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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LI'I'IGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

RICHARD GALLI and DOROTHY GALLI, : I.A.S. Part 30 

Phi nt i ff( s), 

X --------------_-rr"l"-"""~-~--------------------------"---------- 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No. 1 1  1436-98 
-against- 

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

Defendants. 
X -""---"------------_----------------------_---""--------*-------- 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: /#/Ly/# 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, N Y  10003 599 Lexineton Avenue NQV 2 3 2011 

SO ORDERED, 
Hoii. Sh 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

108708/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFOM, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS7 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. / 

ll12/&(, 
-*ss/ulUel j f c h d , + t  
Attorney for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS7 INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New Y a $ l q O k  E D 
(212) 313-3600 

NQV 2 3 tol' 
SO ORDERED, 



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

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
MEWBRUNSWCK, hw 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 W T E Y ' S  MLL RD 
SlUTE 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: 

CHRISTOPHER JOHN BARRElT AND JEFFREY 

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

JOHN BARRETT, AS CO-EXECUTORS FOR THE 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 99-103372 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: @ C t V k  6) 6, aQI I 
New Brunswick, NJ 

IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4tto rne ys for Defendant , 
(0 h ler Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
qew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

io ORDERED: 

r 
NOV 2 3 20' 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

OUNTY CLERK'' 
NEW yom 

Hon. Sherry Klein'&itle? 
- 



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New,York, NY 

Benjamin R, Dwyer Kq,  
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

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

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

~ (716)853-8100 1 L E 
SO ORDERED, NOV 2 3  20" 

13409973.1 



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

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

WARREN H. MCNALLY, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

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

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

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

to either party, 

torney for the Plaintiffs / 4 00 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Jenn er L. Budner, sq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York. NY 10022 



NEW YORK 
/ 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SALVATORE D. LO VERDE AND JEAN LO 
VERDE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 19 @%$yl 17’00, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. Salvatore D. La Jean Lo Verde 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEIT2 & LUXEN 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

(212) 509-3456 

2571-0001 

{N0080979-1} I 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Joseph Quinn 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10 

I.A.S. Part 30 

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 

n n 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001'7 

4776952~. 1 



HOAGLAND, LONQO 
YORAN, D W T  & 
DOUKAS, U P  
ATrORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
W B R U N W K K ,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 W T S E Y 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 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

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, 

- 
against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

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

INDEX NO.: 99-122342 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

ibove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

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

lefendant, Kohler,C+, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

n : ATTHEW PARK, ESQ. 
IOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
d-torneys for Defendant, 
lo h le r Co . 
0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

0 ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP J 
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 Fan 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1000 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATlON j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, 1.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT L. MAYDICH, / IndexNo.: 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Peerless 

Industries, lnc., 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 
/ / / I  ,2011 

l(J c 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BXSGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 IO0 
New York, New York 10005 

Attorney for Defendant 14, 

F \ L E D  
Robert L. Maydich 
W ~ r r z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 NOq 2 3  zol' (212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

4844-7051-7000.1. 



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

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

mYMOND J. FARRELL, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 
104742 / O  0 
115803/05 

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO T r i a l  
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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 

same are hereby dismisspd with prejudice and without 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 



Richard H. Bradley 

- - - - - - - - - I - - - - - -  - 1 I "  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

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

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

NOV 2 3 2011 \ 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.1 1421 

SO ORDERED, 

4774954v. 1 



Alfred Papantonio 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFOW, 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 sam 
and without costs. 

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

2 12-490-3000 
File No. 10557.001 

4705 169v. I 



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

~ ~~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JACK TOLOMEO and DOROTHY TOLOMEO 
Index No. 100587/00 

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 5 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: II--7-- I /  , 2011 

-. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
ew York, NY 10003 
c fl,JAw-&CcCI~d r-, 

Noriel Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

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: 

JACK TOLOMEO and DOROTHY TOLOMEO 
Index No. 100587/00 

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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

* Attorneys No el a. for Maria Defendant 
Bucyrus International 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

QQPC (h b W 4 - @ <  c -  

SO ORDERED, 



SUPRICME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: Index No: 100587-00 

JACK TOLOMEO, 

PlaintW(s), 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, T U N E  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 sgmqq h e s  Qissed 'with 
'if 

p, 

1- 4 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: b\\ \\ ' 
New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(212) 558-5500 quan, New Jersey 08736 

SO ORDERED, 

SdOV 1 0  2011, Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 



Richard H. Bradley NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
OFtDER 

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. :i 
Dated: New York, New York 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.1 1421 

