Peerless Industries, Inc.

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP
77 Water Street, Suite 2100

New York, New York 10005

(212) 232-1300

SO ORDERED,

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff
Robert L. Maydich

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway

Hon. Shet‘ry’}(léiﬁﬂeitler

4844-7051~7000.1

New York, New York 10003 201
(212) 558-5500 ov 23 e
T CLERKS OF
cou EW YO




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- x
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)
......................................... X JE——
This Document Relates To: Index No:?le%O “
205/99
Joseph Quinn NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
......................................... X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

il

) —Ortim Eee, _,JE iﬁv\ M,Q,;QZQ—O Julie R, Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENB WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway : Attorney for Defendant

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

New York, New York 10017

Our File No. 05335. 788E o
FILED

3 200

., OFFICE
LERKS OF
COUNTY 1 ORK

NE
NOV1g 201

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shefry K. Heitler NOV 2

4776952v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ! 1.A.S, Part 30
i (Heitler, 1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: "

| Index Nof{ 108352/00, 1672/00
EDWARD A. HAYES AND THEODORE |

HAYES, :

' . t NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. i MOTION AND ORDER
-agamst- i

A C &S, INC,etal

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendaﬁ. Cowter & 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.

Dated: New Yifk,}éw York
=/ 20
s

v

. co Jet Vazqucez, &894 .
Attorney for Defendant ‘ ttorney for Plaintiffs

Courter & Company, Inc. - Edward A. Hayes and Theodore Hayes
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WerTz & LUXENBERG, P. L E D
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway ’
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 ?.““
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 NOV 23
U : S OFF\CE
GoUNTY LR
SO ORDERED, NEW
- Hon. Sherfy-Kiéh Heitler

112223733

NOV 102011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK.

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J)) .
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

Index No.: (108352/00, 1¥1672/00
EDWARD A, HAYES AND THEODORE |

HAYES, ;
o ; NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
_ | MOTION AND ORDER
-against- ;

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

Defendants. :

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upoﬁ 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 Yc7fk Nejw York
[[ /2] 201

e

KenWook, Esq. Joe Mizquel, &<q,
Attorney for Defendant Attorfiey for Plaintiffs
Treadwell Corporation dward A. Hayes and Theodore Hayes

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

WRITZ & LUXENBERG, P. '
' 700 Broadway CF I _ E D
New York, New York 10003

(212) 558-5500 NOV 2 3 201

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shetty Klein Heitler

!

NOV 1 0 20 " 123523347




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY { NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ! 1.A.S. Part 30
b (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

EDWARD A. HAYES AND THEODORE

HAYES,

-against-

A C &S,INC,etal’

Defendants.

| NO OPPOSITION

' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER

! Index No.y"108352/00, J11672/00

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in

"~ the above enfitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plamntiffs’

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being

no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without -

costs.

Dated; New Y/(rk Néw York
L2011

Attorney for Defendant
Kentile Floors, Inc.
McGIvNEY & KIUUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

| ¢ . [/*-_;"\
pe VJazqueZ, ©sq-
ttormey for Plaintiffs

Edward A. Hayes and Theodore Hayes

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C,
700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558- 55()0

Hon. Sherry Kieir Heitler

COUNT

NOv 10201

"LED

NOV 23 201

Nl:W YORK

2682-10483

£l

!
i




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LAS. Part 30
_ : ! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ‘

| Index No. - 11672/00

EDWARD A HAYES AND THEODORE

HAYES, ,
. { NO OPPOSITION
Plantiffs, | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
_ { MOTION AND ORDER
-against- [
A C.&8.,INC, etal
Defendants, |

WHEREFORE, defendant, hereby requests

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.,
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defcndant., Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., v;ith
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendénts, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

ew York
,2011

Dated: New York, '

uazqufz 6<q .

Attorney for Defendant to rney for Plaintiffs
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. Edward A. Hayes and Theodore H ¢S
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

80 Broad Strect-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

(212) 558-5500 _-
N{?‘sEOlZJﬂ E D p

Hon.

erry Klein Heitler

NOV 23 201
COUNTY

CLERK FICE
NEW YO;}2 e




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: § _
| Index No.: 111672/00

EDWARD A. HAYES AND THEODORE
HAYES,

| NOOPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, | SUMMARY JUDGMENT

! MOTION AND ORDER
-against-

A.C. &S, INC, etal

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New YorK, New York
,2011

M\

, - . Jog Vazquez, 659 -
Aﬁomey for Defenda.nt Attorfiey for Plaintiffs
Tishman Liquidating Corp. ward A. Hayes and Theodore Haygs
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. D
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway F" ‘ L E
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 4 NOV 29 201
- e K'S OFFICE
SO ORDERED, COUNT NEW YORK

Hon. Sherry Kléin Heitler

2383-2503

NOV 102011,

,'%\




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY { NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30
i (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: g Y )
‘ ! Index No @n 11672/00
EDWARD A. HAYES AND THEODORE ;
HAYES, 3
i NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT

| MOTION AND ORDER

-against-

A C.&S., INC, etal. ;

Defendarits.

| 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 prejﬁdice in this action, and there being no
oppoaitibn thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains!

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

costs. :
Dated: New Yo%%yﬁ’ ork
- L , 2011
v 7 / : oo
‘ ann M Joe Vazqier, &34 .
Attorney for Defendant Attorngyfor Plaintiffs ‘
Oakfabceo Inc, Rdward A. Hayes and Theodore Hayes i
MCGIVNBY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F ‘ L D ‘
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 3
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 : v
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 NOV 2 3 261 -«
vy CLERK'S ICE
COUNTY CLERK'S OFF
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kleid Heitler

N L:\v, 1 0 20" 2571684




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
: X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part:30

X (Heitler, 1.)

This Document Relates To:

BENJAMIN F. RICHARDS, III and DONNA RICHARDS NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs, MOTION AND ORDER
-against-
ACandS, INC., et al., _ Index No.: 108856/00
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant CENTRAL HUDSON GAS & ELECTRIC CORPORATION
(“Central Hudson”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant

Central Hudson with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

costs.

Dated: New York, New York
7)1

L27 D2

Michael Fanelli, Esq. th&A. Nepf, Esq™

WEITZ & LUXENBERG THOMPSON HINE LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

700 Broadway 335 Madison Avenue, 12 Floor

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York %Ol‘ L E D }

(212) 558-5500 (212) 344-5680

' g A\ *

Lt m\l 23 W
Yoo S OFFIC

SO ORDERED, _

Hon. Sherry Kiedn-Heitler

210080.1 .

NOV 102011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STA}{ NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION -~ !LA.S.Part30

! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: : ,

{ Index No.: 190189/10£109117/00,
SALVATORE D. LO VERDE AND JEAN LO § 121983/99
VERDE, | ;

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.ANDS., INC,, etal,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ .
complaint against defendant, 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
Nowtbes {2011

M 49 ot %

Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. ER L SA- (& \g/{
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintjff;
Oakfabco, Inc. Salvatore D. Lo Verde and Jean Lo Verde
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 ' 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 100 ‘ ‘m E D
(212) 509-3456 212) 558-5500 "
. a9 70 ‘

SO ORDERED, NOV &>

Hon. feiﬁ‘ Heitler - : y CLERKS OFFICE

NOvV 10201,

2571-0001

{N0080979-1}




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

NORTH JERSEY.

40 PATERSON'ST

PO BOX 480

INEW BRUNSWICH,, b

SCOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK .

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

INDEX NO.: 00-109276 -

This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

CARMEN LEWIS PANETTA AND SANDRA
PANETTA

against

AC.&S., INC., ETAL

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

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

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

(fcker Q)20 |

New Brunswick, NJ

Mﬂ/{ A
STEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ™~—"

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

Kohler Co.

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

DATED:

y /D=

WEITZ & LUXENBERG

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Carmen Lewis Panetta and Sandra Panetta
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

H-EDP

NQV 23 201

IRPBIMORI Aoy czer

an

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Klein Hei

LI




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 00-111672
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
EDWARD A. HAYES JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley DiQision 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

Samuel Goldblatt, %q.

oc Vazquez, e Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.(. NIXON PEABODY LLP ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant, | L E D
180 Maiden Lane _ Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza NOV 23 2011
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

Y 14202 'S OFFICE
TY CLERK'S O
16) 853-8100 COLN NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

NOV 102011

13651402.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY { NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LAS. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TQ: ; | g '
: Index No.: 108352/0Q 00

EDWARD A. HAYES AND THEODORE

HAYES, ;
{ NO OPPOSITION

Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
_ i MOTION AND ORDER
-against- i

A C.&S.,INC, etal

Defendants. '

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

 the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212; dismissing 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 Yoff( Nefw York

[[ .Z/ 2011

/

Ker€agp MeCook, Esq. ;DW uez, B4q,

Attomey for Defendant Atterfiey for Plaintiffs

Treadwell Corporation dward A. Hayes and Theodore Hayes

McGivney & KLUGER, P.C. - WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. l . E D

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway ‘

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

(212) 509-3456 : (212) 558-5500 . NOV 2 3 201t

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE

NEW YORK

SO ORDERED, {
: Hon. SherTy Klein Heitler

NOV 1 0 20 " 1235-23347




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i 1A.S. Part 30
. | (Heitler, J.)
: THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :
| { Index No.: 108352/0
EDWARD A. HAYES AND THEODORE :
HAYES, a
| - - o { NO OPPOSITION
: ' Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT
_ ! MOTION AND ORDER
-aganst- i

’
1
H

A C.&S,INC,,etal

Defendants,

WHEREFRQRE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
" the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being

no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without -

costs,

Dated: New Y/rk Iyzw York : ’

2011
(/ Z/m

- ! . | Foe Vazquez, ©sq.
Attomey for Dcfendant ttorney for Plaintiffs :
Kentile Floors, Inc. Edward A, Hayes and Theodore Hayes
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. l L E D
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 - _ New York, New York 10003 A
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 NOY 2.3 201 :

cRK'S OFFICE

QUNT ( b
SO ORDERED, _ © W YORK |

Hon. Sherry Kleit! Heitler

NOV 1 0 2011 - 2082-10483




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30
_ - . i (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: P
| Index No.: 108352/00 00
EDWARD A, HAYES AND THEODORE P
HAYES, :
! NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. { MOTION AND ORDER
-agamst- i

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against _dcfcndanf, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., ﬂ}ith
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, ”

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defend;nts, all claims and cross claims against

defcndant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New )/ork }‘Yew York
2011

-

. | Maw uez, 69 .
Attome:y for Defcndant tormey for lenu ffs
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. Edward A. Hayes and Theodore Fiyes
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 . 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500

:;a‘%*,ﬁolz[#n ED .

SO ORDERED, 2
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitlex - ' NOV 2 3 2011

COUNTY CLERKS OEFICE
NEW Y O%%(sgg




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30

~ ' i (Heitler, 1.) ‘
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: : )
! Index No.: 108352/00( 00

EDWARD A. HAYES AND THEQDORE
HAYES, | i
| NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
_ | MOTION AND ORDER
-against- i

A C. &S,INC, et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuaﬁt to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto, |

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs,

Dated: New Yo j{ Ne; /@V York
j/ 2011
/!

" cmsialill - - I o
- Joe ' Vazquez, 659 -

Attomey for Defenda.nt Attoraiey for Plaintifis
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Edward A. Hayes and Theodore Haygs ,
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. ' WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, D I
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway F" ‘\ L E ‘ vy
New York, New York 10004 : New York, New York 10003 L

212) 509-3456 212) 558-5500 o C i
(212) (212) S v |

S \ | CE
SO ORDERED, COUNT‘\{‘%LV YORK |
Hon. Sherry Kldin Heitler o
2383-2903

NOV 102019




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORXK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LAS. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ; T _
| { Index No.: 108352/0( 0’

EDWARD A. HAYES AND THEODORE

HAYES, ;
! NO OPPOSITION

Plaintiffs, { SUMMARY JUDGMENT
| MOTION AND ORDER

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

l
l
I
l
b
‘
I
l

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 prejﬁdice 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 Yorzl i)ﬁfork

L

Keann M Cook Esq. Joe Vazquee, Bsq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorngy-for Plaintiffs

Qakfabco Inc. Edward A. Hayes and Theodore Hayes

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F ‘ L D
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

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

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 NOY 23 281

1 CLERK'S OFFICE

UN
oL EW YORK

SO ORDERED,

Hor. Sherry Kleil Heitler

M '}"-," 1 0 20“ 2571684 -




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK.
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY t NYCAL |
- ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30 ' |

| (Heitler, 1)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ” -
‘ ! Index No.: 108352/00 0o

EDWARD A, HAYES AND THEODORE
HAYES,

- INO OPPOSITION ;
Plaintiffs, { SUMMARY JUDGMENT | i
| MOTION AND ORDER | -
-against- :
A.C.&8.,INC, etal

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendanf, Courter & Company, Inc., 11c;eby 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 acti.on_,
and there Eéing no opposition théreto,

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}fk New York
, 2011

L

, Co M. G a \/azqucz. E’&q
Attorney for Defendant ttorney for Plaintiffs
Courter & Company, Inc. “~ Edward A. Hayes and Theodore Hayes
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEeITZ & LUXENBERG, P. ﬁ D
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 : New York, New York 10003 , Zm\
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 NOv 23
e : CLERKS OFFICE
UNTY & K
SO ORDERED, cO NEW YOR

- Hon, She e Heitler

1122.23733

NOV 10201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 00-113937
This Document Relates to:

NO OPPOSITION
SHEILA SMITH-TYME, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE ESTATE OF FRANK L. SMITH, AND ELSIE MOTION AND ORDER

SMITH, INDIVIDUALLY

against

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

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

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

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

DATED: Qfober |17, 0((

New Brunswick, NJ

VSTEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ. JOMCE RICHMOND, ESQ.

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN ITZ & LUXENBERG

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Attorneys for Defendant, Sheila Smith-Tyme, as Administrairix for the

Kohier Co. Estate of Frank L. Smith, and Elsie Smith,

40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 Individually

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 700 Broadwa D L
B ' et oo F 1 LE D

DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORMEYS AT LAW

NORTH JERSEY!

Nov 27 200 | -

40 PATERSON'ST SO ORDERED: ‘ |
e Hon. Sherdy Kiein Heitign: 1Y CLEAKS OTTHE
NEW YORK

~

SOUTH.JERSEY

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




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 113938/00
SALVATORE J. VASTA and PATRICIA VASTA

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and
there being no opposition thereto,

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

DATED: // / 2 , 2011

P Al ol /1 s

Attoffieys for Plaintiff Colleen M. Cronin
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor BMCE Inc

New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,

Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway

H “‘;"NYF1 7‘6"; E D

SO ORDERED, 23 N
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler NOY

_ - ICE
_nTY CLERKS OFF
co NEW YORK

NOV 102011




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. 113938/00

SALVATORE J. VASTA and PATRICIA VASTA

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Bucyrus International, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Bucyrus International, with prejudice
in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Bucyrus International, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without gosts.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Anna M. DiLonardo

Weitz & Luxenberg
Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor Bucyrus International

New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway

Hauppauge,&Yl‘HiiBE D
Hon. Sherry Klain Réitier S NOv 23 20

T “RK CE
COUNTY CLERK'S OFF!
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

NOV1020m




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 00-117033
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
CHARLES LASS JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

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

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

o L))

Samuel Goldblatt, Es
Benjamin R. Dwyer Jsq.
NIXON PEABODY LLP

Attorneys for Defendant,
\LEP

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
1) 2011 /
By: — /

Vazque
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff

180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain P1 i
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 “@1! 29 3 )
Buffalo, NY 14202 KS OFFICE
(716) 853-8100 y C\E
SO ORDERED,
Hon. She

13468349.1




HORGLAND, LONGO
MORAN, DUNST &
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEY'S AT LAWY

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

NEWY BRUNSWICK; N

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WLTSEY'S MLL RD
SUITE, 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

N

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 00-117416

This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

ROBERT L. BARKER

against

AC. &S, INC, ET AL

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

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

New Brunswick, NJ
17, a0l

OMM/\J

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

Kohler Co.

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

DATED:

WEITZ & LUXENBER
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Robert L. Barker

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED: a
Hon. Sherry Kleifi Heit
© Nov 23 201
UNTY CLERK'S OFFI(
COUNT SEW YORK

W1ozy \\“\l“\“““‘\E“V!H\!!\L\“\L\:““““““““u“\

bE




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 11927
9374/00
John Thomas O’Donnell NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
......................................... X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

(A

= '7( 7 f.-—\'
Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXEN WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New Y rk‘?-(’)lE D
Our File No. g
1\
SO ORDERED, 2 aKS OFFICE
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler c\u
i COUNTY ZYORK
NOV 102011

4776882v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
......................................... X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.AS. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 8/(
' 4 /)
John Thomas O’Donnell 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

(L=

440/,’3 /2 AV Que Sie

fot 1A~
ot Erank M. Qrtiz_Es NI}E)QA\(V\ Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXE WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New Y rk!g‘(l)IE D
Our File No, @4835§14
SO ORDERED, TRt cRKS OFF\CE
. She . Hei
Sy K Rl Cowmgwmm

NOVIozon

4776882v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
This Document Relates To: :
: NYCAL

MARILYN WILLIAMS and MICHAEL WILLIAMS : LA.S, Part 30

and JOHN P. HUNT, as Co-Executors for the Estate : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
of JOSEPH J. TURNER, :
: Index No.: 119377-00

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 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: g //-g"//

=K Llagl

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Angela Bitiglio, Esé._)
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ™ K&L GATES LLP , L
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant E D
700 Broadway CRANE CO. = i
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue NOV 2 3 201
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY IOOZZCOUNTY CLER

KS o

NEW YORK 'CE

SO ORDERED,

Hon, Shatfy Klein Heitler NOV 102011

j\‘

¥
3
t

§




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
' (Heitler, J.)
......................................... X '
This Document Relates To: Index No: 100751/03
102703/0

James Minch
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

q)),,,&w%

KErank M, Ortiz, Esq. ¢ M0 Ny Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG /ne o ?LC’ WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELLMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMP
150 East 42™ Street
New York, Ne l§
Our File No. 05 19062 ?_W
wov 23
SO ORDERED s OFFICE
) C\&
COUNT\(NE\N NORK
NOV 102011

4776867v.1




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

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATEREON ST

PO BOX 480

NEW BRUNSWICK, NJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, Ny

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NQ.: 00-119385
This Document Relates {o:

NO OPPOSITION
JACK POLLOCK SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
against

AC. &S, INC, ETAL

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

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

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

LA

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ
ouernoen. 1801

NAB G

“STEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ. FRARICORTIZ ESQ., Matthew fark, ds,.,
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG 40
DUNST & DOUKAS, LILP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Attorneys for Defendant, Jack Pollock
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 New York, NY 10003
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903
S0 ORDERED:
Hon. Sherry Klet eliﬂ=“ér I L E D
NOV 2 3 201
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NGOV 102011 New YORK




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

X

INRE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

" NYCAL
" LA.S.Part 30
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

This Document Relates To:

SALVATORE RANDAZZO and RHODA

RANDAZZO,
Plaintitf(s), Index No.: 119385-00
-against-
NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
AC. &S, INC, etal, 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 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: //_..g__//

P.C. ; :

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Angela iglio, Es

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, K&L GATES LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for DefendanF ‘ L E D

700 Broadway CRANE CO.

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue gy 2 3 201

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022 « OFFICE
212) 536-3900 COUNTY (E;VLVE\F{&OK SK

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry KfeinYHeitler

NOV 10201




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

NORTH JERSEY
40 PATERSON'ST

PO BOK 480

MEW BRUNSYCK, NJ

SOUTHJERSEY
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 00-119396
This Document Relates to:

NO OPPOSITION
ROBERT J. DES CHENES AND LAURA DES SUMMARY JUDGMENT
CHENES MOTION AND ORDER

against

AC. &S, INC., ET AL

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

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

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

DATED:  Q¥ober 2S5 a0/ |
New Brunswick, NJ

W 2¥/ 2N oW

STEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ. "MICHAEL FANELLI, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for Defendant, Robert J. Des Chenes and Laura Des
Kohler Co. Chenes
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 700 Broadway

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 New York, NY 10
SO ORDERED: Z

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler ¥
BX-CITY-12 ;‘
NO\I i 20“

COUNTY

| 11)

gw YORK




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

Index No.: 119396/00
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

ROBERT DES CHENES,
Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

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

to either party. D
/3 Fl LE A
Dated: ___ 'l , 2011 o o~
New York, New York '- NOV 2 3
(T CLERKS OFFICE
2z 52 SO
Crank Qetd Est. Mohme| Frnndl) . Foster, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attomney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Weil-McLain

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, NY 10022

(212) 651-7500

NOV 102014




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. 119826/00
FRED G. CORDES and CATHERINE CORDES

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and
there being no opposition thereto,

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

DATED: = o btr Tho11

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Weitz & Luxenberg

700 Broadway - 7th floor
New York, NY 10003

Weiner Lesniak LLP ERKS

888 Veterans Memﬂ"m(é
Hauppauge, NY 11788

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shé lein Heitler

Nov1ozon




Y

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. 119826/00

FRED G. CORDES and CATHERINE CORDES

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hele ‘ishfsE_WB
prejudice and without costs.

NOV 23 20 ‘
DATED: W 2 (2011  GLERKS OFFI
e NEW YORK
X L
Attorneys for Plaintiff Anna M. DiLonardo
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor Lockheed Martin Corp.
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

SO ORDERED, C /
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

MOV 102011




HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAN; DUNST &
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS &T LAavY

NORTH JERSEY.
40 PATERSON'ST
PO BOX 480

\ \
WENDY R. KAGAN, ESQLY

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 00-121686

This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION

ANTONIO SCLAFANI AND ROSARIA SCLAFANI SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

against

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

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

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

{\
DATED: Ne %or \, New York

J‘Q M//’ 19))0)2on

SAMUECMEIROW(TZ, ESQ. /

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENRERG, P.C.
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Attorneys for Defendant, Antonio Sclafani and Rosaria Sclafani
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway

40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 _ New York, NY 10003
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

JLED

1
SO ORDERED:

SHERRY KLEIN HEI 7 CLERRS OFFIC
NEW YORK

Moy 10201

"~ NEW BRUNSYMICH, N

SOUTHJERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S ML RD
SINTE 202
HAMMONTORN, NJ

Wnm




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

Index No.: 124525/00
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

ROSARIO MORREALE,
Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION
WEIL-MCLALIN, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

to either party.

Dated: )] /6’ 2011 F IL E D )

New York, New York

N 1 '
) | nov23 2t )
Dm:bBamnysq Michott Fanel! Thlene N. Megerian, @UN‘LEV\QEYRORK
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. GAL McCAMB D E
Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHO , LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry KleitNHeitler

NGV 10 2015



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

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON BT

PO BOX 480

NEW BRUNSWICK, NJ

" SOUTH JERSEY == =—mmmroc -

701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

‘STEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ.

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 00-125335

This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION

JOHN J. BUNDY SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

against

A.C. &S, INC., ETAL

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

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

DATED: Ochoher 25, 2011
New Brunswick, NJ

AMUEL MEIROWITZ, ESQ.

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for Defendant, John J. Bundy

Kohler Co. 700 Broadway

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

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

D

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Klem/Heitler NV 23 201
NOV 1¢ 2011 LERKS OFFIC

couNT}(\\gW YORK

TR




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
......................................... x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No: IOOi ‘ ii 3
_ 9380/00
James Minch ‘
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

(yﬁbﬁms

J—/ %—%ﬂ/ Zﬁl )

Semy g/ e, 3w s, Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 _ AW, CHESTERTON CON,[P
150 East 42™ Street
New York, Ne 13
Our File No. 0 062 ?_m‘\
| oy, OFFICE
SO ORDERED, N’N CLE ak
. couv NEW YO
NOV 102011

4776867v.1




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

NORTH JERSEY.

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

NEW BRUNSWICK, NJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

FN

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

This Document Relates to:

JULIA TAFOYA,

BENNIE G. TAFOYA
against

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

INDIVIDUALLY AND AS
PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF

INDEX NO.: 01-102941

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

DATED: 1\ %fm
New B wick, NJ

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

Kohler Co.

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

SO ORDERED:

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

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

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

% %"*‘“ Joforf

464 BUSCHESQ. Semve| Meirawitl
WEITZ & LUXENBERG

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Julia Tafoya, Individually and as Proposed
Executrix for the Estate of Bennie G. Tafoya
700 Broadway

New York, NY_ 10003 /

Hon. Sherry

'Ie‘ LED

NOV 23 201

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
' NEW YORK

NOV 19205




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

X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
: X

This Document Relates To: NYCAL

L.A.S. Part 30
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

SALVATORE RANDAZZO and RHODA
RANDAZZO,

Plaintiff(s), Index No.: 106463-01
-against-

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

A.C. & S.,INC,, etal.,,

Defendants.

X
WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant 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: f\// g //

’t@b@"i el DO

Frank Ortiz, Esq Anigela DitGiglio, Esq. \L)

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

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

K&L GATES LLP

Attorneys for DefemFt

CRANE CO. l L E D
599 Lexington Avenue

022 KOV 23 7201

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

NOV 10200




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

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

INDEX NO.: 01-106645
This Document Relates to:

NO OPPOSITION
BERNICE ZEBRACKI, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS SUMMARY JUDGMENT
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF JOHN S. MOTION AND ORDER

ZEBRACKI

against

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

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

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

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

DATED: Ocdober a4, 2ol

New Brunswick, NJ

STEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ. /" MICHAEL FANELLI, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for Defendant, Bernice Zebracki, Individually and as
Kohler Co. Executrix for the Estate of John S. Zebracki
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 700 Broadway
LoroL New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 New York, NY E)]O/’7/
AGLAND, LONGO
MORAN, DUNST & -
DOUKAS, LLP —

ATTORNEY'S AT LAW

- SO ORDERED:
ggi%?gg;& Hon. Sheffy Kidh HeiF | |: E B

NEW BRUNSWICK, NJ

= e,

W YORK




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

X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To: :
: NYCAL
MARILYN WILLIAMS and MICHAEL WILLIAMS : I.A.S. Part 30
and JOHN P. HUNT, as Co-Executors for the Estate : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
of JOSEPH J. TURNER, :

Index No.: 107335-01

Plaintiff(s),
-against-
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
A.C. & S., INC,, etal., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND
: ORDER
Defendants.

X

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: / /-8 ~//
RUOK e

\
N

o
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Angela BiGiglio, Esq{_J(J _, h
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, Pg\\ K&L GATES LLP J \ L E D 1V
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant \
700 Broadway CRANE CO. ' NOV 2 4 20\
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue s OFFICE
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022 OUNT\( cLER RK

12).536-3900 GOV New YO

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherfy Klein Heitler

NOV 19294




CLB55778/legal/nosjm

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

'COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
GARY GLICK,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against-
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
_ I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),

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 oppdsition 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.
/ALQ 7/]/\‘62" ulzfmy q /

%&fm‘eﬁam'ﬂrE'sq (i z Halbardler, Esq.
Attomney for Plamtlff&mw Méﬁ MM. Atto s for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14 Floor
' New York, New YoEg 1 E D

(212) 313-3600

Nov 23 201

SO ORDERED, GLERK'S OFFICE
COUNTY B YORK

Hon n-Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 01-111232
This Document Relates to:

NO OPPOSITION
HARRY J. DOCKWEILER AND JACQUELINE SUMMARY JUDGMENT
DOCKWEILER MOTION AND ORDER

against

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

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

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

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

DATED: Octe ke 35,201 |
New Brunswick, NJ

Y. T A LA

STEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ. MATTHEW MACINTYRE, ESE.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for Defendant, Harry J. Dockweiler L Ell
Kohler Co. Dockweiler ﬁ % G
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 700 Broadway 'L““ -
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 New York, NY 10003 23
HOAQGLAND, LONGO ER\(‘S OF F‘ﬁ

MORAN, DUNST &

ATTORNEYS AT LAW SO ORDERED:

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON 8T

PO BOX 480

NEW BRUNSWICK,, Wi

SOUTH JERSEY | NOV 1 0 ?ﬂ”

FOUWLTSEY'S MLL RD
SUTE202
HAMMONTON, NJ

BX-EAGLE-




536.10454 /AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

Thisg document relateg to:

: Index No.: 103681404
ROBERT NOBLE, Deceased, ; W

Plaintiff, : (May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial
Group)
Vs,
UNITED CONVEYCR 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, disﬁissing prlaintiff'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 andtﬂ‘t*

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c‘gté.%wﬂ

saTED: /Y / ly NOV 23 T
East Hapb %( iii/g9rsey _ ChERKSCWrKE
’ J; "—-”_“\ - ’ /"‘;’.. '-;-’_-‘_... e i \{O

- -ESQ. Jos Wz '
WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY G"HAM MURPHY GARQFALQ
Attdorneys for Plaintiff. & FLINN

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation
72 EBEagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350

P.O. Box 438

East Hanover, New Jersgey 07936
SO ORDERED, ,¢;;;§7

Honor ry Klein Heitler

NOVlozanz




536.10338/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)
This document relates to: : ,fﬂf’i:;;;j:)
: Index No.: 120395
HENRY T. McLOUGHLIN, : 539/02
Plaintiff, : (May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial
: Group)
vSs.
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 all co-defendants, all claims and
crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c‘ L E D

DATED: g //7/ /

EFast Hanov ew Jersge
Y | CLERKS OFFIC
& . . R —_ b

- 5Q. e Vazquez, ¥4 “sTend

GARRITY, GRAHAM MURPHY GAROFALO

WEITZ" & LUXENBERG

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

72 FEagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
.0. Box 438
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936

NOV 102011

S0 ORDERED,

Hon Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 01-120432

This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION

FRANK PERRY AND EMILIE PERRY SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

against

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

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

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

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

DATED: Crdoben. |[,29/]

New Brunswick, NJ

STEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ. JW m‘chw
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WELPZ & LUXENBERG

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for Defendant, Frank Perry and Emilie Perry
KOHLER CO. 700 Broadway

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

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

HOAGLAND, LONGO

o D SO ORDERED: -
TS AT LA Hon. SherryKféin HPEFI L E D
NORTHWERSEY '

40 PATERSON.ST &
. NOV 2 3 2011 :

SOUTH JERSEY

FOIWILTSEY'S MLL RD CRENTY CLERK'S OFFICE

o NOV 102959 NEW YORK




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

X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To:

. NYCAL
JAMES R. FLEMING and LINDA FLEMING, : L.A.S. Part 30
« (Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler)

Plaintiff(s),
. Index No. 120432-01
-against- ;
A.C.&S.,INC,, etal., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

X

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
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.

Datedﬁ: (g;%'rk%{éw%” ,
S SRS 0 mp)i 0 H~—

Daria Northeraft, Esq. v Niéote-M. Kozin, Esq. /
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P€. K&L GATES LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway CRANE CO.
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 1002=60QB0
(212) 536- 3900 F (f L E D

NOV 23 201
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE

NOV 102011

SO ORDERED,

Hon.
NEW YORK




536.06301/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

This document relates to:

Index No.: 122494/01
ARTHUR PAVANE, Deceased,

(March 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial

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

et al., : AND ORDER

Defendants.

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

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

crossclaimg against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without COEE l l E m
it

paTED: 4 /4 ¥ s
East Hagfo eWersey NOY 23 200
v = e I SR LRK'S OF

- , ESQ. Vﬁ“f‘/i"éf'r F. BXLSEMO, ESQ.NEW YOHI
WELTZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
i

Attorneys for Plain & 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,

FICE




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 01-122790
This Document Relates to:

NO OPPOSITION
DENISE ATAMIAN, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE SUMMARY JUDGMENT
ESTATE OF ROBERT J. TUSSI MOTION AND ORDER

against

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

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

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

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

DATED: Octeloer, 91, ap ! ]

New Brunswick, NJ

STEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ. MICHAEL FANELLI, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG
[IDUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for Defendant, Denise Atamian, as Administratrix for the
Kohler Co. Estate of Robert J. Tussi
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 700 Broadway
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 New York, NY 1000

HOAGLAND; LONGO
MORAN, DUNST &

DOUKAS, LLF .
ATTORNEYS AT LAW SO ORDERED:
NORTH JERSEY

PoBONAD NOV 2 3 201

NEW BRUNSWICK, NJ

LT 10 1oy

/A




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

NORTH.JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

NEVW BRUNSWICK, Al

SOUTH JERSEY

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

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

This Document Relates to:

MARGARET J. BIEK,, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF RICHARD R.

BIEK
against

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

INDEX NO.: 01-122793

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

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

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

patED: October 94,201

New Brunswick, NJ

selin_

STEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ.

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

Kohier Co.

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

SO ORDERED:

LT

BX-CITY-15

2y D2

MICHAEL FANELLI, ESQ.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Margaret J. Biek, Individually and as
Executrix for the Estate of Richard R. Biek
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

LD
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitl8r y
NOV 2 3 2011

Noy 1g, ac;;umm gvisg'RSKOFFl




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

NORTH JERSEY.

40 PATERSON.ST

PO BOX 480

NEW BRUNSWICK, MJ

SQUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTOM, NJ

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK . .

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

INDEX NO.: 01-123226

This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

VIRGINIA BIRGE, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF HAROLD
BIRGE

against

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

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

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

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

Név\v\gxn\s\wick, NJ

DATED:

. A L.

MATTHEW T. MACINTYRE/ESQ.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Virginia Birge, Individually and as Executrix
for the Estate of Harold Birge

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

C. BAKER, ESQ.

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

Kohler Co.

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

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Klei

ﬁ?iﬂ‘r L E D |
T Nov232m
NOV 1 0201 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE

NEW YORK




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heiltler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates Lo: Index No.: 124120/01
I Marion Smith, as Executrix for the
| Estate of william J. Smith,
Plaintiff,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & 5., Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice ©Law and Rules Section §3212,

dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against defendant Mario &
DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

and cross claims against defendant Marico & DiBono Plastering Co.

Tnc., be dismissed with prejudice and without COStSF ‘ L E

Dated Brooklyn, New York _

-, 2011 i N\ 23 00
W/mf W EP\KS d)\:F\C‘
/Michael Fanelli, Esg. ' /gdétfh[M Taﬁé+,E5@UU“ YORK
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. , Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

Marion Smith, as Executrix for Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
the Estate of William J. Smith Inc.
700 Broadway, 6 Floor 177 Montague Street
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
(718) 855-9000 :
Qur File No.: 10924-3891

go Ordered:

Hon. She K. Heitlex

NOV 10201




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:

PATRICIA LYNCH, as Executrix for the Estate: NYCAL

of DAVID L. LYNCH, and PATRICIA : LA.S. Part 30
LYNCH, Individually, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
Plaintiff(s), . Index No(s).: 100580-02
-against- : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY

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

Defendants.

X
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: ///?’//'
Y Yreid

Nev York, New York
sPse— (JOC Valq €2,E¢.  Kirstef Alford Kneis, Esq ‘ L E D
ITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L/GATES LLP F

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attgrneys for Defendant, 3 90\

700 Broadway i NOV 2

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue _gaKs OFFICE
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-603@,0ut “\{qéw YORK

(212) 536-3900

SO ORDERED,

Hon. ﬁ&rvy

NOV 102011




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

NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

James K. Klein, as Personal
Representative for the Estate of James
C. Klein,

NYCAL
I.A.S5. Part 30
(Judge Heitler)

Index No.: 100821/02

Plaintiff,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & 8., Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X
WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc.,

hereby requests summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,

dismissing plaintiffs'
DiBono Plastering Co.

opposition thereto,

Complaint

against

defendant

Mario

&

Inc.,

with prejudice,

and there being nqg

all claims

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants,

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering C@

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without és‘s\— E D )}

Weitz & Luxenberg,
Attorneys for Plaintiff
James K. Klein, as Personal
Representative for the Estate
of James C. Klein

700 Broadway, 6" Floor
New York, New York 103%3

Al

S0 Ordered:

qw“““*:;ydustih’M Ta

Dated: Brooklyn, New York W A
[]~ , 2011 \ 29 1 E\‘
‘ ?(-I*‘b\v} VoRK
\unuéﬂrf*'fﬂzmnﬂ

ullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
Inc.

177 Montague Street

Brooklyn, New York 11201
(718) 855-9000
Our File No.: 10924-3250

Hon. Sherry ¥X.

Heitler

NOV 10201




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

X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To: :
: NYCAL
JAMES R. FLEMING and LINDA FLEMING, : [.A.S. Part 30
. (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

- Plaintiff(s),
. Index No. 101110-02
-against- '
A.C.&S.,INC,, etal., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

X
WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
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: (Qa,@ 2l 2olf

O ke

DanerNbrtheraft, Esq Nicole M. Kozin, Esq/

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C K&L GATES LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway CRANE CO.
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022 60
(212) 536-3900 E D
SO ORDERED, 2011
Hon. Shéref Klein Heitler NOV 23
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

NOV 102011



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
This Document Relates To: :
: NYCAL
ROCCO MATERO and ELSIE MATERO, . LA.S.Part 30
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
Plaintiff(s), :
. Index No.: 102008-02
-against-
. NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
A.C. &8S.,INC., etal.,, : 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 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: // /41_///

7quez, B Kirsteyf Alford Kneis, Esq,
C. K&L/GATES LLP

ITZ & I:UXENBERG,

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attofneys for Defendant
700 Broadway . CKANE CO. {)‘
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Ave ‘ ‘
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY IOOF ! L E D 3
6-3900 P
Nov 23 201 "
SO ORDERED,
COUN Y ~LERK'S OFFICE
rirw YORK

NOV 10201



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LLA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-103058
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
RICHARD WOOD JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

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

Dated: New York, NY

2011
By: — '/ /\ By: >
c7 6% . Samuel Goldblatt, .
€ Valqu 2 Sq / Benjamin R. Dwyet Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Pl
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite SF I L E D |
Buffalo, NY 14202 '
_(716) 853-8100 NOY 2 3 201
SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Kleil Heitler MEW YORK

NOV 10201

136187531




e

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-103220
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
LOUIS SILBERT JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

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

Dated: New York, NY

lo]24 2011
By: ( ) ﬁ_, /Z_J By:
dbl
Tohn E. /a‘t‘["m”"ﬂ’ Benjamin R, Dwyer E£q.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Compan
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain PEza I L E D
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202 NOV 23 201
716) 853-8100
(716) COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

13642913.1 NOV 1 0720 11 A




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
RALPH VINCENT AND LINDA VINCENT, INDEX NO. 103443-02
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- MOTION AND ORDER
PETTIBONE MICHIGAN, LLC, et al.,
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Pettibone Michigan, LLC hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-captioned case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules §3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against Pettibone Michigan, LLC with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto, it is hereby

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

Dated: New York, New York

Novew, fa. ‘2 Jor/

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NER, PONZINI &
ph Vazquez Esq “ Steven H. Gaines, Esq
OO Broadway 11 Martine Avenue, 8" Floor
New York, NY 10003 White Plains, New York 10606
(212) 558-5500 (914) 831-6246
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys [t Pettibone#’cl"gtLE D
o
SO ORDERED, b nov 23 o
Hon. Sherry Klei! Heitler ks OFF
NOV10 ZQ“« B \\I\IE\(OP\K



536.10454/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

This document relates to:

Index No.: 103681
ROBERT NOBLE, Deceased, T20393/01
Plaintiff, : (May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial
: Group)
vs.
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION
et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
: AND ORDER
Defendants.

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

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

crogsclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and thd
game are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c‘;tl.\m*
paTED: /1Y / l/ MOV 23 o

East Hapb New J EHK‘OOFHCE
{ / .z g GOUNTT O YORK

W ESQ. Jo& 72«?1/(."2,55. STEPMEN F. HBALS

WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, , MURPHY GAROFALO

Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation
72 Eagle Roc¢k Avenue, Suite 350
P.O. Box 438

East Hanover, New Jersey 07936
SO ORDERED, /1%&%22%7

Honor ry Klein Heitler

NOV1020"1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-103870
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
DONALD M. TAYLOR JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

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

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

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

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

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

without costs.

Dated:

New ork, NY

2
(”-‘---‘\\\

SO ORDERED,

13651402.1

oe \/a 2quez, B9 .
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
180 Maiden Lane
New York, NY 10038
(212) 558-5500

Hon, ein Heitler

IS

Samuel Goldblatt,

Benjamin R. Dwyger Esq

NIXON PEABODY LLP

Attorneys for Defendant ‘ L E D
Patterson-Kelley Comp

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 913 201\
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 NOV e
Buffalo, NY 14202 CLERKS OFfIC
(716) 853-8+00~ COUNTY LEw YORK

MOV 10 294




X.:/cases/FBW55039/legal/NOSIM

~ . SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

e COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X Index No.: 103870/02
DONALD TAYLOR,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
-against- ORDER
A.C. & S., INC. NYCAL
LLA.S. Part 30
Deferdant(s).
X

WHEREFORE, 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 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.

’?ﬂr@rﬁz,—Esq.Joe A2quc2 \€€q,-  Suzapne M. Halbardier, Esq.
EITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

1031 1)
700 Broadway FULTON BOILER WOR \ \ E D
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

(212) 558-5500

New York, New York 10006 201
(212) 313-3600 NOV 23 .
e OF
SOORDERED, ANV — - COUNTY CLERS\EK
, NEW Y

NOV 10 2014 |




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. 105559/02
DOLORES REINA, Individually and as Administratrix for
the Estate of JOHN REINA
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.

DATED / - L/f (/2011

Aftorneys for Plaintiff Nofel Sta. Maria

Weitz & Luxenberg Attorne
ys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor Borg-Warner Corporation

New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP
DQ/\&, /M. /(/ D/J(/\.C/a K/ ‘ é 9(_ 888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788L E D
SO ORDERED, nov 23 20W
Hon. Sherry CLERKS OFFICE

COUNTY E\W YORK

e



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. 105559/02
DOLORES REINA, Individually and as Administratrix for
the Estate of JOHN REINA
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Burns International Corp., formerly known as Borg-
Warner Corp., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitied case, pursuant
to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against
defendant, Burns International Corp., formerly known as Borg-Warner Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being ho opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Burns International Corp., formerly known as Borg-Warner Corp., be
and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: \ {‘1- , 2011

Attorneys Tor Plainti

. : Anna M. DiLonardo
Weitz & Luxenberg \
700 Broadway - 7th floor Attorneys for Defendant

Burns International Corp., formerly
New York, NY 10003 known as Borg-Warner Corp.
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin

888 V enansﬂeto%l—&@ | |

auppauge,
NOV 23 201
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
Y | ¢ NEW YORK

NOV'T0 2014




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

----------------------------------------------------------------- X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
................................................................. X
This Document Relates To: :

) . " NYCAL
ALICE B. GOEBEL Individually and a Executrix LA.S. Part 30

for the Estate of EDWARD B, GOEBEL, (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

Plaintiff(s), Index No: 105623-02
-against-
. * NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
AC. &S, INC. etal, © JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

____________________________________________ X
WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
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: [/ Z ///

)/ Lo i e—

Danny Kraft, Esq. Nifote M. Kozin, Esq. ! !
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LLP \ L E D |
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for DefendantF 3\ -
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 3 700 ,x
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue NOV 2 ‘
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030 LERKS OFFICE
(212) 536-3900 COUNTY Wy YORK
SO ORDERED,

Hon. SKetty Kle Heitler NOV 1920 n




HOAGLAND, LONGO

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK .

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

INDEX NO.: 02-105625

This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

JAMES R. PELUSO, as Administrator for the Estate
of ROCCO L. PELUSO JR., and JANE M. PELUSO,
Individually,

against

ACandS, INC., et al.,

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

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

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ

laf24 (4

DN

MICHAEL FANELLI, ESQ.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

James R. Peluso, as Administrator for the

Estate of Rocco L. Peluso Jr., and Jane M.

Peluso, Individually

700 Broadway

New York, NY 100
N

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

Kohler Co.

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

BRAN; DUNST-&
DOLIKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

NORTH JERSEY
40 PATERSON'ST

PO BOX 480

NEWY BRUINSYWACK ;)

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MILL.RD
SUTFEZ02
HAMMONTORM, hif

e " mm”me

oot

Py




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
ILA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-105625
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY
ROCCO PELUSO JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
, 2011
By \

By: ,{Z% JZ(/(’\

-

.Samuel Goldblatt, Esﬁ

M chag) fanell! Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, SuiteFO\ \_ E D
_ Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100 NOV 2 9 T
cié ‘ £
SO ORDERED, ey CLFRKS OFFC
Hon. SherY Heitler GO (i YOR

NOv 1 0201

13642913.1




HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAN, DUNST &
DOLKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LA

NORTH.JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST,

PO BOX 480

NEW BRUNSWICK, NJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MILL:RD
SUITE 202
HAMWMONTON, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 02-105714
This Document Relaies to:

NO OPPOSITION
VIRGINIA M. NEUBERT, AS ADMINISTRATRIX OF SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE ESTATE OF KARL E. NEUBERT AND MOTION AND ORDER

VIRGINIA M. NEUBERT, INDIVIDUALLY

against

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL

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

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

DATED: -\ New York, New York

/jj V7o

SAMUEL MEIKOWITZ, ESQ. = ¥
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Virginia M. Neubert, as Administratrix for the
Estate of Karl E. Neubert, and Virginia M.
Neubert, Individually,

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

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

Kohler Co.

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

SO ORDERED:

SHERRY KLEliN HEIM.ER

NOV 10 291, ¢ Nov 23 20M

UNTY CLERK'S OFFICH
O NEW YORK




CLB55551/legal/nosjm

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
e X
VIRGINIA M NEUBERT, as Administratrix for the
Estate of KARL E. NEUBERT, and VIRGINA M.
NEUBERT, Individually,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 1006290
111823/02 & (05714/02)
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
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, - o

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants CLEAVER-BROOQOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

/4{ M /2 V

Samuel Meirowitz, Esq. Suzann@albardier, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.
700 Broadway Barry McTieman & Moore
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor
New York, Ne 0|k E)OE D

(212) 313-360

NOV 2 3 201

OUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
¢ NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

Klein-Heitler

NUV 10201




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

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

MEVY BRUNSWICK, N

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, A

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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

INDEX NO.: 02-105716
This Document Relates to:

NO OPPOSITION
BONNIE DAILEY, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE SUMMARY JUDGMENT
ESTATE OF FRANCIS DAILEY AND BONNIE MOTION AND ORDER

DAILEY, INDIVIDUALLY
against

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL

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

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

DATED:

New York, New York
1Q-13-1{

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

Kohler Co.

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

ATTHEW K, ESQ.
WEITZ & CUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Bonnie Dailey, As Administratrix for the
Estate of Francis Dailey and Bonnie Dailey,
Individually
700 Broadway F I L E
New York, NY 1

SO ORDERED:

SHERRY KLEIN

BX-BAR-25

NOV 10 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-1(
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
THOMAS WIMMER - SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X 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 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Paﬁerson—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-Kélley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice_ and
without costs.

Dated: N k, NY
J/

By: / /
Samuel G
Benjamin R. Dwjer Esq
NIXON PEABODY LLP

'So-& \/Az ver, Zr¢.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane ) Patterson-Kelley Company E D
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain fza\ L
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 30 1\
uffalo, NY 14202 NV 2 310
(716) 853-8100 £AKS OFFICE
. cu .
SO ORDERED, v SOUNT] e YORK

Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler

NOV 1¢ 2019

13646404.1




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

_________________________________________________________________ x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
----------------------------------------------------------------- x
This Document Relates To: :
: NYCAL
IRVING SPITZ, . LA.S. Part 30
. (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
Plaintiff(s),
Index No: 106266-02
-against-
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et al., . NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby reciuests 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 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 /—) M m [
Matthew Maclntyre, Esq? Nidote M. Kozin, Esq o

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LLP | ; ) | 23 'L“\\
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant - \‘\M ' FF\GE
700 Broadway CRANE CO. l(e ‘ CLE K O
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenu GOUNT\{QEW yoRk
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022#6030

(212) 536-3900 L e

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherr i itler

NOV 102011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-HO-+H4E
x
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
FARO VITALE SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Divisio_n, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY p
By: By: m i

) Samuel Goldbla¥, Esq.
P)lu\ A\ Vo G‘«JO _ ‘ Benjamin R. Dwyer %
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 5

Buffalo, NY 14202 % I L E D

(716) 853-8100
SO ORDERED NOV 2 3 201

Hon. Sh eitler COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NOV1g 20"3 NEW YORK

13642913.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
[LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-106509
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
VINCENT J. AULETTA JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

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

Dated: New York, NY
i ~2011 \

oy % [~ By

Samuel Goldblatt, Es‘¥
q-

S o :\fg-:_&x rz, Fs Benjamin R. Dwyer
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane ) Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Pla

(212) 558-5500 tain Plaza, Suite 500 oY 23. 2
Buffalo, NY 14202 NOV. &

(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

NOV 102011

13642913.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
____________________________________________ - -x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
................................................................. X
This Document Relates To: :
" NYCAL
PAUL MICHAEL BUCZEK, ' 1AS. Part 30
Plaintiff(s), (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
) Index No: 106578-02
-against-

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY

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

Defendants.
--------------------------------------- [ER— _X

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 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: /(/} //I

New York, New York

F / i/
mo mﬁjﬂ o
Matthew Maclntyre, E4. Nic,aﬂ“eM; Kozin, Esq. /

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway CRANE CO. ‘ L E D
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington AvenuF
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10032-6030 . 9 3 701
712) 5363900 WO €
. | UNTY CHEC SRk
SO ORDERED, cO NEW YO

Hon. Sherr§ KleinHeitler

NGV 102011



)‘(.:/cases/FBW457l7/legal/NOSJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK @
X Index No.\10657

CARL CUCCO, JR., 112736/02

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

AC &S., INC. NYCAL
[.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s).
X

WHEREFORE, 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 defendént 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.

YT M LS Q/

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Suz M. Halbardier, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C } BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE

Attorneys for Plaintiff | )5 1] Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway | FULTON BOILER WO ‘ L E D
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14™ Floo

(212) 558-5500

New York, New York 10006 3 20N
(212)313-3600 - NOV 2

SO ORDERED, GOUNTY 21 NEW ‘(OF\K

Hon. Sherfy Ki¥in-Heitler

NOV10201m




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To:

Index No.; 112-H4<(
FRANK ROKITKA and EMMA ROKITKA, 106578- )

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

Defendants, ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/ik/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN
STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 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 dismisséd with

prejudice and without costs. F ‘ L E D

Dated:  \\\ YA\

New York, New York /M NOV 2 3 20
/\&Q( 9 L m O 2 ’ C\_LRKS OFFICE
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Keith M. O’Connor, Esq. ©Y OUNTY NEW YORK
Weitz & Luxenberg Braaten & Pascarella, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
700 Broadway Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc,
New York, New York 10003 2430 Route 34
(212) 558-5500 Manasquan, New Jersey 08736
T (732) 528-8888
SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sttkry K. Heitler

NOV10201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------------------------------- x
IN RE; NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
----------------------------------------------------------------- x
This Document Relates To: :

: * NYCAL
AARON O’BRIEN, ' LAS. Part 30

Plaintiff(s), (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

X Index No: 106581-02
-against-
NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY

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

Defendants.
---------------- - ---—--—--—-—------X

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
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

l
\

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. E D ;
3

Dated: ’//} /l/ F ‘
New York, New York ’) l N(.N 293 201 \

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq/ e M Kozin, Esq NEW \(ORK
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway CRANE CO.

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue

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

(212) 536-3900

SO ORDERED,

NOV 102919



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 LA.S. Part 30

! (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ! _
Index N(e/l 06693/02,15024/02
ROBERT W. SCHAETZER AND DOROTHY L.

SCHAETZER,

Plaintiff(s),
-against-
1 NO OPPOSITION
A.C.&S.,INC, etal., ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
| MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). '

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

chetto, B4q. &
LUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Degfendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Tishman Liquidating Corporation Robert W. Schaetzer and Dorothy,L,. Schaetzer
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway / , L
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 E

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500

"0V 23 gy

CounTy CLeRics

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sherry eitler 238325608/ YORK FRcg

NOV 102011

{N0109581-1}

i
!

L

3
1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION + LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, 1)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: : -
' Index N@ 15024/02
ROBERT W. SCHAETZER AND DOROTHY L.
SCHAETZER, :
Plaintiff(s), ;
]
-against- E
 NO OPPOSITION
A.C.&S.,INC, etal.,  SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). !

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s 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.

Dated: New York, New York
\ \‘X %\ L 20m

uﬁmgw

Matthew D. Sampar, Esq.

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Robert W. Schaetzer and Dorothy L. Schaetzer
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway F I L E D
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 :
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 !
NOV 2 3 201 ,

SO ORDERED, d COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Hon. Shérf¥ Kleif Heitler 324-6879AEW YORK

NOV 102011

{N0109582-1}



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. 106693/02

ROBERT W. SCHAETZER

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, lLockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

C\t/to{n?lsl:for Plsintiff Colleen M. Cronuli

70%'% C;Jxen 6;31 o Attorneys for Defend

700 Broadway - 7th floor Lockheed Martin Corp NOV 23 201
EW YOIK, Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memori Mjghwaymws OFF

Hauppauge, NY 11 NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

NUV 102011

CE



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. 106693/02
ROBERT W. SCHAETZER

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to ail co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

DATED: [//2, 2011

Attorneys for Plaintiff Colleen M. Cronin

Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor g&o(;réelynscfor Defendant

New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler Noy 23 200

\ CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

NOV 102011

3
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________________________________ x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
_________________________________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: :

" NYCAL
NORMAN J. REINARD, ' LAS Part 30

Plaintiff(s), (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

W Index No: 106694-02
-against-

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY

A.O0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et al., JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.

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 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'///

New York, New York
ALY, M 09\/——
atthew MécIntyre Es

Nicéle M. Kozin, Esq. D i\
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LLP ‘1 4
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant ?.““ ‘ \
700 Broadway CRANE CO. nov 23 A
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue aK'S OFFICE
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 100226034 G\-E\(OP\K

).536-3900
SO ORDERED,
H er n Heitler

Nov 4 02017



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

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

INEW BRUNSWICK  NJ

SQUTH JERSEY

70T WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 02-106695

This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

BARBARA M. WILLIS, as Executrix for the Estate of
HENRY H. WILLIS, AND BARBARA M. WILLIS,

against

ACandS, INC,, et al.,

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

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

DATED: [\V5-t New Brunswick, NJ

/[g Nt~ 19y1/29

SAMUEL MEIROWITZ, ESQ. /

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), .

Barbara M. Willis, as Executrix for the Estate
of Henry H. Willis, and Barbara M. Willis
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

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

Kohler Co.

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

SO ORDERED:

Honorab rry Ki€in Heitler

T v 23

 CLERKS oFFIcE

NOV 102019




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-106695
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
ERIC E. DREIMILLER JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
“‘ lﬂ , 2011 \

By:_#Z¢ BV( By: 7

Samuel Goldblatt, Esq.ﬂ

M .choe | Al ( - Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Pl ‘ L E D )
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 50
Buffalo, NY 14202 NOV 23 201
Oy 8IsTee FFICE
'S0
COUNTY CLERKS
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK

NOV 10 20191

13642513.1




SUPREME CQURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-------------------------------------------------- X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
----------------------------------------------------------------- x
This Document Relates To: :
: NYCAL
EDWARD MCINERNEY, JR., ¢ LA.S. Part 30
. (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
Plaintiff(s),
Index No: 106706-02
-against-
A.Q. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et al., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
+ JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

___________________________________________ ———— -=X

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
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.

pated New Yo/rl/</1:\71-ev/v/€’0rk ,)( ‘ L E D
. 72 Lt wde M. cK) A

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq/ Niésle M. Kozin, Esq OFF‘OE
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LLP > T C,\,ER‘QSK
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant couN NEW yoR

700 Broadway CRANE CO.

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue

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

_.(212) 536-3900

SO ORDERED,

oy



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

NORTHAERSEY

40 PATEREOM ST

PO BOX 480

NEW BRUNSWICK, hJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

L
—

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NOQ.: 02-106708
This Document Relates to:

NO OPPOSITION
SHIRLEY G. CHIMERA, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE SUMMARY JUDGMENT
ESTATE OF RICHASRD ANTHONY CHIMERA, AND MOTION AND ORDER

SHIRLEY G. CHIMERA, INDIVIDUALLY,

against

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

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

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

DATED:{FH| New York, New York

Je%f /U/ZD/ZfL

SAMUEL MEIROWITZ, ESQ.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Shirley G. Chimera, as executrix for the
Estate of Richard Anthony Chimera, and
Shirley G. Chimera, Individually

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

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

Kohler Co.

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

LTI e




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

This Document Relates To:
JAMES P. CAHILL,
Plaintiff(s),
-against-
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et al.,

Defendants.

: NYCAL
: LA.S, Part 30
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

Index No; 106708-02

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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 all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

I /}///

New York, New York

Matthew MaclIntyre, Esq. %

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

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

(212) 558-5500

Dated:

SO ORDERED,

Yot Ko

Nidole M. Kozin, Esq# \ L E

K&L GATES LLP

Attorneys for Defendant
CRANE CO. NOV 23 20m
599 Lexington Avenue oL CRKS OFFICE

New York, NY 10022608087

ORK
(212) 5363900 EwY

Hon. Sherr? Xlein Heitler

Vov 020y




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: e
Index Ng. 106708/C
RALPH A. CONTE and DIANE CONTE 116074/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and
there being no opposition thereto,

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

DATED: 1 =7 2011

Attorneys for Plaintiff /77 chvel Frvel - nd M DiLJr;ard% E

Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway - 7th floor BMCE inc ¢ v 23 201
New York, NY 10003 S are, NO

Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, OF
Coleman & Goggin ONTY CLERKS
GOUN Lol YORK
888 Veterans Memorial High\wsy
-Hauppauge, NY 11788

SO ORDERED,

HOVv102018

FICE.




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index N

RALPH A. CONTE and DIANE CONTE 116074/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

DATED: =T . 2011

Attgfheys for Plaintiff _ M .chae\ Fane -

/ - X
/X AAA . wrini Wik |

a M. DiLonaMo

_ Xn \
\7/\663& & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defen 23 w
¢ B‘YroadwaYy - 7th floor Lockheed Martin Corp. aKS OFFICE
ew York, NY 10003 Marshall, Denneh ,W&rﬁﬁ\(oa\ﬁ
Coleman & Gogdf NE

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
uppauge, NY 11788

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SheffeKleih Heitler

}OY 102010
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 LA.S. Part 30

! (Heitler, J))

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: !
Index N4.:'106708/02;-116074/02

RALPH A. CONTE AND DIANE CONTE,

Plaintiff(s),
-against-
+ NO OPPOSITION
AC.&S., INC,etal., \ SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). !

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

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

costs.

Dated: New ork ew York

201 1
(NICOIC P. Wesselmann, Esq. M.ch (3,_4_,( e U
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. _\ . ._
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff F ‘ L E D ;
Kentile Floors, Inc. Ralph Conte and Diane Conte R
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway 91 2011 .
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 NOV
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 < CLERKS OFFICE

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry KI€ém He 2082-10803

NOV102011

{N0109597-1}
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 LA.S. Part 30

' (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ! o
Index No.{106708/0 6074/02

RALPH A. CONTE AND DIANE CONTE,

t
]
]
1
1
\
Plaintiff(s), :
i
:
1

-against-
1 NO OPPOSITION
A.C. &S., INC, etal.,  SUMMARY JUDGMENT
! MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). !

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New/York

\

Roy H. Schafartz, Esq. /~ S, g oad FM/[,\' LE D N
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C ‘ i
Attgfneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff 20\
Ti Liquidating Corp. Ralph Conte and Diane Conte “0\1 23
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway < OFFICE
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 NTY C\,ERK K
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 cou NEW YOR
SO ORDERED, .4

Hon. S Kleth Heitler 2383-25634W

NOv10201

{N0109598-1}
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 LA.S. Part 30
' (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index N6 106708/02, 116074/02

RALPH A. CONTE AND DIANE CONTE,

Plaintiff(s),
-against-
1 NO OPPOSITION
A.C. &8S.,INC., et al., , SUMMARY JUDGMENT
| MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). '

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s 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.

Dated: New Yprk, Tew York

|\t /7] ,2011
AN

Matthew D. §ampar, Esq.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor

New York, New York 10004

(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kiein Heit¥r

{N0109585-1}

/ . <
Jead Faell
EITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Ralph Conte and Diane Conte ﬁf’ ‘ L E D )
700 Broadway : !
New York, New York 10003 " . \
212) 558-5500 wov 23 201
...... - Y CLEP\K'S OFF‘CE
324-6860J
NOV102011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-106709
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
WARREN WHITE JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

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

Dated: New York, NY

Jo]ag 2011 m
By: Z ”__gb_ By:

Samuel Goldblatt, E£q.
Tohn €. Brehmenet Benjamin R. Dwyef Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Pl I L E D
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 5

Buffalo, NY 14202

-(716) 853-8100 NOV 23 201
OUNTY CLERK'S OFFIGF
SO ORDERED, GO e YORK

Ho

in Heitler NOV 1 0 20 "

13651402.1




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

_________________________________________________________________ X

INRE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
_________________________________________________________________ x

This Document Relates To: :

© NYCAL
WILLIAM A. KAULBACK, ' LAS. Part 30
Plaintiff(s). (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
) Index No: 106808 -02
-against-

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY

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

Defendants.

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 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: / ’/t
New Y01 , New York 7 t/)/\
22y )AL wrQL 67% 02y
Michael Tanelli, Esq. NicalW. Kozin, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&I. GATES LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant

GRS o e FTLED

599 Lexington Avenue

(212) 558-5300 New York. NY 10022-6030
212).536-3900 ROV 2 3 2011

h mwzg RSSKOFFICE

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Feitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY ‘ NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To:

Ronald J. Deon 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

WWESHE

. 7 A Lo i S

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff _ EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

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

New York, New York 10017 L E D

Qur Flle No. 05335. 0?1

ol 23 200
K OF

Hon. Shery K. Héitler . CLER

SO ORDERED,

4706438v.1

FICE




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: :
s " NYCAL
ALBERT C. DESHAIES, ' LAS. Part 30
Plaintiff(s), (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
. Index No:; 106963 -02
-agamst-

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY

A 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et al,, JUDCMENT MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.

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 all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: ///9’//!