-q? SS 4 H I Me, *fd v ;C c 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4774954v. 1 



536 .14558 /AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

RaYMOND 5. FARRELL, 

Plaintiff, 

VS . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPOIIATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 

115803/05 

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO T r i a l  
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corpor 

same are hereby dismissed w i t h  p re jud ice  and without 

. .  
GARRI T 
& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

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

/ WEP At orneys 6r LUXENBERG for Plaint'ff 4 
700 Broadway 
New York, N e w  York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X _----_----____--_---___1111111_11_1111 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ f _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f _ f  

This Document Relates to: 
Jose A. Fernandez and Nancy L. 
Fernandez, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

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

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

Index No.: 104749/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X -----l-tl----___-____________________ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 53212 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering C o  

Inc., be dismissed with prejud 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York - , 2011 

ice and without cos 

- 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
Jose A .  Fernandez and Nancy L .  Mario & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  C o .  
Fern a nde z Inc. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

bttorneys for Defendant 

(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  
Our File No.: 10924-1468 

f&.. p . W N G  I c -  
b 

So Ordered: 
Hon. SherryK. Heitler 



t 

HOAQLAND. LON00 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, U P  
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWBRUNSWICK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S MlLL 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: 

JOSEPH G, KING AND MARIA KING 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 00-105455 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: S/,aO// 
New Brunswick, NJ 

A n 

~ E ~ A N I E  c. BAKER, ESQ. 
IOAGLAND. LONGO. MORAN 
XJNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

io ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Joseph G. King and Maria King 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

/ 

NOV 2 3 2011 

NOV 1 O2QllI 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ISABEL FITZPATRICK, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of JAMES FITZPATRICK, and ISABEL FITZPATRICK, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 105756/00 

SUMMARY J UDGM ENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

woriel Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterafis Me 
Hauppaugd, NY 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ISABEL FITZPATRICK, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of JAMES FITZPATRRCK, and ISABEL FITZPATRICK, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 105756/00 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl 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: 

4 
I 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

I '  

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

.. 

SO ORDERED, 

iighway 



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

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNWCH, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
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 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CLYDE WARREN AND DEBORAH MARIE WARREN 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 00-107120 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

:om plaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

IATED: ocs.O& 6'5,d 01 I 
New Brunswick, NJ 

A 
Y - -  I 

STEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ. MICHAEL FANELLI, kSQ. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
:ohler Co. 
.O Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

;O ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Clyde Warren and Deborah Marie Warren 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 - d ' A  n 
Hon. Sherry Klein Hei 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

\ IndexN 6 0 F Z  
125768199 

ROBERT L. MAYDTCH, 

PI ai n t iff, 
-against- 

j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Peerless 

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
/ / / I  ,2011 ET/ l(/! c 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 

Peerless Jndustries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

Attorney for Defendant % 

F\L-  
Robert L. Maydich 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

4844-705 1-7000.1 



- .. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X . . , - - - - - - - -  

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

SO ORDERED, 

4776952~. 1 



SUPNME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW Y0R.K 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

- - .. . 1 NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S, . . Part I_ ' 30 

i (Heitler, J.) 
t THIS DOEWENT REFERS TO: 

I EDWARD A. HAYES AND THEODORE 
HAmS, 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORX)ER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 1 

A. C. & S., N C 4 ,  et d. 
I Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby reques.; summa 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendmt, 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, hc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

, .  without costs. 

1122-23733 

NO\J 10  2011 



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

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

i Index No.: 108352/00, 1672/00 

AS13 E S TO S LITIGATION 

0 TIaS D O C W N T  REFERS TO: 

EDWARD A, HAYES AND TEEODDORE 
HAYES, I ; NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY SUDGMENT 

I -against- I 

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

Defendants. i 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintif&' 

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 arid cross claims against 

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

without cus-ts. 

ook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & K L U G ~ ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Stree' n--:c- mnn 

%%&a'A. Hayes and Theodore H es 
Wmz &LUXENBERG, P L F  I 
7110 Broadwav 

hTaT.t Vnvb N m  
L-aUlCF L J W W  

L y b w  LVIIl ,  c.,uv York 10004 New York, Nkv qork 10003 ' 

(212) 509-3456 NQV 2 3 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK $0 ORDER-ED, 

1235-23347 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THE DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD A. HAYES AND THEODORE 
HAYES, 

I Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et a/. 

Defendants. , 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, hc. ,  with prejudicc in this action, and there being 

! no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross d a h s  agajllst 

defendant, Kentile Floor$, Inc., be and the same are hereby drsmisscd with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y h, N w York /,,pz/ ,2011 
I 

A ttorneyTar Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGWY & ILUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

ttonley Xor ~~aul t~rrs  
d d w a r d  A. Hayes and Theod< 

W m z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, Ne- 

1212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
rYork 10003 ’ 

NOV 1 0  2011 2082-10483 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF N-EW YORK 
IN RI3: NEW YQRK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A,S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION : (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD A. HAYES AND THEODOm 
HAYES, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., el a/. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANY QlRDER 

Defendants. 

WI-IEREFORP,, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in th~s action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

OFCDERED, that upon natice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

dofmdant, Safeguad Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

SO ORDERED, 

ustrial Equipment Co. Edward A. Hayes and Theodore €I 
Y C  1 (XI JaUGER, P.C. WBI'E & LWNBERO,  P,c. 

Ctrret-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
IYCW I. UUL, lvew York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW 5?3RK 
lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

i LA.% Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD A. HAYES AND THEODORE 
HAYES, ! 

1 NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- I 

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

Defendants. \ 

WHXREFORIS, defendant, Tishtnan Liquidating Corp., hereby reqaests summary 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Co~p. ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, T i sban  Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: ~~~~~~~ York 
) 2011 

! 

! 

i 
! 

1 

i 

i ~ 

i 
i 

i 
~ 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGEK, P .C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WWTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Y a k  10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO OIU3ERED, 

2383-2903 
NQV 10 2011r 



SUPREME COURT OF T€3.E STATE OF Nl?W YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN m: NEW YORK COUNTY i N Y C U  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S.Part30 
(Hcitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD A. HAYES AND THEODORE 
HAYES, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
I 

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

Defendants. i 

WHEREPOICE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oddabco 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, Oaldabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco h c ,  
M C G m Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

E d d d  A. Hayes and Theodore Hayes 

700 Broadway 
WHTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York lOOO3 
(212) 558-5500 NOV 2 3 2011 

I 

!! 

.i 
‘ I  

2571-684 



This Document Relates To: 

BENJAMIN F. RICHARDS, I11 and DONNA RICHARDS 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 108856/00 

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 32 12, 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/ I \  

Michael Fanelli, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 NewYork,NewYork 1 1 

Attorney far Defendant 
335 Madison Avenue, 12' Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 344-5680 

SO ORDERED, 

210080.1 . 



NEW YORK 
/ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STA; 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SALVATORE D. LO VERDE AND JEAN LO 
VERDE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. AND $., NC., et al., 

Defendants. 

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

/ I- -.. 
Index No.: 1901&9/10,~09117/00,) 

12 1983/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 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 
P r n . . U b ~  ,201 1 

Michele J. dittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. Salvatore D. Lo 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXEN 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

NOV x. 0 2Oll* 2571-0001 
I {N0080979-1} 



HOAQ1ANa, LONO0 
MORAN, WNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NNV BRWUSWICK, W 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 VVILTSEY’S MILL RD 
W T €  20.2 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

PO BOX 480 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CARMEN LEWIS PANETTA AND SANDRA 
PANETTA 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 00-109276 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: @k&X d b ~ m  I 1 
New Brunswick, NJ 

./lllclz*( FtyyclII: 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Carmen Lewis Panetta and Sandra Panetta 

New York, NY 10003 

50 ORDERED: 

E 



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

By: 

/ oe VmqIAez, 6 s  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 1003 8 
(212) 558-5500 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys Patterson-Kelley for Defendant, Company F I L E D  

NOV 2 3 2011 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

13651402.1 



. -  

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

j IHeitler, J.) . 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
- -  

I 

j Index No.: 108352/0 
TI3S DOCUhGNT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD A. HAYES AND THEODORE 
HAYES, ; NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY J'UDGMENT 

-against- I 

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

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing plaintif&' 

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

~ 

i 

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. 

NQV I 0 2011 1235-23347 



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

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

.~ 

I I IndexNo.: 108352/0 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD A. HAYES AND THEODORE 
HAYES, 

1 NO OPPOSITXON 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I 

! 

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

Defendants, j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, lnc., hekby requests s ~ m m a r y  ,idgment A 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 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, dl claims and cross claims against 

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

costs. 