[ Y L S

Michael Fanelli, Esq. Nicdle M. Kozin, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LLP
Attorneys for Plaintif({s) Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway CRANE CO.
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Ave ‘
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 100?5(&0[_ E D ‘
,, (212) 536-3900 ’ ‘
v 23 201
SO ORDERED;, .
itler COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

NOV 10201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
_ L.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-H+994
x
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
RONALD J. DEON SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X 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 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New Yprk, NY

/¥ ! 2011 | Q_ﬁﬂ
by 24, 2. I7- By: -

Y. , SamuelFGoldblatt, Esd.
(hﬂh‘)ﬂ w {k Gtéf?m;)/(, KUV' Benjamin R. Dwyew/Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

40 Fo aza; Suite 500

Walo,NY 14202 [ 1L

(716) 853-8100

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

NOV 102010

136429131




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK .
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-106964
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
JOHN KOSTOROSKI SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

Dated: New York, NY

c/2g 2011
By: W ) By:
Samuel Goldblatt, Esq.
3':‘»” E. 72 :‘e;hm»-d Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain P E D __
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 5? ‘ L ;

Buffalo, NY 14202 _
(716) 853-8100 — NOV 23 201

Ty CLERK'S OFFICE

ERED
SO ORDERED, L EW YORK

COUN

NOV 10 201y

13651402.1




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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates To: , Index No: 112123/02

(16/04

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

Alfred E. Smith

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

WEIN

R W Qi Zur

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street E D y
New York, New York 1
QOur File No. 05335.008)1 ) 3 ?.m\

\&0‘4 CE
S OFF\

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K Heitler -

4707429v.1




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

................................................................. X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:

JOAN M. BISHOP, as Administratrix for the Estate : NYCAL
of GEORGE HENRY BISHOP, and JOAN BISHOP, : 1.A.S. Part 30

Individually, (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
Plaintiff(s), ¢ Index No.: 106965-02
-against- : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND
AC. &S, INC., etal., : ORDER
Defendants. :
_________________________________________________________________ x

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: ///)— //I / j
New York, New York ') \‘QK/W\ *
7 A 29 A ' 4
Samuel Meirowitz, Esq. Nicdle W Kozin, Esq. F‘ L E

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant o1
700 Broadway CRANE CO. NOV 23 2
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue
’ 's OFFICE
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022 GOUNTY C\‘(—VE$SRSKO
(212) 536-3900 NE
SO ORDERED,
1erry Klem'Heitler
NOV 10201

NY-922967 v|




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index N

JOAN M. BISHOP, As Administratrix for the Estate of 111308/02

GEORGE HENRY BISHOP, and JOAN BISHOP,

Individually
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

DATED: \ 2011

Atto_rneys for Plaintiff ‘ﬁ n'na M DiLonado |
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor BMCE Inc

New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,

Coleman & Goggi
888 Veterans Me%_rii I-‘g.hvg D
Hauppauge, NY T1788

i yov 23200

SO ORDERED { aK's OFFIG
’ 7 , cLER
Hon. Sherry Kleirl Heitler COUNT\\(\\EW YORK

NGV 10201




HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAN; DLINET &
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAWY

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

NEW BRUNSWICK, NJ

SOUTH.JERSEY

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

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

This Document Relates to:

SHIRLEY CIRBUS, as Administratrix for the Estate of
PATRICK J. CIRBUS, and SHIRLEY CIRBUS,

Individually,
against

ACands, INC., et al.,

INDEX NO.: 02-106999

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ

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

Kohler Co.

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

SO ORDERED:

NOV 10201] Honorable S

V10201

MW /0// 0/Z.°u

SAMYEL MEIROWITZ, ESQ.

WEITZ & LUXENBE G LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Shirley Cirbus, as Administratrix for the
Estate of Patrick J. ( d irle
Cirbus, Individually Cﬁ“' 3'1- E b
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

BX-TWO-1




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: :
CAROLYN SPA'TH, as Executrix for the Estate of : NYCAL
JAMES H. SPATH, and CAROLYN SPATH, : ]
Individuall - LA.S. Part 30
hdividuatly, " (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
Plaintiff(s), Index No: 107000-02
-against- ' NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
AC.and S, INC., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

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 all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated: /] /9’/ /1
New York, New York

JQ—'W /20 M& m 4(0 (e

Michacllanett=Ess. (o (! [ wl"l’t- N/c&l'e’l\/[ Kozin, Esq. ‘ L E D

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. K&L GATES LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendan

700 Broadway CRANE CO., , 23 ‘Zm‘\

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue N(N

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030 v CLERKS OFFICE
212) 536-3900 COUNT L EW YORK

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 LA.S. Part 30
) (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No.: 111909/0Z, 107001/

1

i

1
WALTER W. WILSNACK III AND FRANCES 1
WILSNACK, l
\

1

i

1

1

Plaintiff(s),
-against-
i NO OPPOSITION
A.C. &S.,INC., et al.,  SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). |

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint
against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, 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 prejhdice and without

costs,

Dated: New York, New York

‘@C &‘ f\lil/? 201 W

Robert Darish, Esq.

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

Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff

Qakfabco, Inc. Walter W, Wilsnack, IIT and Frances Wilsnack
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway

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

(212) 509-3456 (212)”_558-5500

SO ORDERED, E ! LED
Hon. Shetf§ Klein Heitler , ashan
¢ Nov23um
UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
co NEW YORK

{N0109292-1}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ! '
1 Index No.: 111909/02 0

WALTER W. WILSNACK III AND FRANCES

]
!
WILSNACK, \
Plaintiff(s), '
. 1
-against- E
 NO OPPOSITION
AC. &8S., INC, etal, \ SUMMARY JUDGMENT
! MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). '

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s

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

thereto,

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

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

Rf)y . Schwartz, Fsq. ~ L= M
GIVNEY & KTUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attpfneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Treadwell Corporation Walter W. Wilsnack, III and Frances Wilsngck E D
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway ﬁ !L
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 :
(212) 509-3456 : (212) 558-5500 )' NOV 2 3 200
e g < OFFICE
Ty CLERKS
SO ORDERED, COUN NEW YORK

1235-4454

R o

{N0109308-1}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 LA.S. Part 30

, (Heitler, J.) )
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: . vl
1 Index No.: 111909/02}_107001/0

WALTER W. WILSNACK III AND FRANCES

1
1
WILSNACK, :
Plaintiff(s), :
1
-against~ E
i NO OPPOSITION
AC. &S, INC, etal.,  SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). !

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all coudeféndants, 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

W 102011 201

Ro{ h\{artz, Esq.

Mc EY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attofneys for Defendants _ Attomneys for Plaintiff

Courter & Company, Inc. Walter W. Wilsnack, III and Fragces,Wilsna

80 Broad Street ~ 23rd Floor 700 Broadway ?P S| L CE D
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

(212) 509-3456 ‘ (212) 558-5500 NGV 23 201

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE

SO ORDERED _ a
s 25 d YORK
Hon. Shé i i 1122-4931 NEW

{N0109298-1}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 LA.S. Part 30

, (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO" '
Index No.: 11 1909/02,

- WALTER W. WILSNACK III AND FRANCES

;
]
1
WILSNACK, :
Plaintiff(s), !
I
-against- E
| ' NO OPPOSITION
A.C. &S.,INC., et al., | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER

Defendant(s). '

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there |
" being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against -
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Coi‘poration, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
2011

Q&&J Nov 1020 7l —

Robert Darish, Esq.

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

Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff

Tishman Liquidating Corporation Walter W, Wilsnack, IIT and Frances Wilsnack

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 E D |

(212) 509-3456 . (212) 558-5500 ‘ L i

SO ORDERED, — FICE
Hon. Sherry Klein Heiler 2383-25561A% (3} £RKS OF

{N0109301-1}



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. 107004/02
LOWELL H. THOMPSON

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and W|thout costs.

DATED: // 2 12011

=7/ ) W

Attorneys for Plaintiff Colleen M. Cronln

Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor ﬁgggggéﬁ f&;gﬁ%’;ﬁm

New York, NY' 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin

888 Veterans Memorial H ﬂ
Hauppauge, I\F1‘7 IEV
NOY 23 2

H . ‘ . GE
Heitler e ERKS OFF!
COUNTY g YORK

NOV 1 02011

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry




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. 107004/02

LOWELL H. THOMPSON

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

(ol 1 e

and without costs.

DATED: //(/ Z— 2011

Attorneys for Plaintiff Colleen M. Cronin
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor BMCE Inc

New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,

Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway

SO ORDERED,

oy 23 190

%

)

o e £

Hon. Sherry Kiein Heitler { RS 0

CJU“\\‘;\\ W \:o\«(\

Hauppauge, NY 1178? E_ D 1\

4

-FICE




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
Index No.: 1 7/()
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 107004/0
ROBERT LYDECKER,
Plaintiff(s),
- against - - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., MOTION
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil‘ Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto, _ | _

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

to either party.

Dated: “[% 2011 FIL ED |

New York, New York

W o e
o ~LERK'S OFFICE -
e DU GOUNTY CLERKS,

Frenl Qrtiez By, Michuy] Fanell Talene N. Megeriaz,;‘éq. N
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMRRIDGE
Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, L.TD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

- New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain
(212) 558-5500 : 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SHerry Klein‘Heitler

NOVIg20m




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION \ LA.S. Part 30
' (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

LOWELL H. THOMPSON,

Index Nof- 107004/02,115179/02

Plaintiff(s),
-against-
» NO OPPOSITION
A.C. &S., INC., etal., ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). g

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary

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

plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

v CGIVNEY & , PG,
Attorneys for Digfendants
Tishman Liquidating Corporation
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

7=
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F I L E D

Attorneys for Plaintiff

Lowell H. Thompson NOV 23 2011

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
(212) 558-5500 NEW YORK

Hon. Sh Klein Heitler

{N0109252-1}

2383-2599AQ




CLB5377%/legal/nosjm

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
ROBERT LYDECKER, :
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND.
-against- Index No.\107004/02
115157/02
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al,, NYCAL
. LA.S. Part 30
- Defendani(s),
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,

el Fanelli,Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff | () \ 9 8\ g
Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

SO ORDERED,
in-Heitler

Suz albardier, Esq.
Attorneys for Defendant
CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.
Barry McTiermnan & Moore
2 Rector Street, 14® Floor

New York, New Yo I‘TGE D
(212) 313-3600F

CE
CLERKS oFt
GOUNTY g YORC

NOV10 201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LA.S. Part 30
' (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No.t 107004/02;-115179/02

LOWELL H. THOMPSON,

Plaintiff(s),
-against-
i NO OPPOSITION
AC. &S, INC, etal.,  SUMMARY JUDGMENT
| MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). !

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s 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.

Dated: New York, New York
, 2011

Matthew D. Sampar, Esq.

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.

Attorneys for Defendants

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor

New York, New York 10004

(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

A

i

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. D
Attomeys for Plaintiff 4 | W E ;
Lowell H. Thompson F W\

700 Broadway YA\

New York, New York 10003 NO\J 1 3 CE
(212) 558-5500 ks OFF

v CLE
COUN \\(N(Fi\N yOoRK

Hon. SherfyT(le‘i?Heitler

{N0109265-1}

324-2599AQ

NOV 10201




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: :
EDWARD O’DONNELL as Personal b NYCAL
Representative for the Lstate of EDWARD H. " LAS. Part 30
O’DONNELL L As rant 30
’ ' (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
Plaintiff(s), " Index No: 107005 -02
-against- ' NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY

A.C.and S.. INC.. et al.. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plainti{fs’ 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/ /?‘ / /7

New York, New York M N
§
-44@- 2/zey - m AV }

Samuel Méirowitz, E{q. Nicbte M. Kozin, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LLP , a

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant NOY 2 3 201 '

700 Broadway CRANE CO. '

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue JNTY CLERKS OFFICE
Ccou aK

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

(212) 536-3900

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sh eitler

NOV 10 201H




CLB55403/legal/nosjm
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----- X

JAMES FRETTO,

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

-against- Index Nows-14 0
117983/02

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., etal,, NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30

Defendant(s),
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 td all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

without costg. '
“?du/}m/\( N ] V@

{ Suzanife\Ratcliffe, Esq. _ i &pﬁbi@mg io, Esq. (
Attorriey for Plaintiff \ ,18\ ' orneys for Defendant
Weitz\€, Luxenberg \ CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14™ Flogr D
New York, NevF ok 1 006E -
(212) 313-3600 '
NOV 2 3 201
SO ORDERED, aK's OFFICE
— NTY CLE .
COUR NEW YORK A

NOV 1 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
Index No.{_107006/(0
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 117983/02
JAMES FRETTO,
Plaintiff{s),
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., MOTION
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-cntitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

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

to either party. \
Dated%. 1 ,2011 E_o A
New York, New York ? \¢' A
q fm\\ o
; S “‘0\‘ 'L \Q OFF\GQ
T s o
" Benj cathers, £6q. X 0\%40““*
.C. SE cCAMBRIBGE cOV™ W
Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attomeys for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, NY 10022

(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,




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

NORTH JERSEY.

40 PATERSON 5T

PO BOX 480

NEW BRUNSYICHK, NJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE, 202
HAMMONTORN, MJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 02-107007

This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

CAROL RUFFUS AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE
ESTATE OF ARNOLD BENEDETTO JR., AND
EDNA MAE BENEDETTO, INDIVIDUALLY

against

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

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

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

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

e w

New Brunswick, NJ

DATED:

/f’? Y/ d/) o/ w

SAMUEL MEfROWITlZ, ESQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBE G
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Carol Ruffus, as Administratrix for the Estate
of Armold Benedetto JR., and Edna Mae
Benedetto, Individually
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10

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

Kohler Co.

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

ILED

SO ORDERED: 74
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler NDV 23 201
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICH
‘ NOV 10201 NEW YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S, Part 30
| (Heitler,J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: !

Index No 15354/02
HARVEY FIALA AND ROBOIN FIALA,
Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- ' MOTION AND ORDER
A C.&S,INC, et al.
Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: Ne Y‘Trk, ew York
V\/ 'z , , 2011

d’// /U,Z(J( w/r/,m%///v/ | Z27

nnifer A. Fugghetto, Fsq. M.l Forvell,
ttorney for éjfendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Safeguard Intdstrial Equipment Co. Harvey Fiala and Robin Figla
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.# ‘ L E D
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway =
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 NOV 23 2011
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 CE
o ~LNTY CLERK'S OFF
COUN TLEW YORK
SO ORDERED,

16 Heitler NOV 102011

Hon. Sherry

324-6735




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

: Index No(. 107007/02,.115354/02
HARVEY FIALA AND ROBIN FIALA, =

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION

_ | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- { MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S., INC., et al. ;
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

costs.

Dated: New Yorl?/Ne York
|| [ /,2011

FIL ED 3 itg
R\ Wryr o ) Nov 23 201

Carol Tempesta, Esq. Mgy Feanell; COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs NEW YORK
Oakfabco Inc. Harvey Fiala and Robin Fiala
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500
SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sgerrm,ﬁh/ﬁq{tler

NOV10201m

2571-683




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30

{ (Heitler,J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: g o f‘;?

i Index NO;Z\}_QZ(_)__QZ/ 115354/02
HARVEY FIALA AND ROBIN FIALA, =

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

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

L[ /7] 2011

4”:2252;21’( EE;: SRS Q)?JF\{DEE
“ RS “\( L/\--\'I"‘ . )
M. on g Taruel') c()U‘N “EW-‘QHV\

Attorney tor Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs

Tishman Liquidating Corp. Harvey Fiala and Robin Fiala

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

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

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

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, NOV 10201

Hons Heitler

2383-25533




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: /”'r—:H“ ;

+ Index No.{_1070 T 115354/02
HARVEY FIALA AND ROBIN FIALA, :

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT

-against- { MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S., INC., et al. '

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York/ New York
|| 7/ 2011

L
cWED Y
df/(/u £ /%(M%MZ 22 - ¥ \ }' 3 W \‘\

nnifer A. Fschetto, Esq. M. choe) Fomel: Wy - 5 OFF\C’E : \
ttorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs o~ G\,EP“‘SP‘\Q -

Treadwell Corporation Harvey Fiala and Robin FE@N\ weW N

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

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

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

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherr?f(ieicmeitler NOV 1 020“

1235-481




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LA.S. Part 30
 (Heitler, I.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

HARVEY FIALA AND ROBIN FIALA,

: CE—
{ Index No.:(107007/02,-215354/02

| NO OPPOSITION

Plaintiffs,
_ SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- ' MOTION AND ORDER
A.C. &S, INC, et al.
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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. ﬁ,\
Dated: Nevi/(Y %}/ew’ggxl'l; :_ - \ \‘ E D )\\\\
/ e ?,“\\ \

3
W R FFICE

P\ 2
bA/K/@/,(/ﬂ/XM/%’ %/v(}o\“@ N OV \(o\‘r\\ﬁ

ennifer A. Flischetts, Esq. M e\ ¥ m{ L
Attorney for/Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Courter &'\€ompany, Inc.

Harvey Fiala and Robin Fiala
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. She leif Feftler

noy 10201

1122-5960




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK e
Index No.:

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 115354/02
HARVEY FIALA,
Plaintiff(s),
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., MOTION
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

to either party.

Dated: “/g/ ,2011 F \ L E D 'a,gif

New York, New York

f Nov 23 20
/%'5—7/' . 'f  GLERKS OFFICE

ROpla@a @ Esq. M) Tavol, LindsqyJI. Foster, Esq. COUN NEW YORK
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,

NOV 10201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 107098/02
NO OPPOSITION

William P. O’Meara SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

AR

Y4,/ 7’%_4;& Qua St

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attormmey for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017

Our File No. OSX?O(YOL E D ‘-v

SO ORDERED, NOV 2 3 201

Hon. She THefler

y CE
TY CLERK'S OFFl
COUN NEW YORK

4707292v.1 NOV 1 0 20"1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
[.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-HF5H
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: , '
NO OPPOSITION
RICHARD BURTON SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X 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 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition there‘go,

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

AV

—r

: 7~

By:

Samuel Goldblatt, Es
Ny UA‘Z- S22, :q Benjamin R. Dwyer }sq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, . NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company

A

40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain PlazaF % %“ E D

(212) 558-5500

(716) 853-8100

<{’H

SO ORDERED,

Hon, Sl Aﬂ Heitler

NOV 102011

13642913.1

Buffalo, NY 14202 NoY 20 AR

| FAKS OFFIC
\r\; YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 02-107102

This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION

RANDALL A. KACER AND JOYCE C. KACER SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

against

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

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

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

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

DATED: New York, New York

/ 0/ AT / { / MQ
WENDY R. KAGAN, ESQ. )ﬂATT‘HﬁW PARK, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for Defendant, Randall A. Kacer and Joyce C. Kacer
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 New York, NY 10003

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

SO ORDERED:
MORAN.DUNST & SHERRY KLEWLER

DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

OrATIREONST NGOV 1 0 ! 1
PO BOX 480 &Q /2
NEW BRUNSIAIOK, N9 \

LT




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

Index No.: 107167/02 }
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 1
|
|

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

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintif’'s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto, |

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs
D.
£l v eEV.
, 1\
WL, O
(\  CLERKS OFF

Jerm¥fer L. Budner, Esq— COUNT NEW YORK

to either party.

Dated: ___ (I I R , 2011
New York, New York

Y Ve

Michael P. Fanelli, Esq.

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

New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

Hon. Sherry Klein Neitler

NOV 102019




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

MNORTH.JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST
POBOX 480

NEVW BRUNSYICK, hlJ

SOUTH JERSEY

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

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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

INDEX NO.: 02-107167

This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

PATRICIA GEARY, as Executrix for the Estate of
RICHARD K. GEARY, and PATRICIA GEARY,
Individually,

against

ACandsS, INC., et al.,

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

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

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

(Y

. MICHAEL FANELLI, ESQ.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP

Attorneys for Plaintifi(s),

Patricia Geary, as Executrix for the Estate of
Richard K. Geary, and Patricia Geary,
individually

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

DATED:

New Brunswick, NJ

oeo bet™

a¥, 2o//

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

Kohler Co.

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

WA AN v o%B?E%gmm




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

This Document Relates To:

CYNTHIA SCHULTHEIS, and LYNDA O’BRIEN, :
as Co-Administratrices for the Estate of MATTHEW : NYCAL
J. DEGAETANO, and CYNTHIA SCHULTHEIS, : 1.A.S.Part 30
and LYNDA O’BRIEN, as Co-Executrices for the : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
Estate of JEANNE DEGAETANO, :
Index No.: 107183-02
Plaintiff(s),
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
-against- : JUDGMENT MOTION AND
: ORDER
AC &S, INC, etal.,

Defendants.

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: I/ (L}I//
New York, New York )
" 11/Z(2e) . /)jb L E D

Samuel Meirowit NidoRoM. Kozin, Esq.”

WEITZ & LUXE ERG P.C. K&L GATESLLP¢ .
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant NOV 2 3 201
700 Broadway CRANE CO, .
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022 NEW YORK
-3900

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler NOV 1 0 20“

NY-92298] vl




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: :
MILTON EARL CHERRY. NYCAL
. LLA.S. Part 30
Plaintiff(s), . (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
-against- ; Index No.: 107221-02
AC. &S. INC. etal, . NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Defendants. : ORDER
________________________________________________________________ X

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: | ( /}//l

New York, New York % /{ﬁ
. %/Zo/, 3’&. 7/)
Sathuel Merrowitz

Nicole M. Kozin, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway CRANE CO. F | L E D
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022 Nov 23 201

212) 536-3900

(212) 5. COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK

H
NOVIQ201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-1
X -107401
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: ,
WILLIAM MATICE NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
X 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 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Paﬁerson—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 énd

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY

By: A " o By: ‘ -

Samuiél Goldblatt, Esd.

ve vazqu €z, ES‘(_ Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane ’ Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 ' Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, SuitFoo‘ L E D
R ' Buffalo, NY 14202 ’
... (716) 853-8100 NOV 2 3 201
SO ORDERED RK'S OFFICE
» TY CLE

13651402.1




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; :
JOAN M. FAGAN, as Executrix for JOHN M. NYCAL
FAGAN, and JOAN M. FAGAN, Individually, ¢ LA.S. Part 30

. (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

Plaintiff(s),
Index No.: 107403-02
-against-

. NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
A.C. &S.,INC,, etal., . JUDGMENT MOTION AND

. ORDER

Defendants.
o e . Y YR WY O N Bkl o ke ko e g Y T R TP - x

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: ///?'//

QL= luhmetspILED

R?ﬂ‘am.bm.\,.&q_a-ﬂt Wq4ce, ZCR Nicote M. Kozin, Esq. ©, NOV 231 |
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. K&L GATES LLP S KS OFFICE

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant CoUN"W Clt.\lL \‘?OF’\K
700 Broadway “ CRANE CO. NE
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022
23900
SO ORDERED,

Hon. SherryKlein Heitler

NGV 10 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
Index No.:\ 107403/
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 114119/02
JOHN FAGAN,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION
- against -

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing \
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

to either party.

Dated: ' I/ , 2011 \
New York, New York \‘ E 0 Y \\

il B

m asquez, Bsq. f& L. Budner, Fsq. S ()FF\C’E
TZ & LUXENBE SE AL McCAMBRIDGE e 0\5"“0?«\4 i
Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTDGOMN e ¥ |
700 Broadway : Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- x -
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION [.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 114296/02
116798/07
AT7404/02
Andrew S. Neer _
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
"ORDER
......................................... X

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

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

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs. .

Dated: New York, New‘ York E 0
WYL ¥ \:' 5 TN

zza%iffzsziige

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 : A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42" Street
New York New York 10017
35.00001

- SO ORDERED,

Hon. Streriy K. Heitler

NGV 10201

4707266v.1
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
- X
ROSE DEAN, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff{s), ORDER
- against - Index No.: 107761/02
A.C. &S, Inc., et al. NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendants.
- X

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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.

/ /72//{ N, Q

Frank QuitzAsq. M chael Faweth Suz&hﬁ'Halbardier, Esq.

Attorey for Plaintiffs Attdrneds for FULTON BOILER WORKS
Weitz & Luxenberg | ) i Q%\ [ Barry McTiernan & Moore

700 Broadway 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10006

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-36

=1L ED

NOV 23 201

~ E
TV CLERK'S OFFIC
GOUN NEW YORK

SOORDERED, ./ NK
Hon. Seb K

NOV 19294




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-107761
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
ROSE DEAN SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X 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 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New)York, NY
il ZZ‘ , 2011
By: % 'gz 224

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza D
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suj 5‘) L E
TNY 14202 ¢
(716) 853-8100 23 A
NN FFICE
SO ORDERED, L LERKS D
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler o oun NN‘:W N oRK

13651402.1




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S5. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 108136/02
Joseph Intrabartolo and Mary
Intrabartolo,
Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & 8., Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 1Inc.,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,
dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario &
DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and withouFortL E D

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
2011 NOV 23 200

-Daﬁ-l-ei.—P——BJre-trrrP'z:qu* BEY.

ust M Taf

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

Joseph Intrabartolo and Mary Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

Intrabartolo Inc.

700 Broadway, 6" Floor 177 Montague Street

New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201
[\/\.)\J\yyu(fLCr-ofl—,é‘l\; (718) 855-9000

W No.: 10924-6513
S0 Ordered: @(UV51€)2011

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :

NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Josephine Perreca : MOTION AND ORDER
for Onorato Banci (deceased) :
: Index No.: 108323/02
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Central Hudson Gas & Electric Corporation (“Central
Hudson™) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Central

Hudson with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

costs.

Dated: New York, New York
{ / 7/

%/ﬁ%

Kevin Berry,Esq. © ¥ Ruthe A. Nepf, Esq.
WILENTZ GOLDMAN & SPITZER P.A. THOMPSON HINE LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant D
110 William Street, 26th Floor 335 Madison Avenue, 12th 1‘ L E
New York, New York 10038 New York, New York 100
o wv 2 3
- s, OFF!
| cOUN™ C\'EsOS“‘?
W
SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sherry . Heitler
NOV 102011

210083.1

o




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION [.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, 1.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 108356/02
NO OPPOSITION

Robert E. Houlihan 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

WS

2t 72 Lo Qs Zie

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42" Street

New York, New Y

bosexesmsogr | LE D
NOV 23 201

Hon. W.Tleitler ERK'S OFFICE
NTY CL
COURY \EW YORK

SO ORDERED,

NOV 102011

4706507v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
....................................... X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:

DONALD MCEVOY and MARILYN MCEVOY, : NYCAL

_ . LA.S, Part 30
Plaintiff(s), . (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
-against- : Index No.: 108877-02
A.C.and S. INC,, et al,, : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Defendants. : ORDER

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

Dated: [/ Z// / )
oMb

New ¥rk. New York

Daniel Kraft, Esq. Nicole M. Kozin, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LLP F ‘ L E D

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant '

700 Broadway CRANE CO. 7 NOV 23 201

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022 GOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
(212).536-3900 NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sheny‘l’(‘%"ﬁeitl‘er

NOV 10201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-108877
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
DONALD Mc¢ EVOY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

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

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

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

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

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

without costs.

Dated: New,York, NY
I/ 2~ 2011

By: BSI:

-

’

|

[

fen AVoroda

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

180 Maiden Lane

New York, NY 10038

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

136464041

Samuel Goldblatt, ::%
Benjamin R. Dwyer Fi5q.
NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Patterson-Kelley Company

Key Towers at Fountain PF ‘ L

40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 5

ED

Buffalo, NY 14202 ot
(716) 853-8100 Nov 23 ¢ cE
< OFF
LERKS O
cOUNT“(\‘gW YORK

NOV 10204y




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No
X 02-105871
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
THOMAS WIMMER SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X 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 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs.
Dated: N k, NY
VAV )
By: / /
Samuel G
’Sb-e, Va z ver-, Z/¢. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq
WEITZ & LU ENBERG P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company E D
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain gza L
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 30 oM
falo, NY 14202 wov 231
(716) 853-8100 < OFFICE
Y OERGRK
SO ORDERED, / OO e YO

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

NOV 10201

13646404.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 109064/02
NO OPPOSITION

Sidney S. Loeb SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

\\!})'/1\

. 7’%{ @h q)h&ans

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York JOGd.7 E D 'x
Our File No. 053 poR1

SO ORDERED,

4707214v.1




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

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 109339-02

JOSEPH DEMARCO (deceased),

Plaintiff(s),
-against-
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
A.C.and S., INC.,, et al., ORDER
Defendants.

X
WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC,, f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC,, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN
STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
TRANE US INC,, f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are herei t Ed Bl

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: W\ N\ NOV 23 2011

(\grk New York M /I// @Sg; C\_ERK'S OFFICE

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Q Keith M. O’Connor, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg Braaten & Pascarella, LLC

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant

700 Broadway Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc.
New York, New York 10003 2430 Route 34

(212) 558-5500 Manasquan, New Jersey 08736

(732) 528-8888

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sherry K. Hetfler

NOov 10201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION + LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ;

| Index No.: 109339/02
JOSEPH DEMARCO and FLORENCE DEMARCO, |

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION

: : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- » MOTION AND QRDER
A C. &S, INC, etal
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York
[cL!L?, ] , 2011

()2 —2->

Cf” X _

Ke .g Coo, Esq. To\,j/v\ €. Rehmend, 657, ;

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs E D \ ‘

Tishman Liquidating Corp. Joseph DeMarco and F lorenceFel%n‘&_ \} "

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

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway NoY 23 70 .

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 s OFFICE
12) 509-3456 212) 558- wy CLERK

(212) 509-345 ( ) 558-5500 LN ‘i;.sz VORK

SO ORDERED,

Hon. She e Heitler N v 10 20 “

2383.25625



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION { LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: =

: Index No.: 109339/02
JOSEPH DEMARCO and FLORENCE DEMARCO,

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- ' MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S.,INC, etal
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, QOakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Oakfabeo, 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
{o! =L 2011

Carol Tempesta, Esq. T o\,w\y E. Viclmend | .

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs | L E D
Qakfabco, Inc. Joseph DeMarco and Florence DeMarco

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NOV 2 3 201

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003ounTY CLERK'S OFFICE
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kie} Hitler

NOV 102011

2571-1244




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 ILA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

Index No.: 109339/02
JOSEPH DEMARCO and FLORENCE DEMARCO,

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against-  MOTION AND ORDER
A . C.&S,INC, et al
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

¢ ’[ 3} , 2011
Roy Schwartz, B&q— ~ToFn E.Richmeond =
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Joseph DeMarco and Florence DeMarco
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway f I L E D y
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 ¥ “

212) 509-3456 212) 558-5500

(212) (212) 558- NOV 23 2011
COUNTY CLFRK'S OFFICE

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK

eitler

NOV 102011

Hon. Sherry

324-7031




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ¢+ LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: |

' Index No.: 109339/02
JOSEPH DEMARCO and FLORENCE DEMARCO, |

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- ' MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S.,,INC, et al.
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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 York, New York

e[t 201
Roy Schwartz, Esq. T ﬁ g, R hmeond, E:-s.?/ .
Attorrtey for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Courter & Company, Inc. Joseph DeMarco and Florence DeMarco
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. o
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway F l L E ﬁ
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 1000
212) 509-3456 212) 558-5500
312 @22 NOY 23 2011
SO ORDERED, COUN%E%E?&':{SKOFFICE

NOV 102011

1122-23925




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

| Index No.: 109339/02
JOSEPH DEMARCO and FLORENCE DEMARCO,

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S.,INC, et al.
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

jef3] 2011
Roy Schwartz, Esq. T"‘l:‘/"‘ g Rre hnewd
torney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Treadwell Corporation Joseph DeMarco and Florence DeMarco
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 F , L
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 E D
NOY 23 20m
SO ORDERED, o, C r o
Hon. Sherry Klein Tiitler OUNT !‘1' “;-“Ev-f-';%<‘8 OFFICE
Y HK

NOV 1 0 2011 1235-23580




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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
JOSEPH DEMARCO and FLORENCE DEMARCO,

Plaintiffs,

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

' Index No.: 109339/02

| NO OPPOSITION

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT

-against-
A C.&S,INC,etal

Defendants.

: MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in

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

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being

no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Dated: New York, New York

12]3) , 2011
mie B. Co@_gex,/Esq/ T o W £. Kie p— &7 .
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Kentile Floors, Inc. Joseph DeMarco and Florence DeMarco
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway F | L E D
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 NOV 23 201
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK

Hon. Sherry Klett Btaltler

NOV 102011

2082-11202




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

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

NEVY BRUNSWICK, hJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S-MLL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

This Document Relates to:

JOAN JARVIS, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE
ESTATE OF GERALD G. JARVIS AND JOAN

JARVIS, INDIVIDUALLY
against

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

INDEX NO.: 109462-02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

DATED: [9-y New York, New York

FILED

NOV 23 201

WE;%BY R. KAGA;;, .

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

Kohier Co.

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

SO ORDERED:

Z ﬁ ;Z Qﬁ I% CLERK'S OFFI¢
MATTHEW MACINTYRE, :

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Joan Jarvis, as Administratrix for the Estate
of Gerald G. Jarvis, and Joan Jarvis,
Individually

700 Broadway
New York, NY 10

\
SHERRY KLEIN HEITLE'F{

BX-FRUIT-27

NOV 102011




536.10338/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to:

Index No.:
HENRY T. McLOUGHLIN,
Plaintiff, : (May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial
: Group)
vs.

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION

et al. : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
: AND ORDER

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil-Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaihtiff'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 c‘s‘i’. E D

East Hanov ew Jerse .
Y v CLERKS OFFICE
: ,//’/f Ol T VORK

SQ.
GARRITY GRAHAM, MURPHY GAROFALQ
f & FLINN

WEITZ”& LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plalnt'

700 Broadway : Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
.0, Box 438

FEast Hanover, New Jersey 07936

/ T NGV EQ 20

SO ORDERED, 5

Hon _ Klein Heitler




536.12757/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

This document relates to:
Index No.: 109641/02

LEONARD DARMSTEDTER, Deceased,
(August 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial

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

et al., : AND ORDER

Defendants.

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

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

crossclaimg against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without coF I L E D

DATED: . b/l
East, Hé:nokrer New/ Je/:w/qyy NOV 2 3 201
A

‘(‘uf(
FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. = ] . .
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 3 GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN

UNTY CLERK'S OF

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

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

SO ORDERED, /4
Honorable {Sh

lein Heitler

YOVI0.2049:

-ICE




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. 109642/02
JANE C. HOURIHAN, Individually and as Proposed
Executrix for the Estate of MAURICE J. HOURIHAN
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

D% , 2011
ooy fo Pantit Annk M. Dil onardo o
N
700 Broadway - 7th floor O gt“tnocr:lée%scfor Defendantgou NEW \{OR\‘

New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,

Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

KOV 10200




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. 109642/02
JANE C. HOURIHAN, Individually and as Proposed
Executrix for the Estate of MAURICE J. HOURIHAN
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

E=DIOE SN

Attorneys for Plaintiff Anéa M. DiLonardo

Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway - 7th floor f_\gggzgg f&;g;fec?:rim

New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,

Coleman & Goggin I'@VQ
888 Veterans Me%I %ﬂ ’

6,_

SO ORDERED, NOY OFFICE

Hon. Sherry Klein"Heitler




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

_________________________________________________________________ X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
................................................................. X
This Document Relates To: :

| v . NYCAL
ALLEN CHISLEY and BARBARA J. CHISLEY, LAS. Part 30

(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

Plaintiff(s),
. Index No: 110268 -02
-agamst-
r ' " NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
AC.and 5., INC,, etal, " JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

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 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: ///Z///

Danny Kraft, Esq. NlC}Zﬁ“&M Kozin, Esq
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LLP 0
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant a }
700 Broadway CRANE CO.
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue fm'\\
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030 “B\\ ?— PO ACE

536-3900 4 s ?

: OV grb
Wt ©

SO ORDERED, OO W@

Hon. Sherrf-Kfletn Heitler

NOV1020m




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: :

MARY ANNE REGAN as Administratrix for the NYCAL
Estate of MICHAEL REGAN and MARY ANNE LAS. Part 30

REGAN, Individually, (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

Plaintiff(s), Index No: 110269 -02

-against- * NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
AO. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO. et al. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.

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 all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

ows U211
7 G ) M Apsoee®

Danny Krafl, Esq. Nfdale M. Kozin, Esq. ' %‘\'\
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LLP 1'5 1 ?\o\"
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant \\GA & of

700 Broadway CRANE CO. x OS¢

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue OO\)V\\ \\\@N

New York, NY 10022-6030
(212) 536-3900

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

NOV 10201




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

_________________________________________________________________ x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
................................................................. X
This Document Relates To: :
© NYCAL

ROBERT W. CLAVIN and ROBERTA CLAVIN, LAS. Part 30

Plaintift(s), (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

. Index No: 110269 -02
-against-

e " NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
A.C.and 8., INC, etal, ' JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.

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 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: ///Z///

New Yo <, New York .

Danrfy Kraft, Esq. NidoteM. Kozin, Esq. /

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant .

700 Broadway CRANE CO. \

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue D U

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022- O\ L E 3
(212) 536-3900 g ?-“\\ \

SO ORDERED, nov 23 FFICE

Hon. Sherry K{etfHeNler " 0\,‘3‘““"‘5\?
COUNT L YOR

NOV 10201




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

This Document Relates To;
SANDRA KLUGER, as Executrix for the Estate of

ALEXANDER W. RETTIE, and ELIZABETH ~ : N YCAL

T T geet [LA.S. Part 30
RETTIE, Individually, (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

Plaintiff(s), Index No: 110270 -02

-against- * NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
AC.and S, INC. et JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.

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 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: | //2////

Ll —— "l N A

Danny Kraft, Esq. NicoTe M. Kozin, Esqf . :

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LLP ﬁ_ ‘ L E D

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defenda®

700 Broadway CRANE CO. NOY 23 200

New York, NY 10003 399 Lexington Avenue

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 100226%‘&\( CLERKS OFFICE
_ (212) 536-3900 REW YORK

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

ROV 10201y




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK _
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: E
i Index No.7110270/
5 15/02

ALEXANDER W. RETTIE AND ELIZABETH

RETTIE,
Plaintiffs,
-against- NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A .C.&S.,INC,, etal, ' MOTION AND ORDER
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
costs,

Dated: New York, New York
11 2 ,2011

W W

Robert Darish, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attomey for Plaintiffs

QOakfabco Inc. Alexander W. Rettie and Elizabeth Rettie

MCGIVNEY & KIL.UGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

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

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 E D

SO ORDERED, F \ L i

Hon. Sherf$K ¥in Heitler NOV 23 201

2571-0683AQ Y CLE aK's OFFICE

{N0042173-1}




536.12742/AJM
SUPREME COQURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

This document relates to:
Index No.: 110717/02
JOSEPH S. COLLESANO, Deceased,
(August 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial

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

et al., :  AND ORDER

Defendants.

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

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without COEFF*.‘J% L E D

DATED : l/}q
East Hagbvqr, 9w~Jermwmw nov.2 3 2ei

g i'd
—. A s kY T oty s CLERK'S Of
FRANK M. ORTIZ ESQ g . v ESQ NEW YORK
WEITZ & LUXENBERG “my\ "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.0O. Box 438
// ast Hanover, New .Jersey 07936

S0 ORDERED,

Honorable Sh&fry ein Heitler

FFICE

NOV 1021




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
- X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION @
Index No:
X 02-106508
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
FARO VITALE SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X 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 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs,

Dated: New York, NY ﬂ
By: By: m 74

Samuel Goldblat, Esq.
P’ls-n Al VATG‘-JO Benjamin R. Dwyer I]::%
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 5

Buffalo, NY 14202 % I L E D

(716) 853-8100
NOV 23 200

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sh COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NOVIOZU"' NEW YORK

13642913 1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No, 02-110859
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
LEONARD POMPOSELLO JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

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

Dated: New York, NY,

774 f&eY

SamueT-Goldblatt
Jec va 2q ucz / esq- Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff’ Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain P ‘ L E D
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 5
Y 7 Buffalo, NY 14202 201
(716) 853-8100 Nov 23
KS OFFICE
SO ORDERED, GOUNTY EX { W YORK

er¥y Klein Heitler

NOV 10 201p

13651402.1




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. 106965702
JOAN M. BISHOP, As Administratrix for the Estate of 111308/02
GEORGE HENRY BISHOP, and JOAN BISHOP,

Individually

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and
there being no opposition thereto, '

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejijdice

and without costs.

DATED: W [~ 2011

Attorneys for Plaintiff 'ﬁ Anna M. D|Lonardo .

Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway - 7th floor BMCE inc. ,

New York, NY' 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Man& danksy D
Hauppauge, NY T1788

(v 23t
SO ORDERED ; Ks OFFIC
! =7 . CLER
Hon. Sherry Kleifl Heitler COUNT}(\\EW \'ORK

NGV 19201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

_____________________________________________________________

This Document Relates To:

JOAN M. BISHOP, as Administratrix for the Estate
of GEORGE HENRY BISHOP, and JOAN BISHOP,

Individually,
Plaintiff(s),
~against-
AC. &S.,INC., etal,,

Defendants.

: NYCAL
1.A.S. Part 30
(Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler)
Index No.: 111308-02
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 3212, dismissing

plaintifts’

opposition thereto,

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

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.

i3y

Ncw York, New York

WZJI}
Samuel Meirowitz, BSq

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

New York, NY 10003

(212) 558-5500

Dated:

SO ORDERED,

Nicole M. Kozin, Esq.
K&L GATES LLP

Attorneys for DefendalF ‘ L E D i

CRANE CO. 1
599 Lexington Avenue  NOV 23 20
New York, NY 10022
' FICE
' - y CLERKS OF
125363900 ouNTY CLERy

Hon. Sherfy K¥ein Heitler

NOV 1920




536.12285/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

This document relates to:

GEORGE HENRY BISHOP, Deceased, : Index No.: 111308/02
Plaintiff, : (August 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial
: Group)
vs.
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION
et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
: AND ORDER
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 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 w:LthoutF isL

DATED: ,_ M /H‘ ”

East Hé% er, ew Jer
. Y 6‘{ l auﬁni..}:r—, - NOV 2 2 z

ﬂm‘* %&_ s @;ﬂw ”(f Cagars™ “(g\\

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ.= W\Tm . e EE@HKSOFFICE
WEITZ & LUXENBERG "\ GARRITY, GRAHAM MURPHY, Y @REOFALG
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
ver, New Jersey 07936

SO ORDERED,

Honorable She$4y RYein Heitler

NGV 10201,




HOAGLAND, LONGO
MORAN, DUNST &
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORMEYS AT LAVY

NORTH.JERSEY.

40 PATERSON'ST

PO BOX 480

NEVY BRUNSWICK, NJ

SOLTH JERSEY
TOVWILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUATE 202
HAMMONTON, MJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

This Document Relates to:

SHIRLEY CIRBUS, as Administratrix for the Estate of
PATRICK J. CIRBUS, and SHIRLEY Cirbus,

Individually,
against

ACandS, INC., et al.,

INDEX NO.: 111316-02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTIQN AND ORDER

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

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

defendant, Kohlx 0., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: Brunswuck NJ

WENDY R. KAGAN) 4
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

Kohler Co.

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

SO ORDERED:

B 102010

,éﬁ4€2¢%VLAL~”|o/lV20H

SAMUEL MEIROWIT

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), -

Shirley Cirbus, as Administratrix for the
Estate of Patrick J. Cirbus, and Shirley

Cirbus, Individually: F ‘ L E [

700 Broadway -
New York, NY 10003

NOV 23 20\‘\ |
K'S OFf

Honorable SheTFy Klein'Heitler yEwW YORK

TR TR

X-TWO-15




CLB55551/legal/nosjm
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
- X
VIRGINIA M NEUBERT, as Administratrix for the
Estate of KARL E. NEUBERT, and VIRGINA M.
NEUBERT, Individually,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against-
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
[.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
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.

e T N

Samuel Meirowitz, Esq. Suzann@albardier, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.

700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore

New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor '
: New York, Ne o‘k |_(')OE D

(212) 313-360!
NOV 23 201
SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Hon. Shemi(’Kleiﬁ"—Heitler ' ‘ NEW YORK
NOVIO20M




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION + LA.S. Part 30
_y (Heitler, 1)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ' s '
: Index No.: @07001/02
WALTER W. WILSNACK III AND FRANCES
WILSNACK, \
Plaintiff(s), !
1
-against- E
i NO OPPOSITION
A.C. &S., INC,, etal.,  SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). !

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
011

E&z NOV 1020W

Robert Darish, Esq.

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & [LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attomeys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Tishman Liquidating Corporation Walter W. Wilsnack, III and Frances Wilsnack
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 E D
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 |2 \ L
SO ORDERED, : cFICE
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 2383-25561% cl U—\K‘S 0
NEW YORK

{N0109301-1}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, 1.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '
Index No.. 107001/02

WALTER W. WILSNACK III AND FRANCES

i
1
]
1
WILSNACK, ;
Plaintiff(s), !
1
-against- E
+ NO OPPOSITION
A.C.&S., INC,, etal., i SUMMARY JUDGMENT
! MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). !

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint
against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, 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

RN = o

Robert Darish, Esq.

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

Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff

Qakfabco, Inc. Walter W. Wilsnack, IIl and Frances Wilsnack
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway

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

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, | E ! LED
j !_25 -122

Hon. Sherfy Kleth Heitler ;
¢ NOV 23 200

OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
CO NEW YORK

{N0109292-1}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 LAS. Part 30
! (Heitler, J)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

 Index No.: 111909/ 7001/02
WALTER W. WILSNACK III AND FRANCES

1
|
WILSNACK, :
Plaintiff(s), X
1
-against- E
» NO OPPOSITION
AC. &S., INC,, etal., » SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). !

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

R6y . Schma/rtz, Esq.
ggﬁmf & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Altgrheys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Treadwell Corporation Walter W. Wilsnack, III and Frances Wilsngck D
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway : # ‘ 1“— E
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 P NOV 23 201
'5 OFFICE
SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERER,
Hon. Sh ein Heitler 1235-4454 N

el

{N0109308-1}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 LA.S. Part 30
|} (Heitler, .) B
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ! T

Index No.£111909/0:
WALTER W. WILSNACK IIT AND FRANCES

i
]
l
WILSNACK, !
Plaintiff(s), '
]
-against- E
1 NO OPPOSITION
AC.&S., INC,, etal.,  SUMMARY JUDGMENT
! MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). !

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

TEE

Rof h\(artz Esq.

EY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Att eys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Courter & Company, Inc. Walter W. Wilsnack, III and Frggces,Wilsna
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway ? sl L CE D
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 NOV 2 3 201

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sh i i 1122-4931

{N0109298-1}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION =
Index N(@
X 02-106963
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
RONALD J. DEON SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X 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 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs,

Dated: New Y/ork, NY
i ,2011

By:
Matthews (ke %ﬁ;)&, £ g Benjamin R. Dwyer/Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 i

40 Fountain-Plaza, Suite 500
o, NY 14202 | L ED
(716) 853-8100 '
nov 23 200
LRK cE
GOUNT | W YORK

SO ORDERED,

NOV 102010

13642913.1




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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler,J.)

This Document Relates To: Index Nk 111994/0
106963/02

Ronald J. Deon 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

IVESIN

2l 7 2 Lo Qi S

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

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

New York, New York 10017 \_. E D

Our File No. 05335. OF]
A\

s €
Hon. Sher/ K. Heitler g CLER CRKS g OFFIC
COUNﬂNE\N NORY

SO ORDERED,

4706438v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION [LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index N
' 113616/04
106964/02
Alfred E. Smith
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

Ve

n
QJ,;,, Slan
Frank M. Ol'tlZ Esq. % Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street D ;
e\
3\
woi 238 cE
& OFF!
SO ORDERED, , LERKS oF
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler cO NEW
NOV 102011

4707429v.]




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

................................................................. X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
e wmeemmmemme—emeesm=m=ememomameRmoseso—ssssmesno-ssess X
This Document Relates To: :
CHARLES SNECKENBURG and KATHY : NYCAL
SNECKENBURG, - 1.A.S. Part 30
- (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
Plaintift(s),
Index No: 112709-02
-against-
. NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
AC. &S., INC,, etal, . JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

--------------------------------------- —_— X

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Pfactice 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.

paed New Yorlj /N/e?;//{/’ork

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq./ Nicole M. Kozin, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway CRANE CO.
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 1002
2) 536-3900 7"303‘ L E D

SO ORDERED, NOV 2 3 Z0Ht

rrS/quein Heitler

NOV102011 GOty S OFFICE




LR . g .

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

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To: :
Index Nog 112711-)
FRANK ROKITKA and EMMA ROKITKA, 106578-02

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

Defendants. 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
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC. f/k/a AMERICAN
STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
TRANE US INC,, f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. . F ‘ L E D

Dated: \\\ \\\\
Nov 23 201

New York, New York & ' .
m /M @% CLERKS OFFICE

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Keith M. O’Connor, Esq. COUN NEW YORK

Weitz & Luxenberg Braaten & Pascarella, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
700 Broadway Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc.
New York, New York 10003 2430 Route 34
(212) 558-5500 Manasquan, New Jersey 08736
" (732)528-8888

SO ORDERED,

Honorable?S‘l‘M'xy K. Heitler

NOV 10201




X.:/cases/FBW45717/lcgal/NOSJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

, X IndexNos 196578/02 &
CARL CUCCO, IR., 2736/ _

Plaintiff{(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
-against- ORDER

AC. &S, INC. NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

Defendant(s).
X

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request
summary judgmenf in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

§3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint égainst defendant FULTON BOJLER WORKS

with prejudice, and there being no opposition théreto,

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.

Frank Ortiz, iEsq. Suz M. Halbardier, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. l BARR , MCTIERNAN & MOORE .
Attorneys for Plaintiff [ } 5] | Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway | FULTON BOILER woRgss | | E D
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floo

New York, New York 10006 \ oy 9 3 2
(212) 313-3600 £

| coU\\m,{\x W YORK

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

NOV 1 0 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
1.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-112800
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
RICHARD GEARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs,

Dated: New York, NY
ll’ﬂi ,2011 ( Z I > :7

Samuel Goldblatt, E
m ’C*I”ﬂd F\AN‘C” Benjamin R. Dwyer sq
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza D
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite | E
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100 NV 23 201

s OFFICE

SO ORDERED, O UNTY E YORK

NGV 10201

13651402.1




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: :

MILTON EARL CHERRY, : NYCAL
: LA.S. Part 30

Plaintiff(s), + (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
-against- + Index No.: 113141-02

A.C. & S.,INC. etal.. : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY

© JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Defendants. : ORDER
----------------------------------------------------------------- X

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: / / [ ///

New ork New York

4&@1 / M. o —
/ # a7 0
Samuel Meirowitz, Ebq. Nigdte M. Kozin, Esq. /

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway CRANE CO. ‘5
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Aven ' L E D
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022
536-3900 NEV 2 3 201
SO ORDERED, CRUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Hon. Sherry K18n Heitler NEW YORK

NY-922972 v1 NOV 1 020“’




536.12422/AIM
SUPREME CQURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

This document relates to:
Index No.: 113141/02

MILTON EARL CHERRY,
(August 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial

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

et al., : AND ORDER

Defendants.

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and
crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without CF ! L E D

DATED: /I/H /| W Nov 23 201
Eagt.. Haﬁover Neéw Jersé@w
v # P A £ o
T m” Ak WP ICE
; ban
FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. ™ % . .
WEITZ & LUXENBERG ! GARRITY, GRAHAM MURPHY GARQFALO
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
er, New Jersey 07936
SO ORDERED,
Honorable lein Heitler

444-------I-lIIIIIIIIllllIIIIlIIllII.llllll..l.ll.l..l...l...




536.12422/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION IAS PART 230
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relates to: : R

: Index No.: 13144/02

MERLE G. BURGIN, Deceased, : 02

Plaintiff, : (August 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial
: Group)
Vs,

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION

et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
: AND ORDER

Defendants.

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

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor CorporatloxF i ar- E
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cos
| 23 200

DATED : )I)Lli, NOV
EasEqumover ygthe%f, COUNTYCLERKSC}"

NS AT T - . NEW YORK

O L | : ;
FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. ““*i'“‘“é’%?”’ .
WEITZ & LUXENBERG \“é‘ GARRITY, GRAHAM MURPHY GAROFALQ
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350

Box 438
New Jersey 07936

SO0 ORDERED,

Honorable Shefry Kl&in Heitler

NOV 10201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| ! (Heitler, J.) |
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: § |
' i Index No.: 119783/02, |

CAROLE BALDUCCI, as Executrix for the .
Estate of ROGER J. BALDUCCI, and CAROLE !

BALDUCCI, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Plaintiffs, § MOTION AND ORDER
-against-
A.C.&S.INC,, et al. o

Defendants. g

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civii Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
cdmplaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, '_and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon nptice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be ar'xd the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

[o;;g: , 2011

P )
amie A. &‘.aopé 54, €. Richmmovad

Attorney for Defendant A tomey for Plaintiffs

Treadwell Corporation ' Roger J. Balducci and Carole Baldyesi D

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. ‘ WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F‘ ‘ L E

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway . :

New York, New York 10004 : New York, New York 10003 NOV 2 3 201

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500

g COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry
1238-7693




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1.A.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, 1)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: : .

. ! Index No.: 119783/02,113277/Q
CAROLE BALDUCKCI, as Executrix for the
Estate of ROGER J. BALDUCC]I, and CAROLE !

BALDUCCI, Individually, ggh?ﬁiggg{]%%MENT

Plaintiffs, | MOTION AND ORDER

~against-

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

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
' complaint. against defendant, Kentile Flpors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being
no opposition thereto,
~ ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and .without |
costs.

Dated: New York, New York

201 1
amie A. dmper Es:( | -%/ZQ telnmmon d -
Attorney for Defendant ' Attomey for Plamnffs D
Kentile Floors, Inc. Roger J, Balducci and Carole u‘:i ‘_, E
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway : o 23 201
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 N CE
(212) 509-3456 i LERKS OF
$O ORDERED,
: Hon. Sherry K1
NOV 1 0201 208211211




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i
! Index No.: 119783/02, 0

CAROLE BALDUCCI, as Executrix for the !
Estate of ROGER J. BALDUCCI, and CAROLE |

BALDUCCI, Individually, ggh?hﬁi?{il’g;%%MENT

Plaintiffs, § MOTION AND ORDER
-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 § 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 ;:laims égainst
defendant, Tishman Li.quidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

LQJIL? , 2011

Jamie A. Coofe/r, Esq/ Tohn E.Rich mond

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs

Tishman Liquidating Corp. Roger J. Balducci and Carole Balducm D
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. L E

80 Broad Street-Snite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 W 5 5 00

12) 558-5500 cFICE

\

(212) 509-3456

—— y g\{ P\K

S |
N DV 1 O 2011& 2383-257008

Hon. Sherry Klex




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i ILALS. Part 30
i (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

CAROLE BALDUCCI, as Executrix for the

Index No.: 119783/

Estate of ROGER J. BALDUCCI, and CAROLE l

BALDUCCI, Individually,
Plaintiffs,

-against-

A.C.&S.INC, et al

Defendants.

: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

complaint against defendant, Qakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action; and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

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

costs.

Dated: New York, New York
/g 2&g 2011

(L

amie A. Cooper, B&q. o

Attorney for Defendant
QOakfabco, Inc.

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shérry

_th Rlehmond F i § : E D
Aftorney for or Plaintiffs
Roger J. Balducci and Carole Balduccaiw 2% 7

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C
700 Broadway | CLERKS OFFICE
New York, New York 10003 OUN' iy YORK

(212) 558-5500

NOV 102011

2571-1253




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY : ' NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
/ ! (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ; _./”’
' ' Index No.: 119783/0%, 11327

CAROLE BALDUCCI, as Executrix for the _
Estate of ROGER J. BALDUCC]I, and CAROLE

BALDUCCI, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION
- ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Plaintiffs, ' MOTION AND ORDER
-against-
A C.&S.INC,etal

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
sux.ﬁmary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Indust_:rial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there b'eing'no opposition thereto,

.ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against .
deféndant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
[0 [ 2K , 2011

NGV 10201

J ety M @——J
amie A. Cbgpe/r, Esd” o “hw €. Ricwaneown d
Attorney for Defendant orney for Plaintiffs

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Roger J. Balducci and Carole Balducei -
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. L D
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway ‘ S
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 - n 204
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 NOV 2 9
| ' " | GLERKS OFFICE

UNIY \
SO ORDERED, COU g YORK

Hon. Shery Klein Heitler

324-7079B




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY " i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30

i (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: g | /“\
| Index No.: 119783/0Z, 113277/

CAROLE BALDUCKCI, as Executrix for the .
Estate of ROGER J. BALDUCCI, and CAROLE

BALDUCC], Individually, i NO OPPOSITION
' | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER
~against-

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

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby | requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Ci\.ril 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 agéinst
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the s;ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

amieA.Coafer,%q. o o £ R\c\nmov\F ! L E D %\

- Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Courter & Company, Inc. Roger J. Balducci and Carole Balduccx
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NOY 23 Zﬁﬂ
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway o S OFFICE
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 coun N Rg; Pl
7 "y f .

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500

NOV 10201

‘SO ORDERED,

‘Hon. Sherry Kie

11220019




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION |
Index No. 02-113280
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
JAMES SEBASTIANI SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X 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 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY
az 2/ 2011

Qﬁ Q—_) By:

J,L,,.., E /lab LM'W"‘G/

Samuel Goldblatt, Es

Benjamin R. Dwyer Bsq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Comp E D
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountaméaz L
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite'50 201\
~Biiffalo, NY 14202 wov 23
(716) 853-8100 .« OFFICE
UNTY GLEP‘SP\K
SO ORDERED, COU™ e Y

Hon Sherry E#in Heitler

NUY 20 201

13646404.1




536.12282/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

This document relates to:
PATRICK J. CIRBUS, Deceased, : Index No.: 113316/02

Plaintiff,
(August 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial

Vs, : Group)

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

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and
crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the

game are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without thi. L E D

2

1] -

DATED: “/'7[ /I/ Nov 23 20

East Hanover, ,New Jergsey . FICE

S T R T 5 COUNTY GLERK'S OF
o, i B A, A W YORK

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQuwgmi" STEPHEN F. MOT=ESQ.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG w0 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

.O. Box 438
‘ ast Hanover, Ney Jersey 07936

SO ORDERED,

Honorable

% K\"(ein Heitler MOV 1020"




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
—_—— X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
n—- X
This Document Relates To: '
SUSAN P. MATICE, as Administratrix for the . NYCAL
Estate of WILLIAM A. MATICE, and SUSAN P. : LA.S.Part 30
MATICE, Individually, . (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
Plaintiff(s), : Index No. 113480-02
-against-
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
AC.&S.,INC,etal., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

- X

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: / //?’/ﬁ"

Yor ew York

bt —Ese— J0C VA24UCT, EST Kirstef Alford Kneis, Esq.F I L ;
WE'Z & LUXENBERG, P.¢/. K&/ GATES LLP E D f‘
A b

orneys for Plaintiff{(s) brneys for Defendant
700 Broadway RANE CO. NOV 2 3 201
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-665%NTY CLERK'S OFF|CE
7) 536-3900 NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

Hon. ry Kigin Heitler

NOV 102019




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION .
Index No RO
X 02-107401
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
WILLIAM MATICE NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
X 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 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant

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

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

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

without costs,

Dated: New York, NY

%’Mp
By: 1 P ——

%oc vazqucz, Bsq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
180 Maiden Lane
New York, NY 10038
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

By: W

.. (716) 853-8100

ein Heitler

13651402.1

SamuieT Goldblatt, Esd.
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Patterson-Kelley Company

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

40 Fountain Plaza, Suit 0(‘ L E D
Buffalo, NY 14202 '
Nov 23 20M

' ' OFFICE
Ty CLERKS O
COUN NEW YORK

NOV1g 2011




HOAGUIAND, LONGO
MORAN; DUNST &
DOLKAS, [LP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

INEWY BRUNSWICK :NJ

SOUTH.JERSEY
TOLWLTSEY'S MILL RD
SUTE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

]

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

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

NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

IN RE:

INDEX NO.: 02-113566
This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

ANGELO JOHN MARTINEZ

against

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL

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

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

DATED: New York, New York

g\ W\

y £ A

WENDY R. KAGAN, ESQ.\-/
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

Kohler Co.

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

SO ORDERED:

MATTHEW MACINTYREZESQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Angelo John Martinez
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER
cou

NOV 102011

T




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

NORTH JERSEY
40 PATERSON ST
PO BOX 480

NEW BRUNSYICK, NJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MiLL'RD
SUITE, 202
HAMMORNTON, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 02-113566

This Document Relates to: :
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

JOHN S. BAUMAN, as Executor for the Estate of
FRANKLIN E. BAUMAN SR., and JOHN S.
BAUMAN, as Executor for the Estate of BERNICE
BAUMAN,

against

ACandS, INC., et al.,

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

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

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

FILE
pyn

Nov 23 201
SAMUEL MEIROWITZ, ESQ./
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
John S. Bauman, as Executor for the Estate
of Franklin E. Bauman Sr., and John S.
Bauman, as Executor for the Estate of
Bernice Bauman
700 Broadway
New York, NY 100Q3 1

DATED: [ [/ | New Brunswick, NJ

%)
WENDY R. KAGAN, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

Kohler Co.

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

SO ORDERED:

HonorabtgZSherry Klein Heitler

BX-COMB-4

A

I g,

/%?Vigﬁsggxofm




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW.YORK

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

INDEX NOQ.: 02-113731
This Document Relates to:

NO OPPOSITION
DONALD BROWN, as Personal Representative for SUMMARY JUDGMENT
the Estate of SIDNEY L. BROWN and JUDITH MOTION AND ORDER

BROWN, Individually,

against

ACands, INC., et al.,

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

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

DATED:[|-§-I| New Brunswick, NJ

Wr—” /0// O/LUH

WENDY R. KAGAN, . SAMUEL MEIROWItZ, ESQ./

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN - WEITZ & LUXENBERG; LLP

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Attorneys for Defendant, Donald Brown, as Personal Representative
Kohler Co. for the Estate of Sidney L. Brown and Judith
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 Brown, Individually

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 700 Broadway

New York, NY 1

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

i

NORTH ERSEY SO ORDERED: :
;ggﬁme Honorable Nﬁwefz 3 2““

MEWY DRUNSYACK, N3

- OFFICE
e NOV 102011 GOUNTY CLEVE

SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, J




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

................................................................. X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
-------------------------------------------- ———— _X
This Document Relates To: :
. NYCAL
AARON O’BRIEN, : LA.S. Part 30
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
Plaintiff(s),
Index No: 113939-02
-against-
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et al., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants. :
_________________________________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
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: /!/}//A LED 3
New York, New York

N .. W] j) w2 ™

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq. Nicole M. Kozin, Esq. G 50

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LLP OU““\( N\(O"‘K

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant i

700 Broadway CRANE CO.

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue

New York, NY 10022-6030
(212) 536-3900

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

rrﬁt(eifﬁ:feitler

Hon.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 114013/02
NO OPPOSITION

Elmer Alberico 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

[~ (!