Kentile Floors, h c .  
M c G m y  & IZUGEIC, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

W m  &LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

NQV 1 Q 2011 2082-10483 

i 



SIJPFlEME COURT OF THE STATB OF NXW YO= 

IN W: NEW YO= COUNTY 
COUNTY OF NEW STORK 

i NYCAL 
i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, 1.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD A. HAYES AND THEODOM 
HAYES, 

: IndexNo.: 10&352/0 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

1 MOTION ANU ORDER 
-against- I I 

1 
! 

! 
A. C. & S., INC, el nl. 

Defendants. I 

WIIEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

dcfmdant, Safegumd Industrial Equipinent Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

McG~VN'EY & UWGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

FoMl E 
(212) 509-3456 

T,,'.! 
f @ l  * 

MOV 2 3 2g41 
SO OWERED, 

D 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ! 

1 

t 
- 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

EDWARD A, HAYES AND THEODORE 

NYCAL 
LA.& Part 30 

IndexNo.: 308352/00 

(Hei tler, J.) 

HAYES, 
NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
[ MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- I 

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

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defenht ,  Tishtllan Liquidating Corp., hereby requests surmaary 

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

plaintiff$’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there baing 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 

witlout costs. 

Dated: NewYo Ne Yark 
[ ! ~ ~ , 2 0 1 1  



SUPBh4E COURT OF TJB STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORX 
IN FS: NEW YORJC COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD A. HAYES AND THEODORE 
HAYES, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

NYCAL,  
1,A.S. Part 30 

IndexNo.: 108352/0 

(Heitler, J-) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGmNT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. . 
WHERlTORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against dehdant ,  Oddabco hc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco hc .  
M c G m y  & n W G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 - A /  

D 
E d d A .  Hayes and Theodore Hayes 

700 Broadway 
WELTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, N-& Yosk 10003 
(212) 558-5500 2-3 7011 . -  

SO ORDEWD, 

2571-684 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O W  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOEUMENT REFERS TO: 
IndexNo.: 108352/00 

EDWARD A, HAYES AND THEODORE 
HAYES, 

! NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

1 MOTION AND ORDER 
magainst- I 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 1 

i Defendants. : 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Courtes & Company, Inc., be and d e  same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y , N' w York [(2/ ,2011 

ttarney far Plaintiffs 
Edward A. Hayes and 

700 Broadway 
New Y ork, New Y ark 

/-- ~ t t o r n e y  IOT uefendant 
Carter & Company, Inc; 

80 Bmad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

M c G ~ Y  & UUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



c 

HOAQLRND, LONOO 
MORAN, DUN$T 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNWK,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WT5EY'S MILL RD 
NlTE 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: 

SHEILA SMITH-TYME, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF FRANK L. SMITH, AND ELSIE 
SMITH, I NDlVlDUALLY 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 00-1 13937 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: @.$Qb 171 d-0 f /  
New Brunswick, NJ 

IOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
NNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(0 hle r Co . 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

ITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Sheila Smith-Tyme, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of Frank L. Smith, and Elsie Smith, 

$0 ORDERED: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SALVATORE J. VASTA and PATRICIA VASTA 
Index No. 113938/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the  above entitled case, pursuant to Civif Practice Law and Rules Q 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. 

,2011 

L 

” I 

Colleen M. Cronin 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

AttHeys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SALVATORE J. VASTA and PATRICIA VASTA 
Index No. 11 3938/00 

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 5 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 osts. 7 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

DATED: / I />  ,2011 
~. 

Anna M. DiLoiardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Bucyrus International 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway -&f Hau*PPauge,p 'r E D 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein itler NOV 2 3 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CHARLES LASS 

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

Index No. 00- 1 17033 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs. 

By: 

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

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain PI 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

a E \  
16) 853-8100 -- 

SO ORDERED, 



I 

HOWLAM), LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATEf?SON ST 
PO BOX 400 
NEW BRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 3 2  
HAMMONTON, NJ 

c 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT L. BARKER 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 00-1 17416 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
Oc4Qb& 17,aol/ 

? 