CQE%éE;%ZQMM%3A“~x\ - <:)J&'2ﬁ“s

wj\wp seh e (1, @Z‘ Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBE WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New Yogk 017E D
Our File No. 0§¢85.900
3 201
SO ORDERED, NOV z e
OFFIC
TY CLERKS
COUNT L EW YORK
NOV 19 294

4725924v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LLA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-114013
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
ELMER ALBERICO JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

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

Dated; New York, NY

( -l , 2011 p
AL ﬁl ‘ l
\ By: el
Samuel Goldblatt, I5q.
% m. OYJLCrc f L\éio Benjamin R. Dwy%q.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Sui 0‘ L
alo, NY 14202
716) 853-8100
7o NOV 23 2011
SO ORDERED, . FICE
CLERKS OF
COUNTY EW YORK

13642913.1 MOV 1 0 20”“




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-114119
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JOHN FAGAN JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

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

Dated: New York, NY

| ’% By: j

Samuel Goldblatt, Esq.
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
NIXON PEABODY LLP

K& UA'Z- Jf_'zlﬁ‘f
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
180 Maiden Lane -

New York, NY 10038

Key Towers at Fountai

Attorneys for Defendant, D
Patterson-Kelley Comp \ L E
az

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 5 3 20\
Buffalo, NY 14202 WOV GICE
853-8100 RS OF
GOUNT\(NE_W YORK

SO ORDERED,
Hon, Sherty Klein Heitler

136429131




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Index No.: 107403702
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION W
JOHN FAGAN,

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

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

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

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

Dated: ' ,[ % ‘ , 2011

New York, New York

M

Jose asquez Esq. . . \
TZ & LUXENBE C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE <~ C \(Oﬂ\{
Attorney for the Plainti fs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTII;,O\N \QE-\N
700 Broadway : Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 "~ Weil-McLain
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

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

(Heitler, J.)

......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No*~J114296/0

116798/07
107404/02
Andrew S. Neer
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 \ \' E 0
WRYI) | AR

o OFFE

é%q)w«‘gﬁd%
Y. 7 7. L. Qi Bt

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street
New York New York 10017

15.00001
SO ORDERED,
Hon. Wﬁeitler

NOVIo20m

4707266v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 114568/02
NO OPPOSITION

John J. Monaghan 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

==

MQ@%Q—P&‘/\Q /ﬁ)w%_ crely (’S Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG ‘ 7 WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street
New York, \Y “lOO
Our File No.
\
Wy 23 m\
SO ORDERED, .2 CRKS OFFICE
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler :N'W \{ ()P\K
NOV1Q201

4726106v.1



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

_________________________________________________________________ X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
----------------------------------------------------------------- X
This Document Relates To: :
: NYCAL
NORMAN J. REINARD, . LA.S. Part 30
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
Plaintiff(s),
Index No: 114650-02
-against-
A.Q. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et al,, . NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

____________________________________________ — -X

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
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: I /:)4/,

New York, New York A)\A w\ H /
Ll el ol
Matthew Maclntyre, Esq

Nigore-M. Kozin, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway CRANE CO. F L E D
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 100226030 NOV 23 201

(212) 536-3900 -

”M . CLERKS OFFICE

SO ORDERED, COUNT\{Q \W YORK

Hon! in Heitler

NOVJO?O]]




| ' .

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ILA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J1.)

_________________________________________ x

This Document Relates To: Index No: 114859/02
NO OPPOSITION

Donald L. Sterner SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: \\ ’l%! A
2 Sl
A e WA i

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie Evans, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 AW. CHES’{ERTON COMPANY
150 East 42"¢ Street
New York, New Y, 1@0&_ E D
0.1 05335.00901

SO ORDERED,

Hon“$ficffy K. Heitler _ RK'S OFFICE

v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________________ -X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
................................................................. X
This Document Relates To: :

" NYCAL
EDWARD MCINERNEY, JR., Y LAS. Part 30

Plaintiff(s), (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

. Index No: 114873-02
-against-
" NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY

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

Defendants.
-------------------------------------------- [p—— ..x

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 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: //lL}//I

New York, New York ‘ L E D
Nl e L2 r)(mﬁw % ey 23 1M

Matthew Macintyre, Esqﬂ Nicble M. Kozin, Esq/

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LLP Ty CLERKS OFFICE
Attorneys for Plaintiff{s) Attorneys for Defendant cou gW YORK

700 Broadway CRANE CO.

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue

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

~(212) 536-3900

SO ORDERED,

Hon™ Heitler

e




HOAGLAND; LONGO
MORAN, DUNST 2
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

NORTH JERSEY
40:FATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

NEVY BRUNSWICK, NJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

This Document Relates to:

CANDY L. HULL, as Administratrix for the Estate of
FRANKLIN D. HULL, and CANDY CAREY HULL,

Individually,
against

ACandS, INC., et al.,

INDEX NO.: 02-114961

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ

10~13-11

NDY R. KAGAN, ESQ
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

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

SO ORDERED:

MATTHEW . MACTINTY%, ESQ.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Candy L. Hull, as Administratrix for the Estate
of Franklin D. Hull, and Candy Carey Hﬁ

Individually F L

700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
y 23 1
RK'S OFF

Honorable Shefly’Kidh T NEW ‘\’Oi IS
MNBERTI o

BX-FRUIT-25

ICE




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION t LA.S. Part 30

! (Heitler, 1.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: !
Index No.: 106693/0¢ 4/0

ROBERT W. SCHAETZER AND DOROTHY L.

SCHAETZER,
Plaintiff{(s),
-against-
1 NO OPPOSITION
A.C. &S., INC,, et al., i SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: ! MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). !

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s 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.

Dated: New York, New York
\\\i %\ L2011

Matthew D. Sampar, Esq.

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

Attomneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Robert W. Schaetzer and Dorothy L. Schaetzer

80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway . F I L E D

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 1000 :

(212) 509-3456 \ . . (212) 558-5500 . ‘
NOV 2 3 2011 '

SO ORDERED, ' ‘ COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Hon. Shére¥ Kleiy Heitler 324-6879MEW YORK

NOV 1 02011

{N0109582-1}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION + LA.S, Part 30
| (Heitler, J.) )
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ; f\
. ' Index No.: 106693/02, 115 2
ROBERT W. SCHAETZER AND DOROTHY L.
SCHAETZER, \
Plaintiff(s), X
1
-against- E
+ NO OPPOSITION
AC.&S., INC,etal, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT
| ' MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). !

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

£
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Tishman Liquidating Corporation Robert W. Schaetzer and Dorothy.L,. Schaetzer
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway e L .
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 ¢ E D
(212) 509-3456  (212) 558-5500 . | i
e ‘!i,«’ 29 23” i ’,
SO ORDERED, COUNTY ¢ e
Hon. Sherry eitler 2383-25660RD/ Y 0o, \,OFFYCE

NOV 102011

{N0109581-1}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
Index No.: @D

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 107004/02
ROBERT LYDECKER,

Plaintiff(s),

- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., MOTION

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintif’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

to either party.

Dated: H/% , 2011 Fl LE D 3

New fork, New York

NOv 23 200
2y Y W SOUNTY CLERKS OFFICE ah

Freg Qrtizz By, Michuy) Faell’ Tdlene N. Megeriary, E4q. NEW YORK
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE

Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

-

SO ORDERED,

erry KleinHeitler

NOV 10201

.




CLB353779/legal/nasjm

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
ROBERT LYDECKER, :
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff{(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- 07004/02 &
()2
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., etal,, NYCAL
. - LA.S. Part 30
~ Defendant(s),
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.

T e

Attorney for Plaintiff
Weitz & Luxenberg
- 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

“Michael Fanelli,Esq. 0 \Q &\ ("

SO ORDERED,

Suz bardier, Esq.
Attorne¥s for Defendant
CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.
Barry McTiernan & Moore
2 Rector Street, 14™ Floor

New York, New Yo 1@6E D
(212) 313~3600F




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30
' (Heitler, )
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: !
1 Index No.: 107004/0
LOWELL H. THOMPSON, :
1
I
Plaintiff(s), :
, :
-against- I .
\ NO OPPOSITION
A.C. &S, INC,etal., ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). !

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
* summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3é12,
disr_nissing plaintiff’s 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. |

Dated: New York, New York
, 2011

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. ‘ WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. L E D

Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
. Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Lowell H. Thompson
80 Broad Street ~ 23rd Floor 700 Broadway 923 A
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 NOV ¢
(212) 509-3456 | (212) 558-5500 s OFFIG
oty Cl- oRK
cO NE-\N N
SO ORDERED,
' Hon. Sherr'y\ﬁleﬁ\'Heitler _ - 324-2599AQ
NOV 102011
{N0109265-1}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30
- ' (Heitler, J.) |
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: !
i Index No.: 107004/02/1
LOWELL H. THOMPSON, :
|
|
Plaintiff(s), !
1
-against- :
. , NO OPPOSITION
A.C. &S., INC., et al., , ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). l

“WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Compraﬁon with prejudice,_ and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

_ /4
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F I L E D

Attormeys for Plaintiff
Tlshman quuldatmg Corporation Lowell H. Thompson NOY 2 3 2061
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 , New York, New York 10003 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

Klein Heitler 2383-2599AQ

{N0109252-1}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-115342
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
HARVEY KESSLER SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X 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 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs,

Dated: New York, NY
} , 2011

By: ‘/@/ M By:

¢ Samu , E¢d.
Mechoe\ @t (. Benjamin R. Dwyer’Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP L— E D
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant, &
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 200
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza NGV 23
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 v CLERK'S OFFICE
Buffalo, NY 14202 COUNT \il (EZ\N YORK

_(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

on. n Heitler

NOV 102010

13642913.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK .
Index No.: 10700702

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION W
HARVEY FIALA,

Plaintiff(s),

- against - _ NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., MOTION

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto, _ _

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

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

to either part)'/.
!
Dated: “/g/ , 2011 F \ L e D y
New York, New York .
, A
/W/,/’ D ;/: . ‘. ~ CLERKS OFFIC

’ Moy ?N\b‘ . Linds . Foster, Esq. COUN NEW YORK
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE :
Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD,
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,

H eitler NOV 1 0 ZU"




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

| (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: g ,
| Index No.: 107007/0%.115354

HARVEY FIALA AND ROBIN FIALA,

Plaintifs, | NO OPPOSITION
| | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- ' MOTION AND ORDER

A.C. &S, INC, etal

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Coﬁrter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs. ' ' §
Dated: New Y ew York . E 0 . x‘\
7/:77 2011 =1\ §\\
“C’ 5 OFF\OE
-\ C,L ?‘YQ
v~\“\ WO
(jfﬂ /Me/,u%ﬂz M%’ M W oy
ennifer A. Fhschetts, Esq. M e\ F Wu
Attorney for/Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Courter &\Company, Inc. Harvey Fiala and Robin Fiala
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. : WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 ~ New York, New York 10003

(212) 509-3456

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

vy 10 201Y

1122-5960




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

! (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: -
| Index No.: 107007/¢2, 115354/02
HARVEY FIALA AND ROBIN FIALA, |

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- ' MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S.,INC, et al
Defendants. :

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New Yorkj New York
| 7/ ,2011

E° )
/Z//(//(A,{JA//:/J/ //,ﬁ/ oz B 3 % Lo 1 \

nnifer A. Filsghetto, Esq. M« chod) Toae\ FF\GE'- \
ttorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 4 C Oﬂ\k -
Treadwell Corporation Harvey Fiala and Robin F@@Dm .\\.—\N N
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, . -
Hon. Sherry Klem Meitler NOV10201

1235-481




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
i (Heitler, I.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: T )
 Index No.: 107007/¢2, 115354/0
HARVEY FIALA AND ROBIN FIALA, '
Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
) SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&8.,INC., etal |
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint agaiﬁst defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs.

Dated: New York, Nefv York

7/ ,2011 v
b ( ]7 AR
/ FILED .
ALz DL SR
= COuR s OFFICE
o i Vé@Eme
Attorney tor Defendant Attomey for Plaintiffs

Tishman Liquidating Corp.
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

- New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

- SO ORDERED,

Harvey Fiala and Robin Fiala
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway .

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

Hon: Heitler

2383-25533




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

! (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: #
i Index No.: 107007/0 4/05

HARVEY FIALA AND ROBIN FIALA,

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION

. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- i MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S., INC., et al.
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Qakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment_in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plamtiffs’
complaint againét defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this ac;cion, and ther.e being no
opposition thereto,

'~ ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Qakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs, |

Dated: New York{ New York
l L2/, 2011

FILED
me%xm% - ST Nov 23 201

Carol Tempesta, Esq. M hug) Foanell] COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs NEW YORK
Qakfabco Inc. Harvey Fiala and Robin Fiala

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

e

(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

NOV 10201

2571-683




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

: (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: _
i Index No.: 107007/0g 2"

HARVEY FIALA AND ROBOIN FIALA,
Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION

' | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- | MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S. INC., et al !
Defendants. é

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to ail co-deféndants, all cléims ;nd cross claims against

. defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudic‘e and without costs,

Dated: Ne Y&Trk, ew York
Vh 7{ , 2011

d///( /U,Z(/( //,@/%f///v/ | Z27

nnifer A. Fuddhetto, Esq. M.l Farvell,

ttorney for Dgfendant Attomey for Plaintiffs '
Safeguard Inddstrial Equipment Co. Harvey Fiala and Robin Fiala
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.# ‘ L E D
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway ' '
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 waqy 2 3 2011
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500

o COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK
SO ORDERED,

iémHeitler ~ NOY 10201

Hon. Sherry

324-6735




536.12408/AJdM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

This document relates to:

ARNOLD BENEDETTO, Deceased, : Index No.: 115368/02
Plaintiff, : (August 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial
:  Group)
Vs,
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION
et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
* AND ORDER
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 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,:?e and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. ‘EE ‘:)
/

DATED : ///l//// NOY 23 201
ErEiitﬁ*’dfa?oveW Rew Sgesy COUNTY ol DJKS OH

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ES > STEPHEN E/. BAL , ESQ.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG %\ 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.O. Box 438
EagtrHanover, New Jersey 07936

SO ORDERED,

erry Klein Heitler

NOY 10 204




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 116052/02
NO OPPOSITION

Agnes Cestare SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
ERICSSON INC.,, Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

B i wﬁif‘x - ; Y i‘: ™
FH‘*‘%%"'A i-wﬂ'm
Frank Ortiz, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. WILSON/ELSER{MOSKOWITZ
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKRRIAPY E D :
700 Broadway Attorney fend \
New York, New York 10003 ERICSSON INC.,, as successm;zi% 20\
interest to Anaconda WiOX oE
Cable Co. g OFF!
ERK
150 East 42" Street cOUNTY E({YORK
New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000
Our File No. 07536.00001
SO ORDERED,

NOV 1 020“‘

4726268v.1

1

i
!




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

Index No. »u:my’
RALPH A. CONTE and DIANE CONTE (A 16074/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and
there being no oppo'sition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

DATED: 1 ~7 . 2011

/’% ‘ZZ- L N L
Attorneys for Plaintiff /7.cyuel Frvell- Knnd M. DiLdnardo E
t

Weitz & Luxenberg )

700 Broadway - 7th floor gtl\tn%réelynscfor e NOV 23 oM

New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Wamer,
Coleman & Goggin qunTY CLE
888 Veterans Memorial High\way

~~Hauppauge, NY 11788 '

S0 ORDERED,

RK'S OFF




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

Index No. 106708/
RALPH A. CONTE and DIANE CONTE E’

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, |

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

DATED: \=77 2011

T
,i_;_‘\w,/'t
a ':;:;. A”Na\’ . M

“ J/.‘J‘-./‘J 'h.;uh.. RS |

Aftgfheys for Plaintiff — (M .chuel S - 7 : hs N
- ' Anna M. DiLonaMo
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defen 29 2
700 Broadway - 7th floor Lockheed Martin Coy: . oFFICE
New York, NY 10003 _ Marshall. Denneh rﬁ\eip‘\{
’ el W J\‘Oﬂk‘
Coleman & Gog NE

888 Veterans Memorial Highway
uppauge, NY 11788

SO ORDERED,

Hon. ShefryKlem Heitler

10V 102011




e

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, 1)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No.: 106708/02

RALPH A. CONTE AND DIANE CONTE,

}
¥
i
1
L}
}
I
Plaintiff(s), X
1
~against- E
: 1 NO OPPOSITION
AC. &S, INC, etal.,  SUMMARY JUDGMENT
 MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). !

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defenﬂants, all claims and cross claims against |
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, lbe and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, Tew York

[l /7] 2011
Matthew D. Sampar, Esq. YT )

- MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. EITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C,

Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Ralph Conte and Diane Conte W ‘ L E D )
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 700 Broadway :
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 - o 9Ot
(212) 509-3456 | 212) 558-5500 oy 23 201

' sy CLERKS OFFICE
SO ORDERED, X T NEw YORK

Hon. Sherry Kiofn Heitlér 324-6860J

NOV10201

{N0109585-1}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: =

Index No.: 106708/02, 11607
RALPH A. CONTE AND DIANE CONTE,

Plaintiff(s),
-against-
NO OPPOSITION
A.C. &S, INC,, et al., , SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). !

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

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

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.,

ew York
201 1

Dated; New ork

ﬁ\Ilcole P. Wesselmann, Esq.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants
Kentile Floors, Inc.

80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry KI€in Helil

{N0109597-1}

Lyt

Mch M,\ o U
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. )
Attomeys for Plaintiff F ‘ L E D 5
Ralph Conte and Diane Conte )
700 Broadway 1
New York Now York 10003 NOY 23 10
(212) 558-5500 s OFFICE

: Ty CLE ‘
COUNT £ YORK
208210803
NOV 102011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ¢ LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

Index No.: 106708/02, 11607
RALPH A. CONTE AND DIANE CONTE,

- Plaintiff(s),
-against-
1 NO OPPOSITION
A.C. &S.,INC, et al,, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT
| MOTION AND ORDER
Defendant(s). !

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defenda.ﬁt, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notiée to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York,

o

Aol TED |

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C

Attorneys for Plaintiff 'Zm\ )
Ralph Conte and Diane Conte o 2 3
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor ‘ 700 Broadway S OFF\CE
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 _ , NT‘('CLERKRK
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 COV™ gw YO

SO ORDERED,

Hon. S Kleth Heitler 2383-25634W

NOV 10201

{N0109598-1}




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

----------------------------------------------------------------- X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
................................................................. X
This Document Relates To: :
: NYCAL
JAMES P, CAHILL, : LA.S. Part 30
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
Plaintiff(s),
Index No: 116079-02
-against-
A.OQ. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et al., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants. :
_________________________________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
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.

-/

New York, New York ‘
bt 72l ol ¢ o3 ~—
Matthew MaclIntyre, Esq Nicole M. Kozin, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LLP ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff{(s) Attorneys for DefendE l L E D }
700 Broadway CRANE CO. i
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue NOV 2 3 2011 :
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

/VOV Iy 20”




536.12422/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

This document relatesgs to:

: Index No.: 11 =5
MERLE G. BURGIN, Deceased, : 116958/0

Plaintiff, : (August. 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial
Group)
vs.
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION
et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
: : AND ORDER
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby |
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

crogsclaims against defendant, United Conveyor CorporatiotF i 3[1- E )I\
;

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

il
DATED: . |l }L[ Z‘ NOV 23 28
East Ha over e% Jers S ()
A L ] }% Y s UNTY CLERKS
. % A _ cO NEW YORK

FRANK M ORTIZ ESQ "““ﬁ"{‘“““
WEITZ & LUXENBERG

Attorneys for Plaintiff M“l & FLINN
700 Broadway : Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P. Box 438
7 New Jersey 07936

S50 ORDERED,

Honorable Stre#ry Kléin Heitler

NOV 10 241

GARRITY, GRAHAM MURPHY GAROFALO

Fr it




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S, Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index Na. 02-11
X 02-107099

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

NO OPPOSITION
RICHARD BURTON SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
X 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 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

AV

———

: /

By: X
Samuel Goldblatt, Es
/s U,g1 S22, F Benjamin R. Dwyer }Jgq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

180 Maiden Lane
New York, NY 10038

Patterson-Kelley Company
Key Towers at Fountain Plaz

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202 NG )
(716) 853-8100
SO ORDERED, Couie
on, Isfn Heitler

NOV 10201

13642913.1

\LED

o DL HKSOFF\CE

NEW YORK



536.12691/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

This document relates to:

Index No.: 117571/02
RICHARD BURTON, Deceased,

(August 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial

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

et al., : AND ORDER

Defendants.

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

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

crossclaimg against defendant, United Conveyor Corporaticp e EldEhe

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: o, | /i NOV 23 2011
Easl Hanover, Néw Jers
Bast, Henoy e R COUNTY CLERK'S OF
*““%Q%wf'ﬂmw” @wﬂ%% = NEW YORK
FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ”"“'{:: . £SQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG ., 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.O. Box 438
ast Hanover, New Jersey 07936
S50 ORDERED,

Honorable Sherry~Klein Heitler

D

FHCE

NOv g 02019




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
Index No.:

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION - 117983/
JAMES FRETTO,

Plaintiff(s),

- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT _ |

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., MOTION |

Defendants. :

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby réquests Summary Judgr.x.lc”nt. in the
above-cntitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto, _ : -

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

to either party.

Datedmﬂ . ,2011

New York, New York

\hi@%fm% Sl

/WEINZ/& LUXENBERG, P.C

Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 . Weil-McLain

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,

NOV 102011




CLB55403M¢gal/nosjm '
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
JAMES FRETTO,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), | MOTION AND ORDER
~against- ndes No=~107006/02 &
17983102
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al, NYCAL
: LA.S, Part 30
Defendani(s),
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 a.gainst defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto, ‘

ORDERED, that upon notice tb all co-defendants, all claimé and cross claims against
defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. bt;, and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

AL

| SuzangeRatcliffe, Esq. oseph DiGregdrio, Esq. ([
Attorniey for Plaintiff l 41-8\ | orneys for Diefendant :
Weitz\€ Luxenberg 1o CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC, |
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore ;
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

New York, Ne ox‘: 189_0‘6E D .

(212) 313-3600
Nov 23 200

NTY CLERKS OFFICE

SO ORDERED, ' |
COP NewvoRK

NOV 1 02011

‘:



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

NORTH JERSEY

4O PATERSONST

PO BOX 480

MEW BRUNSWICK; MJ

SOUTH.ERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SINTE 202
HAMMONTON, Ny

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.; 02-119102
This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

RANDALL A. KACER AND JOYCE C. KACER
against

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

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

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

e

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

DATED:

New York, New York
(f24] (1

— T e

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

Kohler Co.

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

MATTHEW PARK, ESQ.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, h
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Randall A. Kacer and Joyce C. Kacer
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED:
S RY, IN REITLER
NOV 2 3 2011

IR ...,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

i (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS 10: ; _
: Index No.:3277/02

CAROLE BALDUCCI, as Executrix for the
Estate of ROGER J. BALDUCCI, and CAROLE

BALDUCCI, Individually, { NO OPPOSITION
| SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Plaintiffs, § MOTION AND ORDER

-against-

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

Defendants. '

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
cdmplaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon n_otice 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 York, New York
2011

i A. Coopér, Pq. ohw €. Richm ovad
Attorney for Defendant Aftorney for Plaintiffs

Treadwell Corporation Roger J. Balducci and Carole Bald

MCcCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C Fl | L E D
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 - NOV 2 3 20%
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 ’

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

Hoﬁ. Sherry Kle NOV 1 0 20"

1235-7693




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

i (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
. Index No.: (19783/02,¥13277/02
CAROLE BALDUCCTI, as Executrix for the i

Estate of ROGER J. BALDUCCI, and CAROLE |

BALDUCCI, Individually, { NO OPPOSITION
| SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs, | MOTION AND ORDER
-against-

A.C.&S8.INC,, et al. !

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being
no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York
/ollj_ff ,2011

Y | .oy A /L‘_]
amie A. dm.per, Ese( wWe €. Rictkamond
Attorney for Defendant Att mcy for Plaintiffs

Kentile Floors, Inc.
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Roger J. Balducci and Carole @ ‘: L E D
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

700 Broadway N(N
New York, New York 10003

212) 558-5500

Hon. Sherry Kl

NOV 102011

2082-11211




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION { LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: g T -
 Index No.: '13277/02
CAROLE BALDUCC]I, as Executrix for the
Estate of ROGER J. BALDUCCI, and CAROLE |
BALDUCC], Individually, : NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Plaintiffs, ! MOTION AND ORDER
-against-
A.C.&S.INC,etal. i

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross ;:laims aghinst
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

loj2% 201

ie A. Coopet, Esq/” Town E. Rich mend
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs

Tishman Liquidating Corp. Roger J. Balducci and Carole Balducci D
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ¢ ‘ L E

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway -

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 o 2 LA

(212) 509-3456 212) 558-5500

‘SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kléi Hexjér

NOV 1 0 20"; iSBS—ZS’fOOB




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LLA.S. Part 30

i (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: )
+ Index No« 119783/02, 113277/02
CAROLE BALDUCCI, as Executrix for the

Estate of ROGER J. BALDUCCI, and CAROLE

BALDUCCI, Individually, | NO OPPOSITION
? i SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Plaintiffs, 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 § 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
ZOZ & 2011

L om e

amie A. Cooﬁar,]}?q. T okmcv\c’ F ‘—E E D

Attorney for Defendant A orney or Pla.mhffs
Qakfabco, Inc. Roger J. Balducci and Carole Balducc“ vy 2 9 'LW\\
! MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P C 0 CE
i 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway ER\QS OFF
| New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 GOUNT! S/ YORK
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 .
NOV 10201

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry

2571-1253




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30
/ ! (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ; o
| Index No M 3277/02

CAROLE BALDUCCI, as Executrix for the
Estate of ROGER J. BALDUCCI, and CAROLE

BALDUCCI, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION
' 5 SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Plaintiffs,  MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company,
with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

’ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against |
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
[0 Z 2K , 2011

NOV1020m

sty — :
amie A. C()_g)c/r, Esd ) hw €. Riehamond

Attorney for Defendant tomey for Plaintiffs

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Roger J. Balducci and Carole Balducci

MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ‘ L E D
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway S
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 281\
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 L NOY 23

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sher# Klein Heitler

324-70798




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK.
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: | '
 Index No.{ 119783/02, 1¥3277/02

CAROLE BALDUCCI, as Executrix for the
Estate of ROGER J, BALDUCCI, and CAROLE

' BALDUCC], Individually, NO OPPOSITION
' ; i SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs, : MOTION AND ORDER
-against-

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby | requests summary
} judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
{ plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
i and there being no opposition thereto,
| ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agéinst
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York New York
, 2011

ﬂ Q./Z/z_.s

amie A. Qoefer S Townn E. uc\nmov\F | L E D

_ Attorney for Defendant Attomey for Plaintiffs
i Courter & Company, Inc. Roger J. Balducci and Carole Balduccx 9 o
! MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NOY 23 2
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway S OFFICE
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 COUN Y “! E\?gﬂK '
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558- 5500 NEW
Hon. Sherry Kie ftler

1122-0019




536.13299/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

This document relates to:
Index No.: 119810/02

WILLIAM J. BERTON,
(August 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial

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

et al., : AND ORDER

Defendants.

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and
crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the
game are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without FSESL E D

DATED : lgﬁy/ﬁf

East Hﬁnover, New Jeysey NOV 23 2011
T e . ‘il }""’"—*

e Jkﬁa T A e o TN . Cl
FRANK‘M ORTIZ, ESQ-amﬁvw ] } AN, E&QNVYQRK
WEITZ & LUXENBERG k% 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.O. Box 438
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936

SO ORDERED,

Klein Heitler

NOV 10201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
MONIQUE PELLETIER, Individually and as NO OPPOSITION
Executrix of the Estate of GIRARD PELLETIER SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
Plaintiff(s)
-against- Index No.: 02/120337
ORANGE & ROCKLAND UTILITIES, et al., NYCAL
[.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

WHEREFORE, defendants OAKFABCO hereby request summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants OAKFABCO with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

defendants OAKFABCO be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

KD el

Bréﬁan@ully, Esh Kerr ook, Esq.
Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg McGivney & Kluger

800 Third Avenue 80 Broad Street, 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10022 New York, New York 10024
Counsel for Plaintiff Counsel for Defendant

SO ORDERED, ’ F ﬁ L E D u

Hon. Sherfy-Kleln-Heitl l“z
on ein-Heitler NOV 23 2011 1} 1

|

f
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

NOV 102011

{00250431.DOC}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 120615/02
NO OPPOSITION

Vito A. Alongi SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
ERICSSON INC.,, Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

\\\L\‘\

"‘:& o

Frank Ortiz, Esq. \ 9
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.

Julie R. Evans, Esq,
WILSON/ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DIZKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney ffor Deféndant

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

New York, New York 10017

ou e o boke E D

SO ORDERED, NOV 2 3 200
Hon. She . Heitler COUNTY CL ERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
4726263v.1 7200




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

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

NEW BRUNSYVICK

SOUTH.JERSEY
FOHWILTSEY'S MLL RD
SUITE. 202
HAMMONTON; NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 02-120622

This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

ELIZABETH TRIFARI,

against

ACandS, INC., et al.,

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

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

DATED: I\-%( New Brunswick, NJ

SAMUEL MEIROWINZ, ESQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff,
Elizabeth Trifari

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

7/

Honorable éh/‘ﬁ Klein HeltleE D ;

NDY R. KAGAN, E&:
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

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

SO ORDERED:

NOV1020

T — o

BX-C




-4 L)

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
ILA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION _
Index No. 02-120622
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
ELIZABETH TRIFARI JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

'ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendaﬁts, 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
“fl 2 i , 2011 ! :(:
By:ﬂ 77-{6,._/ /:/{/Ja(/ By: \ -

S Samuel Goldblatt, Esg/”

cmue! f)eironrtz Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company

New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Pl

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 5;F | L E D

Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100 NOV 23 20

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK

Hon, - : _‘,’-
=77 NOV 102011

13651402.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S, Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
----------------------------------------- X
This Document Relates To: Index No
105917/04
Charles Johnson NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
----------------------------------------- x

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

: , - \ FrrCk

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq’ G\S:\"“YT‘?." "
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. WILSON, ELSER, MOS WE\N yOR
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 ERICSSON INC,, as successor in

interest to Anaconda Wire &

Cable Co.

150 East 42" Street

_New York, New York 10017

212-490-3000

Our File No. 07536.00001
SO ORDERED,

Hon~S¥¢rry K. Heitler

NOV 102011

4726273v.1




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

X
IN RE:NEW YORK CITY :

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ]
X Index Nos.

This Document Relates To: : 105917/04
CHARLES JOHNSON, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION
Plaintiff, : AND ORDER
-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,
Including, MAREMONT CORPORATION,

Defendants. :
X

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

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

defendant Maremont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

§
without costs. \_ E D ii\
Dated: New York, New York F \ A\ Vo
Nierroer™ 2011 3 19

AH 7. Lt
Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. z Peg?g'?’ﬂ Pan(,)ﬁgq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES &
Attorneys for Plaintiffs FRIEDMAN LLP
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 1633 Broadway
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10019

(212) 506-1700
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry KleinHéitlef ! NOV 1 0 20 "




SUPREME COURT OF THE-STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
This Document Relates To:
ALBERT DELL'ARCIPRETE and ROSE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
DELL'ARCIPRETE, ' JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO
FORD MOTOR COMPANY
Plaintiff(s),
- against - Index No.: 121607/02
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al.,
Defendant(s).
X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

1) 7 ,2011

By: Chris Romanelli, Es%.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

Counsel for: ALBERT DELL'ARCIPRETE

/e

By: Evan L. Browne, Esq.

AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN
& DEUTSCH, LLP

Attorneys for Defendant

Ford Motor Company

and ROSE DELL'ARCIPRETE 600 Third Avenue D g
New York, New York?)l‘ L E -
T: 212-593-6700
F: 212-593-6970 a 200 \
| A

: ) ngcgiijﬁc
SO ORDERED: OOUNT‘{\;& yORK
HON. SHE HEITLER

1037742v.1

Li020m




- -

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
THOMAS BUCHHOLZ, as Administrator for NYCAL
the Estate of CHARLES BUCHHOLZ, and L.A.S. Part 30
KAREN SVOBODA, as Administratrix for New York City Asbestos
the Estate of EVA BUCHHOLZ, individually, Litigation
Plaintiffs, Index No. 121775/02
- against -
84 LUMBER COMPANY, A.O. SMITH WATER NO OPPOSITION
PRODUCTS, CO., A W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, SUMMARY JUDGEMENT

AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC., n/k/a RHONE POULENC MOTION AND ORDER
AG COMPANY, n/k/a BAYER CROPSCIENCE INC.,

ANCHOR PACKING COMPANY, BURNAHM, LLC,

Individually, and as successor to BURNHAM CORPORATION,

CARRIER CORPORATION, individually, and as successor in

interest to BRYANT HEATING & COOLING SYSTEMS, CBS  Justice: Hon. Heitler
CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor

by merger to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a

WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC CORPORATION, CERTAIN

TEED CORPORATION, CONGOLEUM CORPORATION,

CRANE CO., DANA COMPANIES, LLC, DRESSER

INDUSTRIES, INC., DURABLA MANUFACTURING

COMPANY, EAST ISLIP LUMBER CO., EMPIRE-ACE

INSULATION MFG, CORP., GARLOCK SEALING

TECHNOLOGIES LLC, f/k/a GARLOCK INC., GENERAL

ELECTRIC COMPANY, GOODYEAR CANADA, INC.,

GOODYEAR TIRE AND RUBBER COMPANY, GOULDS

PUMPS, INC., IMO INDUSTRIES INC., INGERSOLLORAND

COMPANY, J.H. FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY,

KARNAK CORPORATION, KENTILE FLOORS, INC.,

KOHLER, CO., MINNESOTA MINING & MANUFACTURING

COMPANY, MIRON LUMBER CO., INC., NASSAU SUFFOLK

LUMBER AND SUPPLY CORP., OAKFABCO, INC.,

OWENS-ILLINOIS, INC., PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC.,

PFIZER, INC. (PFIZER), PROKO INDUSTRIES, INC., F I
QUIGLEY COMPANY, INC., RAPID-AMERICAN CORPORATION, L
REYNOLDS METALS COMPANY, individually and as

successor in interest to ATLANTIC ASBESTOS CORP., NOV 23
ROBERT A. KEASBEY COMPANY, THE STROBER COUNry & on
ORGANIZATION, INC., TRANE U.S. INC,, f/k/a AMERICAN NE%EHK’S
STANDARD ICN., U.S. RUBBER COMPANY (UNIROYAL), YORKOPHCE

UNION CARBIDE CORPORATION, UTICA BOILERS, INC.,

TR TR ‘




Individually and as successor to UTICA RADIATOR
CORPORATION, WARREN PUMPS, INC., WEIL-MCLAIN, a
division of THE MARLEY COMPANY, WORTHINGTON
CORPORATION, YORK INDUSTRIES CORP.,

Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant East Islip Lumber, hereby requests summary judgement in
the above-entitled action, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules, section 3212(a), dismissing
Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant East Islip Lumber, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, East Islip Lumber, be and the same are hereby dismissed, without costs.

Dated: October 14, 2011

i

Suzanne/M. Ratcliffe, Esq.
! Weitz & Luxenburg, P.C.

‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘ Peter M. Khrinenkd, Esq.
Bran d ¢ d’ P.C-

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for East Islip Lumber
700 Broadway 600 Old Country Road, Ste. 440
New York, New York 10003 Garden City, New York 11530
(212) 558-5500 (516) 746-3500

o NOV
SO ORDERED, Dated: 022011

Hon. Sherty Klein Heitler

FILED

ON
N KS OFFICE

L E
COUNTY EWNORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, 1)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 122052/02
NO OPPOSITION

George E. Allen SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
ERICSSON INC.,, Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York
alz \\

AT
Wﬁ. N

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ‘\“m
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.

Attorney for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003 ERICSS@QN IXC., as successor i D ,
interest to Anaconcl DE :
Cable Co. ke
150 East 42" Street 231 70\
New York, New York 1()0!4:5!3‘J ; CE
212-490-3000 CLERKS OFF

1r File No. 07536. oomn\JN“ W YORK
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

NOV 1 02011

4726258v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 02-122682
This Document Relates 1o:

NO OPPOSITION
EMILY F. MC GRAW as Personal Representative for SUMMARY JUDGMENT
the Estate of ROBERT J. MC GRAW, and EMILY F. MOTION AND ORDER

MC GRAW, Individually,

against

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

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

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

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ

\O[(R7/U

/e 3U

. MICHAEL FANELLI, ESQ.

NDY R. KAGAN,

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Attorneys for Defendant, Emily F. Mc Graw as Personal
Kohler Co. Representative for the Estate of Robert J. Mc
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 Graw, and Emily F. Mc Graw, Individually
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 700 Broadway

_ New York, NY 10003
HOAGUAND, LONGO

MORAN.DUNSTS )y .
DOUKAS LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

SO ORDERED:

NORTH JERSEY

oA Honorable Shehs) rdeinF He"le‘— E D_

NEVY BRUNSWICH, i

= | N e |

- g OFF
NOV10201p ooum‘\l“ %-VE}?SHK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 122682/02
NO OPPOSITION

Robert J. McGraw - SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
ERICSSON INC.,, Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

,,,,,

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. \
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKKR LLP
700 Broadway Attorney
New York, New York 10003 ERICSSO
interest to
Cable Co.
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York J0Gl7
212-490-3000 F ‘(L E D,
Our File No. 07538.00001

/ OV 2 5 1M

cLERKS OFFICE
W YORK

NTY
Nov1g2ff ™

aconda Wire &

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shetrry K. Neitler

4726281v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S, Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 122683/02
NO OPPOSITION

Albert R. Blachowicz SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York
\:\\@\ W\

g

Frank Ortlz Esq Julte g
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. i WILSON
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMA
700 Broadway Attorney forDefendant
New York, New York 10003 ERICSSON INC., as successor in
interest to Anaconda Wire &
Cable Co.
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New k‘O 7
212-490-3000 T— E D
Our File No. 07536.00001 .
b NOV 2 zu‘n
SO ORDERED
» ' FICE
. T CLERKS OF
Hon. Sherry, Mditler COUN ! EW YORK
NOv 1
1o 2013
4726266v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 123165/02
NO OPPOSITION

Joseph J. Lunga 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

AVIRYAN

ﬂ// CaEN Quii S

'l\?vr?‘fvl.-@rrlz,‘ﬁsq:'" Joe \/ﬂ?ﬂ uez, 9“1 . Julie R. Evans*Esq.

TZ & LUXENBERG ; WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 100 %
Our File No. 0533#00‘1 li_ E D A

SO ORDERED, Nov 23 20W

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

NOV 10201

4726087v.1




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

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSOM ST

PO BOX 480

NEW BRUNSWICK, NJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTOR, NJ

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

NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

IN RE:

This Document Relates to:

ROSALIE ANN MARTINEZ, AS PERSONAL
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF
ANGELO JOHN MARTINEZ, AND ROSALIE ANN

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

INDEX NO..02-123672
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

MARTINEZ, INDIVIDUALLY

against

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New York, New York

15/24 |iy

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

Kohler Co.

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

SO ORDERED:

BX-FRUI

T

D Z. LA

MATTHEW MACINTYREZESQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Rosalie Ann Martinez,
Representative for the Estate of Angel

as Personal

Martinez, and Rosali A‘ngMagme;D
individually ? -

700 Broadway _
New York, NY 10003

o

Nov

s € EICE

-2

I




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-123970
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
DAMIANO QUATTROCCHI ' JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

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

Dated: New York, NY
, 2011

/0
By:M ﬂ'—-)

John £. Richmond

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP NOV- 23 201t
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company, Ty CLERK'S OFFICE
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza  NEW YORK

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain-Prrza-Stite 500

Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

NOV 10201

13651402.1




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

(Hettler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 103ill1 i03

John A. Kelly NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs” complaint against defendant
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross cléims against defendant
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable
Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withqut costs.

Dated: New York, New York

\AWAN
A

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorney for Plaintiff

700 Broadway | Attorney for
New York, New York 10003 ERICSSON INC., as successor in

interest to Anaconda Wire &

Cable Co.

150 East 42™ Stre ! E D
New York, New Ydrk 10017

212-490-3000 y 2 23 201
Qur File No. 07536. OOM
LERK SOFHCE

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherfy'¥. Heitler

4726277v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NOQ.: 02-124441
This Document Relates to:

I NO OPPOSITION

L JEANNE (MELBA) Wallace, Individually and as SUMMARY JUDGMENT
| Executrix for the Estate of HAROLD STANLY MOTION AND ORDER
L WALLACE Sr.,

] against

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

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

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

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

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ
Octoher. 10,20/ Q
WENDY R. KAGAN, ESQ.”” ~ JOHN B#CHMOND, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN i WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for Defendant, Jeanne (Melba) Wallace, Individually and as
Konhier Co. Executrix for the Estate of Harold Stanly
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 Wallace Sr.
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
HOAGLAND; LONGO
MORAN, DUNST &
DOLUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT AW
NORTH JERSEY SO ORDERED:
40 PATERSONST Honorable She
PO BOX 480
NEVW BRUNSWCK, MJ
SOUTH JERSEY NOV 23 701
;(E:rr\é\nzLJQSEY'S MLLRD - E
HAMMONTON, NJ COUNT\‘Q CLERKS OFFIC




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
Index No@
X 03-103181
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
JOHANNES D¢ VALK SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X 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 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant

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

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

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

without ¢costs,

Dated: New York, NY
{2, 2011

2O

s
P l‘l&h N Vixodo
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
180 Maiden Lane
New York, NY 10038

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

13642913.1

Samuel Goldblatt, Eﬁf

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq

NIXON PEABODY LLP

Attorneys for Defendant,

Patterson-Kelley Company

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 8 1L E D )
Buffalo, NY 14202

S]]




HOAGLAND, | ONGO
MORAN, DUNST &
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

MORTH.JERSEY

40 PATERSON 5T
POBOX480

NEVY BRUNSWICH :hJ

SOUTHJERSEY
TO1WALTSEY'S MLL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, M

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 02-124444
This Document Relates to:

NO OPPOSITION
JOAN KAHN, Individually and as Executrix for the SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Estate of MELVIN A. KAHN, MOTION AND ORDER

against

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

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

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

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

DATED: |F-(| New Brunswick, NJ

//L( %/// /C/M/Zoz/

SAMUBL MEIROWITZ [ESQ.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiﬁ(s),

Joan Kahn, Individually and as Executrix for
the Estate of Melvin A. Kahn

700 Broadway

New York, NY 1000

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

Kohler Co.

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

SO ORDERED:

NOV 2 3 201

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

D U o T Y e e e o D A A ke o o e e o Y x
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
----------------------------------------------------------------- X
This Document Relates To: ;
JUNE A. KING as Executrix for the Estate of L NYCAL
CONLEY M. KING and JUNE A. KING, :
Individually . LAS. Part30

’ " (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
Plaintiff(s), Index No: 124489-02
-against- " NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY

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

Defendants.

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 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: __ / ﬁ/ Z 7/1
New York, New York 7 A/ﬂt m
Jo! 1

ichmond, Esq. NigbleM. Kozin, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defenda
700 Broadway CRANE CO. , L E D
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-60
536-3900 Nov 23 2n
COUN rY - '
SO ORDERED, A thv‘\?ﬁyﬂc;(RSK OFFICE

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

NOV 192019




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

Index No.: 125211/02
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: ﬂf«hb” 2 2011
New York, New York

\> 72

FranleOxtiz, Bsq— John G'M‘Ghmah/
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500
SO ORDERED,

Hon. She eitler




@ o

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 125213/02
NO OPPOSITION

John Murray SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

\\ll%,l\\

ql“." Sans

M-OTZ, E5Y. Joc VAarqugl, E<q- Julie R. Evans, Esq.
Z & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMP D
150 East 42™ Street ‘ I‘I:YE
New York, New York 1§017

ur File No. 05335.00001 NOV 213 200

CLERKS OFFICE

SO ORDERED, COUNT\(NE.\N YORK.

Hon. Sherry ¥, Heitler

NOV102011

4726108v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-125213
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JOHN MURRAY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

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

Dated: New York, NY

,2011 \
By: [ / By: \ - .
~— Samuel Goldblatt, Esq.

/ Soe Yazgacezy é’t, Benjamin R, Dwyer Es
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.(J. NIXON PEABODY L
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 ' Key Towers at Fountain P]
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 5(;F | L E D

Buffalo, NY 14202
5)-853-8100 NOV 23 201

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK

13642913.1




536.13302/AdM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

This document relates to:
Index No.: 126186/02

RALPH COLON, Deceased,
(August 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, herepy
requests summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's
Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation kie EdEeD
F.

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without co

.

T LA A
DATED: H}L{))[ MOV 23 201
past Hanpver, NgmJersw COUNTY CLERK'S OF
e \ NEW YORK

£

2 X .

4 R A}»f,_“ w-;r'f“"" 74,“ __,,;“’;: L .
FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. Muwhﬁm p . B ; )
WEITZ & LUXENBERG '“%%. GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GARQFALO
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 Han r, New Jersey 07936

Honorable SHerry RYein Heitler

oV 10201

FICE




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 126187/02
NO OPPOSITION

Thomas L. Gerace SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

Ayali

= ED

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. LSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorney for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003 ERICSS NC.,, as successor in
interest to Anaconda Wire &
Cable Co.
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York: 10017
212-490-3000 =i i)_ E D
Our File No. 07536.00001

v 23 200
SO ORDERED, ¢ NOV
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler NO Y CLERKS OFFICE

4726269v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 126685/02
NO OPPOSITION

Willard E. Hardy SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, :

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

Dated:  New York, New York

Frank Ortiz, Esq. .

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. - , %

Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & BICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

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

New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000
Our File No. 07536.00001

SO ORDERED,

4726271v.1




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. 126686/02
Vincent Leone

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, deferidant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and
there being no opposition thereto,

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

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice
and without costs.

DATED: -1 2011

/A’Wuv 41/ 2/ 204

Attorneys for Plaintiff i , -
Weitz & Luxenberg Semvel Mf’, ﬁwﬂld Colleen M. Cronin

700 Broadway - 7th floor Attorneys for Defendant

BMCE Inc.
New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,

Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Highway

SO ORDERED,

Nov 23 201

v CLERKS OFFICE
NEW YORK

COUNT




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

ALEXANDER W. RETTIE AND ELIZABETH
RETTIE,

Plaintiffs,
~against- i NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. &S, INC, etal, ! MOTION AND ORDER
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, Qakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon nétice ';o all co-deféndants, all claims %md cross claims against
defendant, Oakfabco Inc., i)e and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.

Dated: New York, New York

X l 2~ 2011
D S
R NN N ]
Robert Darish, Esq. 7 |
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Oakfabco Inc. Alexander W. Rettie and Elizabeth Rettie
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENRERG, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway .
New York, New York 10004 _ New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 ' (212) 558-5500 E D
| CFILEVY.,
SO ORDERED, i
Hon. Sh Toin Heitler oV 23 201 ;
2571-0683AQ - CLERKS OFHCE
{ND042173-1}

NOV 10201




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

X NYCAL
[LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

Index No. 02-127406

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
FRANK MONASTERO JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as
“Freightliner Corporation,” (“DTNA”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint
against defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no ;)pposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: Jerichg, NY
Y 3,4

~
By: . WMLA/«LH

Joseph J. Ortego, Esq.
. Santo Borruso, Esq.

s

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway Daimler Trucks North America, LLC
New York, NY 10003 s/Wa Freightliner Corporation
(212) 558-5500 50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300 E D
Jericho, NY 11735-272
" (516) 832-7500
(23
SO ORDERED, NO  OFFICE

Klein¥eitler

13644541 1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
LORETO PAPALIA, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s) MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 02/127449
AVOCET ENTERPRISES, et al., NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

WHEREFORE, defendants AVOCET ENTERPRISES hereby request summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pufsuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants AVOCET ENTERPRISES with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendants AVOCET ENTERPRISES be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without CO% /\D/

Brew Esq w .
Levy, Phillips & K 1gsb (4 Attormneys for Defendant
800 Third Avenue Avocet Enterprises

New York, New York 10022 McGivney & Kluger P.C.

80 Broad Street, 23rd Floor
New York, NY 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kleth-Heitler F ' L E D

NOV 23 201

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICcE

NOV 1 02011 NEW YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
LORETO PAPALIA, ' NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff{(s) MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 02/127449
COURTER & COMPANY INC,, et al., NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

WHEREFORE, defendants COURTER & COMPANY INC. hereby request summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs® complaint against defendants 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
defendants COURTER & COMPANY INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

BrefdanTully, Bsq. gm
Levy, Phillips.& Konigsberg
800 Third Avenue Courter & Company Inc.
New York, New York 10022 McGivney & Kluger , P.C.
80 Broad Street, 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004

(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
LORETO PAPALIA, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s) MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 02/127449
TREADWELL CORPORATION, et al., NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

WHEREFORE, defendants TREADWELL CORPORATION hereby request summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants TREADWELL CORPORATION with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants TREADWELL CORPORATION be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Brend u:ly<:im/ %@( yonn \ \'ﬂg\ﬁ
\

Levy, PHillig§ & Kopigsberg Attorneys for Defendant

800 Third Avenue Treadwell Corporation

New York, New York 10022 McGivney & Kluger, P.C.
80 Broad Street, 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004

(212) 509-3456
FILED

NOV 2 3 2011

UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
co NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,
rry K¥ein-Heitler

NOV 10201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

......................................... b4

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

(Heitler, J.)

......................................... X _
This Document Relates To: Index N
102703/01
119380/00
James Minch
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
AW. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

W%/z/ Z/ 24

Semuel e Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG me wlh WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attormneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COM.P
150 East 42™ Street
New York, Ne 13
Our File No. 0 19062 2 ?—“\\
NOV FRCE
SO ORDERED, L\ C\E Wg’\f
Hon. Sh " Hettler GOuUN NEW NO
NOV 102011

4776867v.1




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

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
This Document Relates To: NYCAL

LLA.S. Part 30
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

SALVATORE RANDAZZO and RHODA
RANDAZZO,

Plaintiff(s), Index No.: 100780-03
-against-

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

A.C. &S.,INC,etal,

Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant 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: //"8“'//

w York, New York

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Angela DfGiglio, Equ U

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.ONM. K&L GATES LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) ) Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway CRANE CO.
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue F | L E D
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022
12) 536-3900 NOV 2 3 20%
SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

NOV 10201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 101958/03
NO OPPOSITION

Jack Nielsen SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

B

EradkBL-Gitiry Erg. /77 chael Fanc! A Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESdTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street
New York, uoE D
Qur File No.ID5338.0
NOV 23 200
SO ORDERED,
Hon. SherryK. Hetitl TY CLERKS OFFICE
erry; itler COUN W YORK
"0V 19 29y

4726115v.1

IUPSTEL




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

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

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

Index No: 101965/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary
Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

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

N3\

[ Dlers
AR ML, Esq. /7.chael Frell
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

QJJZ- Siand

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 1001 E D
Our File No. 0533 SFO(‘ 4

Hon. She - Heitler

4726126v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 03-101965
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JULIAN L. ROBERTS JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY '
1 i;‘ ,2011 \\
By

“Samuel Goldblatt,
My sel F?WC’ [} Benjamin R. DwydtEsq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain P%F ' L
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 | E D
B alo- ARV
(716) 853-8100 NOV 2 3 2011
SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICF
NEW YORK

NOV 1020tk

13651402.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-124444,
x
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
JOHANNES De VALK SUMMARY
- JUDGMENT

X 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 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs.

Dated: Ne\}v ork, NY

By, M — By 1
t Samuel Goldblatt, Esy
P lu.h Nw.r@-du _ Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza E D
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite \ L
Buffalo, NY 14202 ‘
53:8100 nov 23 200
. B -aK'S OFFlCE
SO ORDERED, COUN P\(\; g,‘\;b\?OP\K

13642913.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 103184-03
This Document Relates to:

NO OPPOSITION
JOAN KAHN, Individually and as Executrix for the SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Estate of MELVIN A. KAHN, MOTION AND ORDER

against

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

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

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

DATED:\-3-1} New Brunswick, NJ

,AZ W’\r/ j0/13/201

WENDY R. KAGAN, ESQ,/ SAMUEL MEIROWITZ, ESQ.
. HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN _ WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for Defendant, Joan Kahn, Individually and as Executrix for
Kohler Co. the Estate of Melvin A, Kahn
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 700 Broadway
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 New York, NY 10003

MORAN.DURSTS SO ORDERED:

ATTORES Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler

ATTORNEYS &T LAV

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST,

PO BOX 480

NEWW BRUNSWICK, NJ

SOUTH.ERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

NOV 10201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
----------------------------------------- x
This Document Relates To: Index No; 03
1441/02
John A, Kelly NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
----------------------------------------- x

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
ERICSSON INC.,, Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

\VAWA\
1

3 o
Frank \Ofttr"Esq ™"
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorney for Plaintiff \
700 Broadway Attorney for
New York, New York 10003 ERICSSON INC., as successor in

interest to Anaconda Wire &

Cable Co. y
150 East 42" Stref ‘ ‘ﬁ" E D .
New York, New Ydérk 1001

212-490-3000 y 23 M

Our File No. O7536.00M

'« OFFICE
GOUNTY CLERNCY
SO ORDERED, NEW YO

Hon. Sherfy ¥ Heitler
NOV 162019

4726277v.1




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

NORTHJERSEY

40 PATERSON ST
POBOX 480

NEWW BRUNSYWICK, hJ

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

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATEOF NEWYORK ..

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

This Document Relates to:
GARRY NEWMAN (deceased),
against

ACandS, INC., et al.,

INDEX NO.: 03-103217

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

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

above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Kehler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, ail claims and cross claims against

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

DATED:

New Brunswick, NJ
11/44/q

WENDY R. KAGAN, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP

“MICHAEL FANELLI, ESQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff, D

Attorneys for Defendant, Garry Newman (deceasgd) -3-'3;‘ %W,«

Kohler Co. 700 Broadway ' aoth

40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 New York, NY 10003 yoy 2 3¢

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 ~ F
gakS 0O

SO ORDERED:

Honorable Sherry

LTI




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

NORTH.JERSEY.

40 PATERSON.ST

PO BOX 480

NEWY BRUNSWICHK,, NJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTOR, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 103226-03
This Document Relates to:

NO OPPOSITION
JEANNE (MELBA) Wallace, Individually and as SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Executrix for the Estate of HAROLD STANLY MOTION AND ORDER
WALLACE Sr.,
against

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

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

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

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

2 2

__ JOMAN RICHMOND, ESQ.

T TWEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Jeanne (Melba) Wallace, Individually and as
Executrix for the Estate of Harold Stanly
Wallace Sr.

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ

OcSolier 20,291/

Q.

WENDY R. KAGAN, ESQ.—"
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

Kohler Co.

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

SO ORDERED:

Honorable Shef#Klei

S OFFY
LERC
.ooUm\(N(é\N ~oré

NOV

RV 020 n

}
)




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, 1.)
----------------------------------------- x
This Document Relates To: Index N
04
Charles Johnson ' NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
----------------------------------------- X

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable
Co., without prejudlcc and there being no opposition thereto, .

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

Dated: New York, New York

(% J\ l ‘hw\ g‘\ M“‘«%/ E D
% N

- W eIk

Frank Ortiz, Esq. A Julie R. Evans, Esq.’ e ©
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. WILSON, ELSER, MOS Wg \(Oﬁv\
Attorney for Plaintiff : EDELMAN & DICKER
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 ERICSSON INC.,, as successor in

interest to Anaconda Wire &

Cable Co.

150 East 42" Street

__ New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000

Our File No. 07536.00001

SO ORDERED,

Hon>S¥eiry K. Heitler

NOV 10201

4726273v.1




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

X
IN RE:NEW YORK CITY :
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

3( Index Nos. 1 u-f-'ii‘

This Document Relates To: : (4
CHARLES JOHNSON, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION
Plaintiff, : AND ORDER '
-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,
Including, MAREMONT CORPORATION,

Defendants. :
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont Corporation hereby requests summary judgment in
the above-entitled dase, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, diémis-sing .
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Maremont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

defendant Maremont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and §é‘\
without costs. L E 0 b
3
Dated: New York, New York F W \\ |
Nmvervben™ 2011 L3l
< A ¥ ARO OFF\CE
A

AL 22 L At V(& —QUNT 2 OR

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq. ¢ Peggy L. ParFsg. '

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES &

Attorneys for Plaintiffs - FRIEDMAN LLP '

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 1633 Broadway _

(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10019

" (212) 506-1700

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry KleirHeidf ! NOV1020 11




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

Index No. 04-111254

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

RONALD PEPPERDAY

X
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as

“Freightliner Corporation,” (“DTNA™), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint

against defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant D'TNA, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Jericho, NY

\ %S\, 2011
By: @:@i

: ?LP\N—\(‘“ @ (&{\2, 5q.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

13644541.1

)
By:_. Wkﬁ/m
-Joseph J. Ortego, Esq.
Santo Borruso, Esq.
NIXON PEABODY LLP
Altorneys for Defendant,
Daimler Trucks North America, LLC
s/Wa Freightliner LLC
50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300

NO

Jericho, NY 11735-2728 E D
(516) 832-7500 ,_?* L.

OFFICE




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

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1 23402

2]

106964/02
Alfred E. Smith _
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

nja/n

Y 7 72 L i B

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 ‘ A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY ;
150 East 42™ Street D ;
New York, New York 1‘
Our File No. 05335.00001 ot
ot 22! GE
\
SO ORDERED, : | GLERK KOFF
‘ Hon. Sherry K Heitler GOU‘“ NEW yoge
NOV 102011

4707429v.1




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

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PG BOX 480

NEWY BRUNSYICK, NJ

SOUTH JERSEY

01 WLTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 22
HAMMONTOR, Ny

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

INDEX NO.: 05-101828
This Document Relates to:

NO OPPOSITION
BONNIE DAILEY, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE SUMMARY JUDGMENT
ESTATE OF FRANCIS DAILEY AND BONNIE MOTION AND ORDER

DAILEY, INDIVIDUALLY

against

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL

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

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

DATED: New York, New York

o3l u

%ENDY R. KAGAN, Egd.y

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

Kohler Co.

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

MATTI#EW PARK, ESQ. R
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Bonnie Dailey, as Administratrix for the
Estate of Francis Dailey and Bonnie Dailey,
Individually

700 Broadway .
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED:

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER
COUNTY CLERK'S Of

LTI .

nuy 40 ZU"

FFICE




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL

, ' I.A.S. Part 30

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 99-Iw
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
' NO OPPOSITION
ALBERT VENTRY o SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, puréuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Pattqrson-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

» 2()1 1 ’ "—:;i§i--—-1{//:;;£iiij::;)
By (.A—-—-—-._ By: J :

— UL Samuel GEldblatt, Es]g/
60%_ WMAgva ., Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer ESq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys ‘for Defendant,

180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company
" New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

' Buffalo, NY 14202 :
. (716) 853-8100 F \ L E D
SO ORDERED, - NOV 23 201

: Hon. Sherry Klein eitler .CLERKS OFFICE

NOV 10201 AOUNTY W VORK

13409973.1




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
YALE L. EISENBERG and RITA R. EISENBERG,

Plaintiff,
-against-

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

Defendants.

| NYCAL
' 1A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, 1.)

| Index No.: 114501/05

: NO OPPOSITION
{ SUMMARY JUDGMENT
{ MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the above

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against

defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated; New York, New York

O dohe - (7‘,7,0“

L1 1L

Steven T. Corbin, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Peerless Industries, Inc.
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP
77 Water Street, Suite 2100
New York, New York 10005
(212) 232-1300

SO ORDERED,

Erik Jacobs, Esq. \ﬂ_)
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Yale L. Eisenberg and Rita R. Ei
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

gLLED .

| oFF\GE'
; (;\__EP\KS

Hon. SherryKleM Heitler

4820-9778-7915.1

NOV 10201




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

WNORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSONST
RO'BOX 480

NEW BRUNSWICK, MJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MEL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

This Document Relates to:

YALE L. EISENBERG and RITA R. EISENBERG,

against

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

INDEX NO.: 114501-05

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

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

[l

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
4
r

r‘s\/vick, NJ

DATED: New

/v““.

Y R. AN ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

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

SO ORDERED:

(0/?/((

ERIK JACOBS, E$Q.”
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,ALLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs;

Yale L. Eisenberg and Rita R. Eisenberg,
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

OV 10 2044

Honorable

erPF(Ie‘l I‘?_'"ET

Nov 2 3 200

\ CLERK'S OFFICE

T
COUN NEW YORK




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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.8. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 115563/05
Joseph Owens and Agnes Owens,
Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.0. 8Smith Water Products Co., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

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

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

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without co ‘ \ﬂ E D

Dated: Brooklyn New York oy 23 20
, 2011 - N
WS OFFIC

N / _ UN L\E\N \{ORK
Dana M. Northcraf®) Esq. é?étln\ﬁ. Tafel _Ese—
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Joseph Owens and Agnes Owens Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
700 Broadway, 6™ Floor Inc.
New York, New York 10003 177 Montague Street

Brooklyn, New York 11201
(718) 855-9000
Our File No.: 10924-5125

So Ordered:

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

NOV 102011

|13




536.14558/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

This document relatesg to:

RAYMOND J. FARRELL, : Index No.: 125779/99
: 104742400
Plaintiff, : @
Vs, : (May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial
: Group)
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al.,
: NO OPPOSITION
Defendants. : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
: AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby
requésts summary Jjudgment in the above;entitled césé, pﬁrsuant to
Civii 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 andﬁ

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoutFo.*sL

([ [
paTED: /// / / RKS OFFIG

East H Newy Jersey
14////)h P e Ftran B '
1//f-z7£/ z"z,[éo . Wi .
& LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM MURPHY GAROFALO
At orneys for Plaint & 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 Hﬂpover, New Jersey 07936

SO ORDERED,

Honorable ' X Klein HeitlerNDV] 0201

Pt

=




HOAGI:AND; LONGO
MORAN, DUNST &
DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

NORTH JERSEY
40 PATERSON'ST

PO BOX 480

NEW BRUNSVMCK, N

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE. 202
HAMMONTON, NS

o ~

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 06-100135
This Document Relates to:

NO OPPOSITION
LLOYD D. CHRISTIAN, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE SUMMARY JUDGMENT
ESTATE OF ROSIE CHRISTIAN MOTION AND ORDER
against

A.Q. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET.AL

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

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

DATED:[l §-1/ New York, New York

/é{@m 1910/ 201

SAMUEL MEIROWITZ, ESQ. *

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Lloyd D. Christian, as Executor for the Estate
of Rosie Christian

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

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

Kohler Co.