S ~ P H A N I E  c. BAKER, ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Robert L. Barker 

New York, NY 10003 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFM 
NEW YORK 



e 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 

Our File No. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4776882~. 1 



.. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

i 

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

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY I 

150 East 42"d Street 
New Yo 
Our File 

4776882~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_"______ll_r______--___l_l____________l_------------------------- X 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

MARILYN WILLIAMS and MICHAEL WILLIAMS : I.A.S. Part 30 
and JOHN P. HUNT, as Co-Executors for the Estate 
of JOSEPH J. TURNER, 

I_fl_r__________________l_________l_rC__--------_-~----------l--- X 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 119377-00 
Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

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

Defendants. 
_______"____""_r___rr___________________---"-~-_----_-r---------- X 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendagt 
CRANECO. . 
599 Lexington Avenue NOV 2 3 2011 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

James Minch 

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

Index No: 100751/03 

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 
plaintiffs9 complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELh4AN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON CO 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, Nemfrl) 
Our File No. 05 5.1 062 

4776867~. 1 



c ,  

HOAGLAND, LONG0 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, U P  
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX ABO 
NWV BRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S MllL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTCN, NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

JACK POLLOCK 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 00-1 19385 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: 

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

SO ORDERED: 

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

Hon. 

NOV 2 3 2011 



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

SALVATORE RANDAZZO and RHODA 
RANDAZZO, 

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

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 119385-00 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: 

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

K&L GATES LLP " 
AttorneysforDefendanF E D 
CRANE CO. 

E 

NOV 1 0  2011 



HOAOLAND, LOW0 
MORAN. DUNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEVS AT LAW 

NORM JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

N W  BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 

SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

PO BOX 4ao 

7w WLTSEY'S MILL RD 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT J. DES CHENES AND LAURA DES 
CHENES 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 00-1 19396 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: mk a$ &?C7 
New Brunswick, NJ 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Robert J. Des Chenes and Laura Des 
Chenes 
700 Broadway 

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

BX-CITY-12 



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

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

ROBERT DES CHENES, 
Plaintiff(s), 

I against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: rrl3 , 201 1 
New York, New York 

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

SEGAK MCCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

New York, NY 10022 
(2 12) 65 1-7500 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRED G. CORDES and CATHERINE CORDES 
Index No. 119826/00 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: p&&&%Aa @Oil 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway I 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 

888 Veterans Me 

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: 

FRED G. CORDES and CATHERINE CORDES 
Index No. 119826/00 

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 her 

prejudice and without costs. 
u p - -  

DATED: 2 L d t h A  L(2011 

Defendant 
artin Corp. 

- - -. . - - - - iak LLP 

Attornevs for Plaintiff 
J -  ~ - - -  - nilria IVI.  UIL~ . . - - . . . - 

Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for 
700 Broadway - 7th floor Lockheed Ml 
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesni 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

SO ORDERED, 



HOAGLAND, LON00 
MORAN. DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, U P  
ATTORHYS AT LAW 

NORTH ERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
POBOX480 

.- 'NeWam!N~K;M- 

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

c.. 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ANTONIO SCLAFANI AND ROSARIA SCLAFANI 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 00-121686 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all CO-d8fendantS, all claims and cross claims against 

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

DATED: Ne %%&~ or , New York 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Antonio Sclafani and Rosaria Sclafani 

New York, NY 193003 

SO ORDERED: 

t.! ??! 1 0 2011 



SUPIUZME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

ROSARIO MORREALE, 
Plaintifqs), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants . 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFOFW, 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 I  16 ,2011 
New York, New York 

n NQV 2 3 2011 '( 

I 1  

Nry  CLERKS 
@m.&a+q*f l teL4 F@l! HEW yoRK 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klei%eitler 



HOAQLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NNVBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY - - - 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE zo2 
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: 

JOHN J. BUNDY 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 00-125335 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

DATED: &bb as, 
New Brunswick, NJ 

* !ol,a/zvl 
CAMIEL MEI~OWITZ, ESQ. 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
qttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

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

dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

$0 ORDERED: 



i 

This Document Relates To: 

I - 3 

Index No p 5  1 /O$ 
0270310 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

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

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

Dated: New York, New Yark 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON CO 
150 East 4Td Street 
New York, N e F $  
Our File No. 05 5.1 062 ltfi 

NOV 10  2021. 