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

.

FILED
CoNova2zanm

COUNTY CILERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED:

SHERRY KLEI

NOV10 201

N

%

i

BX-COMB-7 N




HOAGLAND; LONGO
MORAN, DUNST &
DOLIKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAWY

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

INEVY BRUNSWICK, MJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MILL:RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTOR, NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 06-107014

This Document Relates 1o:
NO OPPOSITION
MARTIN F. WHITE and EILEEN WHITE, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

against

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

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

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

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

~ U ok

DATED:/\:S- 1\ New Brunswick, NJ

NDY R. KAGAN, . ERIKIAGOBSESD. N B O v\\2
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiffs,
Attorneys for Defendant, Martin F. White and Eileen White
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 New York, New York 10003

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903

SO ORDERED:

Honorable Sherry Klai l‘e"tr_ E D—
NOv 23 20W

‘ \ E
13y Ty CLERKS OFFIC
UV i 0 20 " COUN NEW YORK




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

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATEREON ST

PO BOX 480

NEA BRUNSWICK, Nd

SOQUTH JERSEY

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

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 07-100679

This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

VIRGINIA M. NEUBERT, AS ADMINISTRATRIX OF
THE ESTATE OF KARL E. NEUBERT AND
VIRGINIA M. NEUBERT, INDIVIDUALLY

against

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,, ET AL

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

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

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejﬁcelar[.wiigt ﬁts.
i

DATED:|\3-I\ New York, New York

NOV 2 3 2011

A/Z %@ﬁgﬁ@ OFFICE
B3 /2011

SAMUEL MEIROWITZ, €pQ. [ /

WEITZ & LUXENBERG,'P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Virginia M. Neubert, as Administratrix for the

Estate of Karl E. Neubert, and Virginia M.,

Neubert, Individually,

700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

=
SHERR IN MEITLER

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

Kohler Co.

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

SO ORDERED:

NOV1g 2011

i
A




CLB55551/legal/nosjm
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
VIRGINIA M NEUBERT, as Administratrix for the
Estate of KARL E. NEUBERT, and VIRGINA M.
NEUBERT, Individually,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER

-against- Index No.: Cﬂm

111823/02 & 105714/02

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

Defendant(s),
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, e e

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.

/4&7%4/ W2/2, . V

Samuel Meirowitz, Esq. Suzanné&{albardier, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.
700 Broadway Barry McTieman & Moore
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor D
New York, NC(F[ k §000
(212) 313-3601 Ol L E
NOV 23 201
SO ORDERED .
’ - LERK'S OFFICE
Hon. SherryKleinHeitler COUNTKISW YORK

NOV10g20m




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

NORTH.JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

INEVY BRUNSYWACK, NJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MLL RD
SUITE 202 :
HAMMONTON; NJ

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 101140/07
This Document Relates 10:

NO OPPOSITION
JOAN JARVIS, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE SUMMARY JUDGMENT
ESTATE OF GERALD G. JARVIS AND JOAN MOTION AND ORDER

JARVIS, INDIVIDUALLY

against

A.QO. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL

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

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

DATED:

New York, New York
joludt

Y. #. St

MATTHEW MACINTYRE, £SQ.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Joan Jarvis, as Administratrix for the Estate
of Gerald G. Jarvis, and Joan Jarvis,
Individually

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

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

Kohier Co.

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

SO ORDERED:
SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER
NOV 23 201
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
MUMATRACHIMININ ~ vov 1o~

BX-FRUIT-2

S J— —_— R — —- (




< SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

Index No.: 102115/07
ROBERT LAURANCE MAYDICH AND HELEN |

MAYDICH, |
Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
_ | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- ' MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.&S.,INC, etal,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint agéinst 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 York, New York ‘ \_ E D

,2011

23 20\

WOV

. M q mum s OFFICE
Michele J Mittlenian, Esq. 7 u £, ggq COU“‘ W “U Rk
Attorney for Defendant mey for Plaintiffs

Courter & Company, Inc. Robert Laurance Maydich and Heleg ¥aydich

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

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

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

(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

1122-22803

NOV 10201

{N0049460-1}



STATE OF NEW YORK
SUPREME COURT : COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
INES CUCCI-THOMPSON ORDER

Plaintiffs Index No. 107501-07
V.
A.Q. SMITH WATER PRODUCT CO., ET AL
INCLUDING WAYNE COMBUSTION.SYSTEMS
F/KIA WAYNE HOME EQUIPMENT

Defendants

WHEREFORE, defendant WAYNE COMBUSTION SYSTEMS flk/a WAYNE HOME EQUIPMENT, hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff=s complaint against defendant WAYNE COMBUSTION SYSTEMS flk/a WAYNE HOME
EQUIPMENT, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant WAYNE
COMBUSTION SYSTEMS f/k/a WAYNE HOME EQUIPMENT be and same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs. \

DATED: Ruftelo, New York | F ‘ ‘_ E D : 1;

pvemben W 2019

/\/) T . 23 TR LI
SR , .
3

. LT, E8q, | (e VeV 1 e Jaméd S7Nowak, Esq. CUVET EW YOI
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. B KENNEY, SHELTON, LIPTAK & NOWAK, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs orngys for Defendant Wayne Combustion Systems
700 Broadway /a Wayne Home Equipment
New York, NY 10003 Suite 610 Rand Building

14 Lafayette Square
Buffalo, NY 14203

S0 ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Reitler

'F\_}'m/l 0 29*"




STATE OF NEW YORK
SUPREME COURT : COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

INES CUCCI-THOMPSON ORDER

Plaintiffs Index No. 107501-07

V.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCT CO., ET AL
————INGLUBING WAYNE COMBUSTION SYSTEMS
F/KIA WAYNE HOME EQUIPMENT

Defendants

WHEREFORE, defendant WAYNE COMBUSTION SYSTEMS f/lk/a WAYNE HOME EQUIPMENT, hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintifi=s complaint against defendant WAYNE COMBUSTION SYSTEMS f/lk/a WAYNE HOME
EQUIPMENT, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant WAYNE
COMBUSTION SYSTEMS f/k/a WAYNE HOME EQUIPMENT be and same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

DATED: uffalo, N wYork
b\r‘ﬂ Ben Y 201

g,
WEITZ & LUXENBERG .C.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway .
New York, NY 10003 Suite 510 Rand Building
14 Lafayette Square E D
Buftlo, NY 14203 F 1 L )
i 4
Y . s
L v 23 W
' \ ICE
SO ORDERED, LERKS OFF
GOUNTY 2y YORK

NOV 10201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 11429640
8/0
: 107404/02
Andrew S. Neer
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
......................................... X

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

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York : E‘ 0
ERVEYI) Y \\" L

o‘F\:‘GE'

QJM« &a“&oo“ “Qﬂk

%%r%m

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017 -
i 335.00001

SO ORDERED,

on. Sher%y K, Heitler

NOVI0 2011

4707266v,1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 190242/09
This Document Relates 10:

NO OPPOSITION
JOHN R. SIEMER, AS PERSONAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF MOTION AND ORDER

HELMUT P. SIEMER, AND MARION SIEMER
against

ADIENCE, INC. ET AL

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

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

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

DATED: efoben. 25,301 |

New Brunswick, NJ

S LT

“MICHAEL FANELLIESQ.

TEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ.

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for Defendant, JOHN R. SIEMER, as Personal
Kohler Co. Representative for the Estate of HELMUT P.
[ 40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 SIEMER, and MARION SIEMER, Individually,
HOABLAND.LONGO New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 700 Broadway
MORAN, DUNST & New York, NY 10003

DOUKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST SO ORDERED:
[ A
NEW BRLNSCH, M- Hon. Sherry Kiein

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WLTSEY'S MLL RD NOV 2 3 2““

=T O o,

TY-11
/I




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
WILLIAM MENDEZ and MARGARET MENDEZ, NYCAL
Index No: 190349/2009
Plaintiff,
NO OPPOSITION
V. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.,
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Dean Pump Division hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dean Pump Division with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that u notgp\{to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against

Wﬁ%z’w‘

James W. Whitcomb, Attorney
PHILLIPS LYTLE LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Dean Pmnp Divisio
3400 HSBC Center DD
Buffalo, New York 14203

5 200

oN 2
N KS OFFICE

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kfein Hebitler, 1.5.C. COUNTY & NEW WYORK

Doc 40124222671 NOvV 10 2014




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

Index No.: 190121/10
EVELYN C. MOLLOY, :

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION

, | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- | MOTION AND ORDER
CBS CORP., et al. '
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, TACO INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint
against defendant, TACO, 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, TACO, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New ork,}New York

W{B) 201
A
\MW Ll P —
Matthew D. Sampaf, Esq.
Attomey for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff
Taco, Inc. Evelyn C. Molloy
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, L. E D
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 800 Third Avenue, 13 Fl L ¢
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10022 At \
(212) 509-3456 (212) 605-6200 Wov 23 [A
A
UNT\( oL P‘K‘g é)FF\C
SO ORDERED, GO NEW YO

Hon. Shc‘ﬁ'&lﬁlé'in Heitler

542-1349

NOV 102011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

: Index No.: 190168/10
WILLIAM RAFFAELE and MARIA RAFFAELE, :

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
_ | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- | MOTION AND ORDER

A. 0. & SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, TACO, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, TACO, 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, TACO, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yf% l'llew York
, 2011

@//)K\ 1/\/7/

atthew D. Sampar, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plamtlffs
Taco, Inc. William Raffacle and Maria Raffaele 0
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, L. E 1
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 800 Third Avenue, 13" Fl F \¢
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10022 3 ?_W\\
(212) 509-3456 (212) 605-6200 oV
RS
bOUm\(v\CE’\N YoRe

SO ORDERED,

NOV 10 20“ 542-1353




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 't LA.S. Part 30
\ (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

: Index No.: 190168/10
WILLIAM RAFFAELE and MARIA RAFFAELE, |

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
_ | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- t MOTTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Falk Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Falk 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, Falk Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.
Dated: New Yjprk, New York I —_
N ]0 %Z , 2011
l
Matthew D. Sampar Esq. 4 !
Attorney for Defendant Atto for Plaintiffs
Falk Corporation William Raffaele and Maria Raffaele
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG LL E @
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 800 Third Avenue, 13" F1 57 i__
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 1002§

(212) 509-3456 (212) 605-6200 Nov 23 201

£
QUNTY C RORK
SO ORDERED, G NEW Y |

Hon. Sherfy Klein Heitler

N OV ]' D ZDJJ 875-0064




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i ILA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
: Index No.: 190185/10
LOUIS JASON, ‘
Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
_ : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against-  MOTION AND ORDER
3M COMPANY, et al.
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York
, 2011

A —

or Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff v
Treadwell Corporation Louis Jason E | L E D .
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP “;
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 800 Third Avenue, 13" F1 NOV 23 201
New York, New York 10004 New York, Néew York 10022
(212) 509-3456 (212) 605-6200 COMN Y CLERK'S OFFICE

- NEW YORK
SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
NOV 10201

1235-0001




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY  NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
i (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: Index No.: 190187/10

RAYMOND FINERTY AND MARY FINERTY,

Plaintiff(s), ' NO OPPOSITION
-against- ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER
]
ABEX CORPORATION, et al., !
}
Defendant(s). !

WHEREFORE, defendant, Dap, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint
against defendant, Dap, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Dap, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
Dated: Newfork,ﬁew York
LI 3] 2011
{1

Carol M.Tempesta, Esq.

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP

Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff

Dap, Inc. Raymond Finerty and Mary Finerty

80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor 800 Third Avenue, 13th F.

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York IOOZZF I L. E D :

(212) 509-3456 (212) 603-6200

- NOY 23 2011

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE i
y Klein Heitler sosbifayV YORK :

N

SO ORDERED,

Hon.

{NO081888-1}

NOV 1020y,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STA’EW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LA.S. Part 30

! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 5 -

| Index No.: 091 17/00,
SALVATORE D. LO VERDE AND JEAN LO g 121983/99
VERDE, :

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

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Qakfabco, 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 hercby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs, |

Dated: New York, New York
Nowatbes ! | 2011

M 049 Motan %

Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. ER( IL :S‘A_w
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plain ffs
Oakfabco, Inc. Salvatore D. Lo Verde and Jean Lo Verde
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. .
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 1'4
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 1 \ L E D 'y
(212) 509-3456 ) 558-5500 ' L
9 10 U

SO ORDERED, » NOV 2

Hon. einl Heitler CLERKS OFFICE

V10201 e
N O 25710001

{N0080979-1} !




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

' Index No.: 190262/10
MICHAEL V. MORENO, |

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

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, with prejudice in this
action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that up‘on notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York,\New York

|\ \ ,2011
Lalra B. Hollman, ES¢ L~ i
Attorney for Defenflant Attorney for Plaintiff
The Nash Engineering Company Michael V. Moreno
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. LEvVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 800 Third Avenue, 13" Fl
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10022 F ' " L E D
(212) 509-3456 (212) 605-6200 ¢

NOV 23 201

SO ORDERED, N o |
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler ovl 0 20" OUNT&EVI\}EY%(R?(OFF‘CE

505-0414




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

| Index No.: 190262/10
MICHAEL V. MORENO, :

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
' i SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- t MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, TACO, INC,, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, TACO, 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, TACO, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Y(irk, ew York
VR L2011

Matthew D. Sampar, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for P aintiff F \ L
Taco, Inc. Michael V. Moreno I
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LL&(N 1 3 cE
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 800 Third Avenue, 13" F kS OFF
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10022 \.)“1\( G\\ig’\‘ QP\K
(212) 509-3456 (212) 605-6200 cOVY ne

e
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

NOV 1 0 20" 542-1368




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK NYCAL -
COUNTY OF NEW YORK IAS Part 30
X  (Heitler, J.)

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

HELGA MARQUSEE, Individually and as Executrix of
the Estate of CHARLES B. MARQUSEE, deceased,

INDEX # 190286/10
Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION
AlIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al. AND ORDER

Defendant(s)
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant

Armstrong International, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Armstrong International Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

,//

David Decker, Esq. .
La Sorsa & Beneventano

" Attorney for Defendant ;
546 Fifth Avenue — 4™ Floor

ARMSTRONG INTE I(ﬁ‘yﬁgND ’

New York, NY 10036 3 Barker Avenue, Whjg:i S, 0 i ‘\\

Tel: (212) 681-1575 Tel: (914) 682-3300 L
nov 23 2N

'S OFFICE
iy CLERKS O
cou\\m‘(\‘E | YORK

Dated: White Plains, New York
August \"1L 2011

/]

Bryan Belasky, Esq.
Belluck & Fox LLP
Attorney for Plaintiff

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK NYCAL
COUNTY OF NEW YORK IAS Part 30
X (Heitler, J.)

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

HELGA MARQUSEE, Individually and as Executrix of
rthe Estate of CHARLES B. MARQUSEE, deceased,

LKA SRR Y INDEX # 190286/10
NOV O Plaintiff{(s),
re NO OPPOSITION
EACYY 10 G U weid | GFFIC - .
ﬂ?sy ;‘Lu@frﬁij:m: (;..\_:fsi;&"f- CviL, -agamst- SUMMARY
4 JUDGMENT MOTION
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEM’é CORPORATION, et al. AND ORDER
Defendant(s)
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant

Armstrong International, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Armstrong International Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: White Plains, New York
August 1"\ 2011

Bryan Belasky, Esq.
Belluck & Fox LLP
Attorney for Plaintiff

DaVid Decker, Esq.
La Sorsa & Beneventano

Attorney for Defendant

546 Fifth Avenue — 4% Floor ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC.
New York, NY 10036 3 Barker Avenue, White Plains, NY 10601
Tel: (212) 681-1575 Tel: (914) 682-3300

A

SO ORDERED, F 1L ED

Hon. Sherry Kleth Heitler
NOV 23 201

CLERK'S OFFICE

SEP 1520

COUNTY

NEW YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK NYCAL

COUNTEY OFNEW YORK IAS Part 30
X  (Heitler, J.)

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
WILLIAM MENDEZ and MARGARET MENDEZ INDEX NO:
190318/2010
Plaintiff(s),
-against- NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et.al. JUDG(I)WRI;Z)IE MOTION
Defendant(s) AND
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, In¢. hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant

Armstrong International, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

THOMAS Y1. BEX
L | La Sorsa & Qen€
Attorney for tiff Attorney for Defendan

Belluck

546 Fifth Avenue — 4™ Floor ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC.

New York, NY 10036 3 Barker Avenue, White Plains, NY 10601 _
Tel: (212) 681-1575 Tel: (914) 682-3300 !

SO ORDERED, & OFFICE

; 3
Hon. Sherr Heitler COUNT\& g\.EYO aK




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

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON'ST

PO BOX 480

MNEW BRUNSWICK, N

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MLL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, NS

LN |l|||l

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK BW-ADVIC
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)

INDEX NO.: 190318/10
This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WILLIAM MENDEZ AND MARGARET MENDEZ,

against

l A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL..,

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

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

New Brunswick, NJ, New York
DATED: (Jrfewrbern B, 0] |

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

Kohler Co.

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

William Mendez and Margaret Mendez
546 Fifth Ave, 4th Floor

New York, NY 10036

SO ORDERED:

Honorable Sherry Klein Himi_ E D

NOV 23 2011

COUN Y CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK




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

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

NEVY BRUNSWICK, NJ

SOUTH.JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTOR, N

curneme counror e srareornewvor NINMRARROI
COUNTY OF NEW YORK BW-ADVICE-11
IN RE: NEW YORK GITY L.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)

INDEX NOQ.: 190318/10
This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WILLIAM MENDEZ AND MARGARET MENDEZ,

against

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Frick Company (improperly plead as York International
Corporation individually and as successor to Frick Company), hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Frick Company (improperly plead as York
International Corporation individually and as successor to Frick Company), with prejudice, and

there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Frick Company (improperly plead as York International Corporgfion individually

and as successor to Frick Company), be and the same are hereby dismjgged with prejudice and

without costs.

DATED: ptdben, 3 20/

New Brunswick, NJ
gTéPHANIE C. BéKER, ESQ.

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP

Attorneys for Defendant,

Frick Company (improperly plead as York
International Corporation individually and as
successor to Frick Company)

0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 A
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 o

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
William Mendez and
546 Fifth Ave, 4th Flo
New York, NY 10036

rgaret Mendez

ILED

1Y CLERK'S OFF
NEWYORK O

50 ORDERED:

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK NYCAL
COUNTY OF NEW YORK IAS Part 30 '
X  (Heitler, J.)

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION —_—
TR

WILLIAM MENDEZ and MARGARET MENDEZ INDEXNO: I}y 1 7

190318/201’1\,907 o n

Plaintiff(s), Y8 su Rf: hig (‘r)rL‘j‘g OFC'-ICE
T~Civy,
-against- NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et.al. JUDGMEN'II;MOTION
Defendant(s) NP ORDE
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc, hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant

Armstrong International, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Armstrong International Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice g8 witl sts.

M THOMAS §1. BEK
Belluck L La Sorsa & Benf
Attorney for tiff Attorney for Defendant

546 Fifth Avenue — 4 Floor ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC.
New York, NY 10036 3 Barker Avenue, White Plains, NY 10601
Tel: (212) 681-1575 Tel: (914) 682-3300

SO ORDERED, | NOV 2 3 200

Hon. Sherry Klein H¥itler
y CLERK'S OFFICE

:
COUNTY CLER Sk




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

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

Index No. 10-190327

X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
ISRAEL SASONI SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as
“Freightliner Corporation,” (“DTNA™), hereby requests sunimary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint
against defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: Jericho, NY
il 5') ,2011

T

BN
’os ’,..\
By_(wahS ' By: ,"/M('—:&h,

' N’f}' ‘ Joseph J. Ortego, Esq.
: P { ﬁ.f(l—..( W¥n Esq. - Santo Borruso, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. * NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway Daimler Trucks North America, LLC
New York, NY 10003 s/h/a Freightliner Corporation
(212) 558-5500 50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300
Jericho, NY 11735-2728
(516) 832-7500 "F ‘ L E D |
SO ORDERED, TS 93 200
Hon. Shervy Kiainl Heitler NOV e
o OFF
CLERKS
COUNTYNE \ YORK

NOV 19294

136445411




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
________________ - - X Index No. 10-190332
WILFRED JOSEPH GOGEL AND CATHERINE
JOSEPHINE GOGEL,
‘ Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
- against - JUDGMENT MOTION AND
B ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.,
Defendants.
____________________________ X

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a The B.F. Goodrich Company,
and improperly named as “Successor in Interest to The Cleveland Pneumatic Compariy, a Division of
the Pneumo Abex Corporation, a wholly owned subsidiary of Abex, Inc.”, hereby requests Summary
Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules, Section 3212,
dismissing Plaintiffs’ Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a B.F.
GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, -

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against
Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New YWNCW York
Oct. g /

FILEDi

NOV 23 201

BY: BY: K i
- Bellug¢k ox, LLP Patrick J. :
546 5" pvenue, 4™ Floor SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER &
New York, NY 10036 BRENNAN, LLP
(212)681-1575 2 Research Way,
Attorneys for Plaintiff Princeton, NJ 08540 -
(609)924-6000
Jordan C. Fox Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION
NOV10201.
SO ORDERED

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler




-
~ L.U ZZ ,/

SUPREME GOURT.OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK NYCAL

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

X Index No.: 190332-2010
JANET GOGEL, as Executrix of the Estate of
WILFRED JOSEPH GOGEL, deceased and CATHERINE
JOSEPHINE GOGEL, Individually,

Plaintiffs,
- -against- o NO OPPOSITION )
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT
AMERICAN STANDARD, et al.; MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
, X
WHEREFORE, defendant Yuba Heat Transfer, Division of Connell-Limited

Partnership hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Yuba
Heat Transfer, Division of Connell-Limited Partnership, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants all claims and cross claims against
defendant Yuba Hedt Transfer, Division of Connell-Limited Partnership, be and the same are

\

THOMAS A. MONTIGLIO, ESQ

A TY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Defendant

Yuba Heat Transfer, Division of Connell-

Kew York, New York 10036 Partnership Limited
200 1.U. Willets Road

S e | LED
NO

8, , Our li_l_le No.: ESZ 02030 F v 9 3 'lm\
SO ORDERED, A

Hon. Shefty Klein Heitler NOV1p 2011 GOUNT\;\




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To; Index No.: 10/190360
JACQUELINE MORILLO, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiff, JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER
-against-

ANVIL INTERNATION INC.,, et al,

Defendants.

: X
WHEREFORE, defendant, INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

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

defendant INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissﬁw"h ‘:-ejuE D

and without costs,

pr—s

20
Dated: NOvernber 2,201) NOV 23
New York, New York nK'S OFFICE
NTY CLE
/ A K O NEW YORK
Lietorin-St- ~Fse Lisa M. Pascarelih,- Esq.
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC
Attorneys for plaintiffg‘s) ' Attorney for Defendant
800 Third Avenue, 13" Floor INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY
New York, New York 10022 2430 Route 34, Suite A-18
(212) 605-6200 Manasquan, New Jersey 08736

(732) 528-8888

SO ORDERED,

Judge Sherry Klein Heitler

NOV 102011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i
! Index No.: 190368/10
JAMES GUCK and JOAN GUCK, ’
Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION
. ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- { MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Falk Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Falk 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, Falk Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Dated: New Y{ork, I\Wew York
LU G 20m
< \ \

ém&me@) gwae(z
atthew D. Sampar, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs

Falk Corporation James Guck and Joan Guck .

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. LEVY, PHILLIPS&KONIQSBERGﬁ.P‘ L E D .

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 800 Third Avenue, 13" Fl )

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10022y 2 3 20W

(212) 509-3456 (212) 605-62 - - E

' sy TY CLERKS OFFIC

COBNT (EW YORK

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SEety Klein Heitler

8750076

NOV 10201




.
C e e - -

N ] .
b SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK.
COUNTY-OF NEW YORK
- ‘ X
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
JOHN CHILARSKI and HELEN CHILARSKI,
Plaintiffs, Index No. 10-190391
-against- NO OPPOSITION
‘ SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
3M COMPANY, et al.
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant ATK LAUNCH SYSTEMS INC., incorrectly sued herein as
ALLIANT TECHSYSTEMS, INC. and THIOKOL ATK, successor to certain commercial business
obligations of former Morton Thiokol, Inc. and former Thiokol Corporation (hereinafter referred to as
“ATK”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against defendant ATK, with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: Valhalla, New York
Decembers? | , 2010

NAPOLI BERN RIPKA LLP

Steven D. Weiner

Lawrence 0

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant E

350 5™ Avenue, Suite 7413 . ATK Launch Systems, Inc. v \ L

New York, NY 10018 200 Summit Lake Drive 2\

(212) 267-3700 Valhalla, NY 10595 W ACE
14) 449-1000 ' s OF

SO ORDERED:

1354608-1 NOV 1 0 2011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
- -- X Index No.: 190400/10
FRANK T. SKRABACZ and MARTHA
SKRABACZ,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
-against-

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION AS
SUCCESSOR BY MERGER TO BUFFALO

PUMPS, INC,, et al.
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint
against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. E D

Dated: New York, New York F

=91 wov 23 8%
' J cuies OFFICE
UNT NEW YORK

i

”ﬁiﬁ\?%/\ - ) /\_/

Esa] Yo« M Aok &, Ted Eder, Esq. *

Weitz & Luxenberg SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

850 Third Avenue, Suite 110¢

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10022

SO ORDERED,

i m SheMﬁn HeXtler

NOV1g 201




HOAGLAND; LONGO
MORAN, DUNST &
DOLKAS, LLP
ATTORNEYS BT AW

NORTH JERSEY

40 PATERSON ST

PO BOX 480

NEVY BRUNSWICH; NJ

SOUTH JERSEY

701 WILTSEY'S MLL RD
SUITE 202
HAMMONTON, NJ

I

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

INDEX NO.: 190416/10

This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

RAYMOND CARELLA AND EDNA CARELLA

against

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORP., AS SUCCESSOR
BY.MERGER TO BUFFALO PUMPS, ET AL

WHEREFORE, defendant, Great L.akes Power Products, Inc., Individually and as
Successor to the Paragon Gear Works of Tauton, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'
complaint against defendant, Great L.akes Power Products, Inc,, Individually and as Successor
to the Paragon Gear Works of Tauton, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Great Lakes Power Products, Inc., individually and as Successor to the Paragon
Gear Works of Tauton, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: New York
po - 151

WENDY R. KAGAN, ESQ.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), IQ_A

Attorneys for Defendant, RAYMOND CAREL| WNAEA

Great Lakes Power Products, Inc., 700 Broadway Iﬁ -t

Individually and as Successor to the Paragon New York, NY 10003 q ?_“\‘\

Gear Works of Tauton ' WV 1 o

40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 aKs OFF!

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 \
neW

SO ORDERED:

NOV 10200

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

"y




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X

ROBERT POLOTAYE and SANDRA L. POLOTAYE  Index No.: 190028/11

Plaintiffis),  NO OPPOSITION

-against- ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,, et. al. [LA.S. Part 30

Hon, Sherry K. Heitler
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant WATTS WATER TECHNOLOGY, INC. fik/a WATTS
INDUSTRIES, INC. (“WATTS") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint
against Defendant WATTS, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, WATTS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to

FILED

NOV 23 20m

PP /"'/',
% CQUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

either party.

r’

Chris@?fnelli Esq. \ Kevin W. Turbert, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg PC — SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER
Attorneys for Plaintiff & MAHONEY, LTD.

700 Broadway Attoreys for Defendant

New York, New York 10003 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

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

(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shefry K.

NOV 10201
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190047-11
JOSEPH CLARKE, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff, ORDER
~against.

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION,
as Successor by merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc.,
et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US,xlNc. {lik/a AMERICAN STANDARD INC,, hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, TRANE US, INC. f/k/a
AMERICAN STANDARD INC.,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant TRANE US, INC, f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD INC,, be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F ‘ L E D !

pated: NOUEber 2, 2011

New York, New York o NOV 23 2011
/ C"&\\ f""""‘“""‘ ey ERK'S OFFICE
RoWert Komitor, Esq. Lisw-M Pascarella, Bsey~ NEW YORK
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC
Attorneys for pla.intiff&s) Attorney for Defendant
800 Third Avenue, 13" Floor TRANE US, INC, flk/a AMERICAN
STANDARD.,

New York, New York 10022 2430 Route 34, Suite A-18
(212) 605-6200 Manasquan, New Jersey 08736

(732) 528-8888

SO ORDERED,

Judge Sherry Klein Heitler

Nov 102010
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To: Index No.; 190077/11
WILLIAM PISANO, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff, ORDER
-against-

ABEX CORPORATION, et al,
Defendants.

X
WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US, INC. fflk/fa AMERICAN STANDARD INC, hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintifPs complaint against defendants, TRANE US, INC. fik/a AMERICAN
STANDARD INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

\ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
TRANE US, INC. f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD INC,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F \ L E D

Dated: /\/OV@D’?@?/’ Z 20”

New York, New York NV 23 20\
/ » ' /7 /---\ P\\(S O\:F\GE
Rdbert Komitor, Esq Wscawlla, gﬁg \(ORK
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG B TEN & PAS ELLAN%
Attorneys for plamtif‘f(s) Attorney for Defendant
800 Third Avenue, 13" Floor TRANE US, INC, f/k/a AMERICAN
STANDARD.,,
New York, New York 10022 2430 Route 34, Suite A-18
(212) 605-6200 Manasquan, New Jersey 08736

(732) 528-8888

SO ORDERED,

“Judge Sherry Klen H¥itler
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

In Re; NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To:

WILLIAM PISANO,

Index No.: 190077/11

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Plaintiff, JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER
-against-
ABEX CORPORATION, ct al,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MXNUFACTURTNG COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintif’s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
RHEEM MANUFACTURTNG COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

FILED .

without costs,

Dated: MOVEMbEr Z/ZO“ 3 20
New York, New York “Q\I 24 e
P L s OFFIC
] . — CLER
LI3& M. Pascarella, Esq. UU\')NT\(NEW yoRK

Rdbert Komitor, Esq.
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC

Attorneys for plaimiffg‘s) Attorney for Defendant
RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY

800 Third Avenue, 13" Floor
New York, NY 10022 2430 Route 34, Suite: A-18
(212) 605-6200 Manasquan, NJ 08736
(732) 528-8888
SO ORDERED,
Honorable SherfX. Heitler

NOV 102014
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190077/11
WILLIAM PISANOQ, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiff, JUDGMENT MOTION AND
. ORDER
-against-
ABEX CORPORATION, et al.
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, INGERSOI.’,‘L-RAND COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

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

defendant INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejEceD

and without costs. é )

Datea: NOVEMber Z, 2011 NOV 23 200

New York, New York E
' ... ¥ CLERKS OFFIC
pwﬁ" (. . /7/00‘“\‘ NEW YORK

RoHert Komitor, Esq. ‘ Lisw)ﬁcarella, Esq.

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC

Attorneys for plamtxff(s) Attorney for Defendant

800 Third Avenue, 13" Floor INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY

New York, New York 10022 2430 Route 34, Suite A-18

(212) 605-6200 Manasquan, New Jersey 08736

(732) 528-3888

SO ORDERED,

Judge Sherr Heitler

: H
H i

i




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
WILLIAM JOSEPH GORHAM and FRANCIS Index No.: 11-190081
GORHAM,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
-V'-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., including
J.H. FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY,

Defendant(s).

X

WHEREFORE, defendant, J.H, FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant J.H. FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant J.H.
FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

ork, New York F | L E D ‘

tember 14, 2011 e NOV 23 20\
N CLERKS OFFICE

{'/ZR h/\ COUNT NEW YORK

Eva S. W'ﬁyne,w Esql

without costs.

Dated: N

sq.

BE CK & FOX, LLP MALABY& BRADLEY, LLC
546 Fifth Avenue, 4® Floor 150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, NY 10036 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

Paul Crane, et al. J.H. France Refractories Company

(212) 681-1575 (212) 791-0285

NOV 102011

SO ORDERED, " DATED:

i Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X

PAUL CRANE and ARLENE CRANE, Index No.:  11-190082

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-V.- MOTION AND ORDER

CRANE CO.,, et al., including
J.H. FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY,

Defendant(s).

WHEREFORE, defendant, JH. FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant J.H. FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant J.H.
FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated:
. T vl
) g OFFIC
CLERKS

ﬂ% //C)ﬁ-ﬁfﬁcoum}(\\ew YORK
Jordan q. e Eva S. Wayne,k]gsq'.' ];14
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP MALABY& BRADLEY, LLC
546 Fifth Avenue, 4® Floor 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, NY 10036 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

Paul Crane, et al.
(212) 681-1575

J.H. France Refractories Company
(212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED,
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

L

COUNTY OF NEW YORK NYCAL
X I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
X Index No.: 190082-2011
PAUL CRANE AND ARLENE CRANE,
Plaintiffs,
-against- NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT
CRANE CO., et al.; MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

X

WHEREFORE, defendant Yuba Heat Transfer, Division of Connell-Limited
Partnership hereby request summary judgement in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Yuba
Heat Transfer, Division of Connell-Limited Partnership, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants all claims and cross claims against
defendant Yuba Heat Transfer, Division of Connell-Limited Partnership, be and the same are
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Albertson, New York
/\ 0vewm e 22011

A

TROMAS A. MONTIGLIO, ESQ
AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

) - Attorneys for Defendant N
o\g (\ ( Yuba Heat Transfer, Division of Connell-

BELLUCK & FOX LLP
Attorney for Plaintiff
546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor
New York, New York 10036 Partnership Limited

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

(516) 535-5433

Our File No.: ESZ 02030 FA% \ L E_ D

SO ORDERED,

. 2 900
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler oy 23 %

NOV 10201 GOUNT‘(N%‘,‘\,E\?ORK




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

X IA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
In Re: NEWYORK CITY fns
ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: #8501/09. @
X
This Document Relates to; NO QPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MARY STILLITANO, MOTION AND ORDER

As Proposed Executrix for the
Estate of JOHN STILLITANO, and
MARY STILLITANO, Individually,
X

WHEREFORE, defendant, HARCO LABORATORIES, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, HARCO
LABORATORIES, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby

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

against defendant, HARCO LABORATORIES, be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs. NOV 10201 '
\LEnﬁ.
Dated: New York, New York \
SSEANSN NOV 2 g3 720\
| \7%' | s OFFICE

o q
Weitz & Luxenberg, Esq. ABRAMSMNFORELICK, FRIEDMAN &

Attorneys for Plaintiffs JACOBSONSON, P.C.
180 Maiden Lane Attorneys for Defendant
New York, New York 10038 HARCO LABORATORIES

One Battery Park Plaza — 4™ Floor
New York, New York 10004

SO ORDERED:

Honorable Sherty Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY gmmm,
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
i " ! (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
¢ Index No.: 190092/11
ARTHUR MUISE AND JOANNE MUISE, :
Plaintiffs, | |
| NO OPPOSITION
~against- ;SIJMMAR‘Y wwmm
AR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, er ! -
al, :
Defendants. |

| WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Momill Co., Inc, hereby requests summary
 judgment in the above entitled case, pusuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc, with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against. -
defendant, Atwood & Morill Co., Inc, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs, |

Dated: New Y){g, ew York
| ({ ,2011

7
Laura B. Hollman, Esq.
Attomey for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc | Arthur Muise and Joanne Muise
~ McGIvNEY & KLUGER, P.C. KARST & VONOISTE
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 19500 State Highway 249, Suite ¢ ‘ L E D
“~New York, New York 10004 Houston, TX 77070 ;
(212) 509-3456 (281) 970-5988 ;
SO ORDERED, _ LY _ s OFFICE
. Chers
Hon. 8 NKeitler _ GOUNTY W YORK
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190104/11
MINAS GEORGOPOULOS, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiff, JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER
-against-

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as
successor by merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc., ct al,

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant, I]\IGERSOITL—RAND COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendants, INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

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

defendant INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with {c‘d’lg

and without costs. ? . 13 1&3’\'\ ??\0%
Dated: /VOmeber 2, 201 [ I WO 6"“&5‘2
New Yor New York o Q\&-.{O“
V QO\) gﬁ
Lxsa M. Pascarella, Esq, o
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG BRAATEN & PASCARELLKV LLC
Attorneys for plaintifft g} Attorney for Defendant
800 Third Avenue, 13" Floor INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY
New York, New York 10022 2430 Route 34, Suite A-18
(212) 605-6200 Manasquan, New Jersey 08736

(732) 528-8888

SO ORDERED,

Judge Sherfy Kk Heitler

NOV 102011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To: Index No.; 190104/11
MINAS GEORGOPOULOS,
NQ OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Plaintiff, JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER
-against-

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as
successor by merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc,, et al,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUXFACTURING COMPANY, hereby requests summary
judgment in the ébovemntitlcd case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintif®s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, with prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereto,

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

RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs, F l L E D :

Dated: MOV@WM" Z,ZDl l ¢ : 1
ﬂ New York, New York ¢ NOV 23 200 ’ |
¢ ZJ‘ [L—/ [y |
' “RK' Fl
iotoria- : Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq’ N CL,E\%(RSKOF CE
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG BRAATEN & PASCARELLA,%E&
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
800 Third Avenue, 13" Floor RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMFANY
New York, NY 10022 2430 Route 34, Suite A-18
(212) 605-6200 Manasquan, NJ 08736

(732) 528-8888

5O ORDERED,

NOV 10201

Honorable




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
WALTER D. GUTHRIE and LONA GUTHRIE, NYCAL
Index No: 190114/2011
Plaintiff,
NO OPPOSITION
v. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al,,
Defendants,
X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant Dean Pump Division, e and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

4o/ Tof 1 |
ly
Jordat Fox, g James W. Whitcomb, Attorney
BELLUCKI& HILLIPS LYTLE LLP
Attorney for\Plaifglff ° Attorneys for Defendant P‘n;ll)_wﬁp D
546 Fifth Avex 3400 HSBC Center
New York, New York 10036 Buffalo, New York 14203 NOV 23 201
-RK'S OFFICE.
4 COUNT R ORK
W NEW
SO ORDERED, . 1020 NOV 192014
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 1.5.C. 201

Doc # 01-2481856.1

Jawd 1 020“0
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
WARREN OLIVER JR., and MARY OLIVER,
Plaintiff(s),
-against-
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, et al,,
Defendant(s),
X

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Index No.; 190146/11

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 “

without costs.

[P

Adam S. Dréksler, Esq. Sha
Attomey for Plaintiff
Weitz & Luxenberg 10 )5] ‘ I

y .

Attorneys for Defendant
CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.

700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore

New York, New York 10003

2 Rector Street, 14™ Floor

New York, NF Yrrl‘-l-()OE D |

(212) 313-36

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler

NOV 23 2011

UNTY CLERK'S OFFICK
co NEW YORK




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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS

LITIGATION Index No.: 190150711
This Document Relates to:
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
FRANK DeROGATIS and EMILY DeROGATIS, JUDMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff, ORDER
~against-

3M COMPANY,
{/k/a Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing Co., et al,

Defendant(s).

WHEREFORE, defendant, GENERAL CABLE 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, GENERAL CABLE CORPORATION,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, GENERAL CABLE CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs, F | L E D 5
: i

Dated: NDVﬂmbér 2, 201 |

New York, New York ROV 2 3 200
/ tj“ / e -GraNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. NEW YORK
Levy Phillips & I{onlgsberg ' Braaten & Pascarella, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s g‘ Attorneys for Defendant
800 Third Avenue, 13" Floor GENERAL CABLE CORPORATION
New York, New York 10022 2430 Route 34
(212) 605-6200 Manasquan, New Jersey 08736
(732) 528-8888
SO ORDERED, NOV 1 0 20 "

Hon. SherryKleitY Heitler

< /102010




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
- X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X Index No.: 190167/11

PATRICK TAURASO and JOSEPHINE TAURASO

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

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et.al, LA.S. Part 30
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
Defendants.
—X

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafier “GARDNER
DENVER?), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-enfitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, 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

. M .
without costs to either party. W "Mt L E D :

P oa 20N
Dated: New York, New York i{ : W 1 3t
=f,2011 s CLERK\S OFFICE
) COMNT pw YORK

Da\M@q{———"/ . Grace E. Jang, Fsq. N
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C, : SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER

Attorneys for Plaintiff & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant
New York, New York 10032 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

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

(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sh

40201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30 (Heitler, J.)
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 190181/11
NO OPPOSITION
HARRY ADLER, JR, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
WITHOUT PREJUDICE
X

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc.,
successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania Corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse
Electric Corporation (hereinafter "CBS Corporation") hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant CBS Corporation without prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

costs,

Dated: New York, New York

201 1

Charles F e_ﬁg-useﬂ;‘Eegq. Rula AlzazlonﬂMoor, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant CBS Corporation, a

700 Broadway Delaware Corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc.,

New York, NY 10003 successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a

(212) 558-5500 Pennsylvania Corporation, f/k/a We zng/EveD
Electric Corporation JL
150 Broadway, Suite 600 \
New York, New York 10038 woy 23 2
(212) 791-0285 CLERKS OFF\OE

SO ORDERED, Dated: __NOV 10 2011

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. 190223/11

ROBERT N. WEXLER and BETSY WEXLER,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BORG-WARNER CORPORATION, n/k/a BURNS
INTERNATIONAL SERVICES CORPORATION, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, BORG-WARNER CORPORATION, n/k/a BURNS
INTERNATIONAL SERVICES CORPORATION, with prejudice in this action, and there being
no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BORG-WARNER CORPORATION, n/k/a BURNS INTERNATIONAL SERVICES
CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: /// & 2011
= Vel AL
C‘&g?{:‘eg‘yf:i;séae'?t'ﬁ Noriel Sta. Maria
9 Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway - 7th floor BORG-WARNER CORPORATION
New York, NY 10003 o '
; nik/a BURNS iNTERNATIONAL

SERVICES

CORPORATION Marshall, Dennehey,
Warner, Coleman & Goggin

888 orial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788

£31- 2 ;
EFIEED
© T Nov 23 200

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

NOV10201

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
————————————————————————————————————————— X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION . LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
————————————————————————————————————————— X
EUGENE D. LEHNERT and LINDA LEHNERT, Index No: 190252/11
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT
-against- MOTION AND
ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC., successor in interest to
SIEMENS ENERGY & AUTOMATION, INC.” (herein after “SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC.”)
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant SIEMENS
INDUSTRY INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

New W ork

Dated:

{ DlMakco Esq.

oG] ; -
& LUXENBERG, PC WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
orney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attomey for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC. o
150 East 42™ Street \’
New York, New Yorkgf01 \
Our File No. 00965.00%9 N
1% e
V“SQ \e’cjév
N
00°“ﬂ$‘6“

SO ORDERED,

4795669v.1




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

Index No.: 190262/11
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

to either party.

Dated: /\/Oi/“ / ,2011 F‘LED :

New York, New York

JM { oy 23 o E
- ‘ FIC

. LERKS OF

‘Ambr¢ Brandis, Esq. alene N. Megerian, Es(]. GOUNT\{\‘CL:)_W YORK

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. EGAL McCAM GE

Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry KKin Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION § LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

Index No.: 190262/11
ROBERTO ROMAN AND TRUDY ROMAN, '

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- » MOTION AND ORDER

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORP., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being
no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: R) w York, f\l ew York

, 2011
A/
amie B. Cooper, Esf. a{ 5 Ka_ml £
Attomey for Defendant Attorne¥ for Plaintiffs
Kentile Floors, Inc. Roberto Roman and Trudy ?n L E D
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. ‘l
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 201
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 oV 23
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 : ERKS OFFICE

SO ORDERED,

NOV 1 0 20 | IR




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. 190262/11
ROBERTO ROMAN and TRUDY ROMAN

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kamco Supply Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Kamco Supply Corp., with prejudice
in this action, and there being nd opposition thereto,

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

Nov. | 2011

torneys for Plaintiff
eitz & Luxenberg

Anna M. DiLohard

700 Broadway - 7th floor Attorneys for Defendant

Kamco Supply Corp.
New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,

Coleman & Goggin
888 Veterans Memorial Hé

yauge, l1‘£€l3

SO ORDERED, Nov 2 3 201
Hon. Sherr{Klein Heitler

CLERKS OFFICE

v
COUNT | EW YORK

NOV 19 29




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

{ Index No.: 190262/11
ROBERTO ROMAN AND TRUDY ROMAN,

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

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORP., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Qakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, }\Iew York
oy, ,2011

C o ellBrmrn

N> »
Carol Tempesta, Esq. ,_ /a ‘U@,QA’VLCJ/ S, =AY lQ
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
QOakfabco, Inc. Roberto Roman and Trudy Roman
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway F | L E D _
i

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 NOV 2 3 201

COUNTY C! FRK'S OFFICE

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK

il Heitler

NOV 10 2949

2571-1457

{
i




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :

| Index No.: 190262/11
ROBERTO ROMAN AND TRUDY ROMAN,

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

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORP., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
Ao

, 2011

(Y
¥

[/

Sy (/BTN
Attorn€y for Defendant gt(‘)ngéﬁbr ainti fs\r

Tishman Liquidating Corp. Roberto Roman and Trudy Roman

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

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway -

New York, New York 10004 New York, New YorkFO(I3 L E D

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 :

Q } NOV 23 201

SO ORDERED, : COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Ho v KYein Heitler NEW YORK

2383-0001

NOV 102011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i+ LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, I.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

' Index No.: 190262/11
ROBERTO ROMAN AND TRUDY ROMAN, |

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
| SUMMARY JUDGMENT
_against- | MOTION AND ORDER

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORP., et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there

being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs.

Dated; New York, New York

AM}[ 2 , 2011

PR/ -

Robert Darish, Esq. ‘a_ el (C

Attomey for Defendant tomey fo Plaintiffs

Treadwell Corporation Roberto Roman and Trudy Roman

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

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003F I L E D

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500

NOV 23 zon
SO ORDERED,

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

N OV 1 0 20 " 1235-23697




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: : '

| Index No.: 190262/11
ROBERTO ROMAN AND TRUDY ROMAN,

Plaintiffs, . NO OPPOSITION
| SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- r MOTION AND ORDER
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORP., et al,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

Noy | , 2011
Robert Darish, Esq. v g_k ) /é/[ GIZ nao 1/ S‘ |
Attomney for Defendant ttorney for Plaintiffs i
Courter & Company, Inc. Roberto Roman and Trudy E D ’%
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. B T L ";) “»\;/
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway Pt
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 goy 23 20 !
212) 509-3456 212) 558-5500 '
(212) (212) Y CLERKS OFFICE

T NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sher? Klein Heitler NOV1o2011

1122-24043




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30 (Heitler, J.)
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 190262/11
NO OPPOSITION
ROBERTO ROMAN SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
WITHOUT PREJUDICE
X

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc.,
successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania Corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse
Electric Corporation (hereinafter "CBS Corporation") hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant CBS Corporation without prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

costs,

Dated:  New York, New Ygrk
M, 2011

Rula Alzadg Moor, Esq.

Charles Fergusor, Fsq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant CBS Corporation, a
700 Broadway Delaware Corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc.,
New York, NY 10003 successor by merger to CBS Corporation, D
(212) 558-5500 Pennsylvania Corporation, f/k/c s%hgg
Electric Corporation é
150 Broadway, Suite 600 23 1
New York, New York 10038 WOV 5 OFFICF
(212) 791-0285 LEW
— QO\-)V“\(‘Q%W ‘(OP‘K
SO ORDERED, paet: _NOV10201

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ‘
X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

MARK ROCK and SONDRA ROCK
Index No.: 190319/11

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION

-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CQ.,, et. al,. LA.S. Part 30

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter “GARDNER
DENVER?”), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaiht 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. F ‘ L E D 5
Dated: New|Ygrk, New York [ L
m 2011 : NOV 23 o
[ . - LERKS OF
S CO\ TS o i

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. Tomachukwu N. Acholonu, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER
Attorneys for Plaintiff & MAHONEY, LTD.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, New York 10003 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, New York 10022

(212).651-7500
499
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

Nov1g 201




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

X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION " (Heitler, J.)
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 11-190353
RUSSELL J. FOREMAN and DOROTHY NO OPPOSITION
H. FOREMAN SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

-against-

AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY,
ET AL

X

WHEREFORE, defendants LOCKHEED MARTIN CORPORATION, hereby request
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section .
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants LOCKHEED MARTIN
CORPORATION with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendants LOCKHEED MARTIN CORPORATION be and the same hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F ‘ ‘__ E D

Dated: New York, New York ks OFFICE
gy CLE
October 22,2011 QOUV“W{\‘ (é.W* YORK
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman,
360 Lexington Avenue and Goggin
20™ Floor 425 Eagle Rock Ave., Suite 302
New York, NY% Roseland, NJ 07
<2,_
_JASON HODRINSK?, ESQ ARTHUR D. BROMBERG, ESQ.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
RUSSELL J. FOREMAN KHEED MARTIN CORPORATION
SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler J.S.C. NOV 102011




0CT. 25, 2011 1:26PM NO. 9082 P. 3
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
--------------------- LA R R R R R §
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
----------------------------------------- x

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190353/11

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

Russell J. Foreman and Dorothy H. Foreman

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

WHEREFORE, defendant MCCAULEY PROPELLER SYSTEMS hercby requests
sunmary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiffs® complaint against defendant MCCAULEY PROPELLER
SYSTEMS, without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: Oc feber 2V 201l

v

/’ don
JasgrrHodrinsky, Esq. fik C. DiMarco, Esq.
Barly Ludwick Sweeney & Strauss LLC WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
360 Lexington Ave., 20" Fl, Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 MCCAULEY PROPELLER
SYSTEMS
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
212-4%90-3000
File No.: 13102.00013
$O ORDERED, , L E D .
Hon. She T NOV 23 20
COUNTY CLERK'S
FF.
NEW YORK ICE
4794706v.1

NOV1o20n




0CT. 25. 2011 1:25PM NO. 9082 P. 2

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190353/11

Russell J, Foreman and Dorothy H. Foreman NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

WHEREFORE, defendant THE BOEING COMPANY (Individually and as Successor
to MCDONNELL DOUGLAS CORP. AND CONSOLIDATED AIRCRAFT
CORPORATION) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
THE BOEING COMPANY (Individually and as Successor to MCDONNELL DOUGLAS
CORP. AND CONSOLIDATED AIRCRAFT CORPORATION), without prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant THE BOEING COMPANY (Individually and as Successor to MCDONNELL
DOUGLAS CORP. AND CONSOLIDATED AIRCRAFT CORPORATION), be and the
same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs.

2l

gpﬁ Hodrinsky, Bsgr” Erik€7 DiMirco, Esq.
arly Ludwick Sweeney & Strauss LLC ILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attomey for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
360 Lexington Ave., 20" FI. Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 THE BOEING COMPANY
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 100
212-490-3000 ‘i E D
File No.: 07040, 0002

o ERKS OFFICE
COUNT “QC\\[\, YORK

SO ORDERED,

4794695v.1

NOV 10201,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION [LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190353/11

Russell J. Foreman and Dorothy H. Foreman NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant NORTH AMERICAN AVIATION, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed
without prejudice and without costs.

Dated: v (}Y\ \

e i

Jasbn Hodrinsky, Esq. “£rik C. DiMarco, Esq
Early Ludwick S%veeney & Strauss LLC WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
360 Lexington Ave., 20" FI. Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 NORTH AMERICAN
AVIATION, INC.
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017

212-490-3000

File No.: 0704P0 3‘_ E D
NOV 23 201

Hon. Shetr eitler g OFFICE
. EP\K
oouNT‘&(éW YORK

SO ORDERED,

4795098v.1 NOV 102011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S. Part 30 (Heitler, J.)
X .
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 190369/11
NO OPPOSITION
SALVATORE LIPARI SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
WITHOUT PREJUDICE
X

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc.,
successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania Corporation, f’k/a Westinghouse
Electric Corporation (hereinafter "CBS Corporation") hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant CBS Corporation without prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

costs.

Dated: New York, New York

_Abymbgd 7, 2011

o e

Charles Ferguson, Esq. Rula’ Alzadon®Moor, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant CBS Corporation, a
700 Broadway Delaware Corporation, fik/a Viacom Inc.,
New York, NY 10003 successor by merger to CBS Corporatzon a D
(212) 558-5500 Pennsylvania Corporation, fik/a g us&
Electric Corporation
150 Broadway, Suite 600 q 23 Al
New York, New York 10038 “0 S OFFICE

(212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED, 27 Dated: _,, ..

Hon., Sherry Klein Heitler OVl 020 1n




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT

In Re First Judicial District
Asbestos Litigation

This Document Applies to:
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

ROBERT MARCHESONA and RITA MARCHESONA,

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER
Vs. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C.
Index No.: 190376-11

NATIONAL AUTOMOTIVE PARTS ASSOCIATION, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant National Automotive Parts Association, incorrectly
identified as NAPA Auto Parts, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ Complaint against
Defendant National Automotive Parts Association, incorrectly identified as NAPA Auto Parts,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
Defendant National Automotive Parts Association, incorrectly identified as NAPA Auto Parts be

and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Datcd: New York, New York Dated: Buffalo York
October O ,2011 Octotser ,2011

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP DAMON MOREY LLP

% N A

‘?ryan Belasky Peter S. Marlette E D ‘ :
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant, NatiF?l ut‘wt U

546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor Parts Association

New York NY 10036 The Avant Building, Suite 1200 NOV 293 10
200 Delaware Avenue «« OFFICE
Buffalo NY 14202-2150 o CLERKES
COUN NFW yOR!

NOV 102011

SO ORDERED:

¢in HeitldnJ.S.C.

Hon. Sherry




RECEIVED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK Nov- 7 20 ,(0(05/
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 0 2501
X
ROBERT MARCHESONA and RITA MARCHESONA,  Index No.: 190376-11
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
- against — SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC.,
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC.,
etal,

Defendants.

X
WHEREFORE, Defendant, ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC.,

(hereinaftér “ELECTROLUX"), hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, ELECTROLUX, with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

Dated: W itf Plains, New York

- i ' 2011 -

' yd T

Bryan Belasky, Esq. CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ.
Belluck & Fox, LLP Hodges Walsh Slater LLP
546 Fifth Avenue, 4" FI Attorneys for Defendant
New York, New York 10036 ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC.,
(212) 681-1575 55 Church Street, Suite 211

White Plains, NY 10601 ;
Tel: 914-385-6000 i
Fax: 914-385-60F0 | L E i

5 OFFICE
\_EP\KS
COUNT\‘(\‘EW YORK

So Ordered:

NOV 10204




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT

In Re First Judicial District
Asbestos Litigation

This Document Applies to:
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

ROBERT MARCHESONA and RITA MARCHESONA,

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER
Vs. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C.
Index No.: 190376-11

GENUINE PARTS COMPANY, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant Genuine Parts 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 Genuine Parts Company, with prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereto,

'ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
Defendant Genuine Parts Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York Dated: Buffalo, New York
October 3| . 2011 _Qc&e’o'erl/w’ , | 2011
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP DAMON MOREY LLP
Bryan Belasky / Peter S. Marlette E I
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant, Genuine P«m 23 ?.““
546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor Company FICE
New York NY 10036 . The Avant Building, Suite 1200 T G\_EP.K‘S OF
_ 200 Delaware Avenue ~ COUN NEW YORK

Buffalo NY 14202-2150

SO ORDERED:




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
Index No. 190376/11
ROBERT MARCHESONA and RITA
MARCHESONA
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, BorgWarner Corporation by its successor in interest
to Borg-Warner Morse TEC Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the above
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, BorgWarner Corporation by its successorin interest to
Borg-Warner Morse TEC 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 BorgWarner Corporation by its successor in interest to Borg-Warner
Morse TEC Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.

DATED: l\/ C 2011
Attorneys for Plaintiff Anna M. DiLonafdo

Belluck & Fox LLP
546 Fifth Avenue - 4th Floor
New York, NY 10036

Attorneys for Defendant
BorgWarner Corporation by its
successor in interest to Borg-Warner
Morse TEC Inc.

Marshall, Dennehey, Warner,
‘Coleman & Goggin

888 Vetera merial L
Hauppaugeﬂ“&%eh@ }

SO ORDERED,
Klein Heitler NOV 23 201
- Y CLERK'S OFHCE
NOV 10201 COUNT L EW YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
ROBERT MARCHESONA and RITA MARCHESONA, NYCAL
Plaintiffs, Index No: 190376/11
\'2 NO OPPOSITION
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
X

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

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

defendant Dean Pump Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.
Dated: Buffalo, New York ‘ D

W

., OFFICE
. - LERKS

Bfyan Belasky, Esq. s W. Whitcomb, Esq. cOUNt f\\gw YORK
BELLUCK & FOX LLP PHILLIPS LYTLE LLP
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant Dean Pump Division
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor One HSBC Center, Suite 3400
New York, New York 10036 Buffalo, New York 14203

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klei

Doc # 01-2526007.1

NOV 10201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
-—--X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
This Document Relates To: :
ROBERT MARCHESONA and RITA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
MARCHESONA, : JUDGMENT AND ORDER ON
: BEHALF OF FORD MOTOR
Plaintiff(s), : COMPANY
- against -
Index No.: 190376/11
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.,
Defendant(s).
X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

\ll‘(_ ,2011

LT TN o

By:“Bryan Belasky, Esq.
BELLUCK & FOX, LLF
Counsel for Plaintiffs

y: Justin M. Kasmir, Esq.
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN &
DEUTSCH, LLP

546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10036 FORD MOTOR COMPANY
T: 212-681-1575 600 Third Avenug

F: 212-681-1574 1;165"1;(‘;1;12;3&%{1( | L E D

W F:212-593-6976 N
/ ‘ NOV
SO ORDERED: 23 a0

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER COUNTY ¢ gy,

ez Nov 1070

13)




L

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK *
9.4

IN RE:NEW YORK CITY :

ASBESTOS LITIGATION :

X Index No. 190376/11

This Document Relates To: :

ROBERT MARCHESONA and RITA

MARCHESONA,
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Plaintiffs, : JUDGMENT MOTION
: AND ORDER
-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.,
Including MAREMONT CORPORATION,

Defendants. :
X

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

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

Dated: New York ew York

/7T 201
Bryan Belasky, Esq. Peggy L. l&:f’n Esq 0 ‘;\%\_\
BELLUCK & FOX KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES. &4 \C» N
Attorneys for Plaintiffs FRIEDMAN LLP \ N\ L
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ floor Attorneys for Defendant ? a B o
New York, NY 10036 1633 Broadway o T o
(212) 681-1575 New York, New York 10019 - G\ﬂ"\‘gg\k

506-1700 O\)\«\"*\@N“

SO ORDERED, c

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler © NGOV 102011




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30 (Heittler, J.)
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 190379/11
NO OPPOSITION
DORSEY MORGAN SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
WITHOUT PREJUDICE
X

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc.,
successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania Corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse
Electric Corporation (hereinafter "CBS Corporation") hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant CBS Corporation without prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

costs.

Dated:  New York, New York
,2011

e

-

e ;Z&d%ﬂg (/ &
Charles Ferguson, Esq. Rufa AlzadondMoor, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Defendant CBS Corporation, a
Delaware Corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc.,

successor by merger to CBS Corporation, D
Pennsylvania Corporation, fik/a Fm"g/‘&veE

Electric Corporation

150 Broadway, Suite 600 NOV 23 201
New York, New York 10038 OFFICE
12)791-0285 CLERKS
COUNTY W YORK

Dated: N()M 1 9 29”




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30 (Heitler, J.)
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 190385/11
NO OPPOSITION
JOHN HOLLIS SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
WITHOUT PREJUDICE
X

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc.,
successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania Corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse
Electric Corporation (hereinafter "CBS Corporation") hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant CBS Corporation without prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

defendant CBS Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without

costs.
Dated:  New York, New York
, 2011
Charles Ferguson, Esq. Rula Alzadon®oor, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant CBS Corporation, a
700 Broadway Delaware Corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc.,
New York, NY 10003 successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a :
(212) 558-5500 Pennsylvania Corporation, f/k/a Westinghouge E D
Electric Corporation F 1‘_
150 Broadway, Suite 600 oth
New York, New York 10038 NQ\I 23 v
(212) 791-0285 - CLEngKOFHGE
NOV102011  ©O° wewYo
SO ORDERED, Dated:
Kl¢in Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30 (Heitler, J.)
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 190391/11
NO OPPOSITION
JOSEPH SANDER SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
WITHOUT PREJUDICE
X

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc.,

successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania Corporation, f’k/a Westinghouse

Electric Corporation (hereinafter "CBS Corporation") hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

plaintiff’s complaint against defendant CBS Corporation without prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

defendant CBS Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without

COsts.

Dated:  New York, New York

,2011

Charles Ferguson, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sile'éi\ﬁ Heitler

Eula Alzad% Moor, Esq.

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Defendant CBS Corporation, a
Delaware Corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc.,

successor by merger to CBS Corporgtign, aIE D
Pennsylvania Corporation, f/k#!’e‘ixw

Electric Corporation .

150 Broadway, Suite 600 wov 23 2

New York, New York 10038 o OFFICE
“ \_EP\KS

(212) 791-0285 chN"'“‘\l gw YORK

Dated: NOV 1 0 20 "