4776867v.1 



WOAGWD, LON60 
MORAN. DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEYS 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: 

JULIA TAFOYA, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
BENNIE G. TAFOYA 

against 

A.C. 8 S., INC., ET AL 

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

INDEX NO.: 01-102941 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: I \Lv b\ 
New B n wick, NJ 

J 
/"Zb 1r 

STEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<ohler Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Julia Tafoya, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of Bennie G. Tafoya 
700 Broadway 

NOV 2 3 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

SALVATORE: RANDAZZO and RHODA 
RANDAZZO, 

Plaintiff(s), 

1 NYCAL 

* (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 106463-01 

I.A.S. Part 30 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

* NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. - K&L GATES LLP 

F I L E D  1 

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

Attorneys for Defen 

599 Lexington Avenue 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY LQ 022 2 3 aa%l 

fZZlZ) 536-3900 muN-rY CI,.LHK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



HOAGLAND, LON00 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON 5T 
PQ BOX 180 
NEW BRUNWM.  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 W T S E Y T  MLL 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: 

BERNICE ZEBRACKI, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF JOHN S. 
ZEBRACKI 

against 

A.C. 8 S.. INC.. ET AL 

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

INDEX NO.: 01-106645 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: a+) sot I 
New Brunswick, NJ 

k 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: 

- 

'MICHAEL FANELLI, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaint iff (s) , 
Bernice Zebracki, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of John S. Zebracki 
700 Broadway 

NOV 2 3 2011 



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

X _r_r______________l__________I__________------_---"-------------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

MARILYN WILLIAMS and MICHAEL WILLIAMS : I.A.S. Part 30 
and JOHN P. HUNT, as Co-Executors for the Estate 
of JOSEPH J. TURNER, 

X ____"________"lr_____-------------_------------------------------ 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 107335-01 
Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

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

Defendants. 
X ___________11___"_________r_____________------__----"----------"" 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
ew York, NY 10022 

700 Broadway CRANE CO. tqpj 2 3  to'' 

SO ORDERED, 



CLB~5778/iegal/nosjni 

SUPMME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 8869198 & 

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

Defendant( s), 
__---_"___"_--____l________ll___r____l__"------~--------------~-- X 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

. -- . ORDERED, ___ that _. upon . notice ~- to all co-defendants --n->- all ~- claims and cross claims ~ against . _ - . 

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

without costs. 

ll]21&,, 
* * & m u e l  /qt;fd,)t 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor 

New York, New Y"$IC#)O 
(212) 313-3600 



HOAOLMD, LONW 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
mums, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWBRUMWKK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 W T S E Y S  MLL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

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

~ ~ ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

HARRY J. DOCKWEILER AND JACQUELINE 
DOCKW El LER 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 01-1 11232 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: d g d O l ]  
New Brunswick, NJ 

A 

STEPHNIE c. BAKER, ESQ. 
JOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WElTZ 8 LUXENBERG 
WNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
4ttorneys for Defendant, Harry J. Dockweiler 
(ohler Co. Dockweiler 
$0 Paterson Street I PO Box 480 
\Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

50 ORDERED: 

New York, NY 10 

BX-EAGLE-1 

- -  



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

IN RE:  NEW YORK CITY NY CAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 3 0  

(Honorable Sherry Klein Hei 
This document relates to: 

ROBERT NOBLE, Deceased, 
: Index No.: 

Plaintiff, 

ler)  

: (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 

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

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 an 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c 

I F 

eys for Plaintiff 
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 



136.10338/AJM 
lUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
JOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

:N RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

?his document relates to: 

IENRY T. McLOUGHLIN, 

Plaintiff, 

VS . 

NYCAL 
I A S  PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

JNITED CONVEYOR CORPOJXATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
?t al. , : S-Y JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

Zomp 1 ai nt against defendant, United conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

DATED : 

East Hanov ew Jersey 

Attorneys f o r  Plaint' f 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

P WE IT^^ LUXENBERG 

Same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and with0 

RPHY , GAROFAL( 
& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 

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

rsey 0 7 9 3 6  

SO ORDERED, 



0 

HOAGLANQ, LONGO 

DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NMlTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NNVBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SMTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

MOWN, DUNST a 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK PERRY AND EMlLlE PERRY 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 01-120432 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: aI.1 
New Brunswick, NJ 

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

SO ORDERED: - 

W M &  LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Frank Perry and Emilie Perry 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Prl L E D Hon. S h e r r F n  H 

4 
4 wv 2 3 2011 

a a i ~ i ~  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

X ______"__________"_r___________I________---------------~- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

JAMES R. FLEMING and LINDA FLEMING, : I.A.S. Part 30 

X ____1_1______----__1_1_________11_1___1_----------------- 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No. 120432-01 
Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 
X ____________f_l_-__-_______II___________----------------- 

I 

1% .." 

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

q o  3.r---' 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 

New York, NY 100 6 0 PPLED i 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, NOV 2 3 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFIE 
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 ,,,erry 
This document relates to: 

ein ?itXer) 

: Index No.: 1 2 2 4 9 4 / 0 1  

: (March 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
ARTHUR PAVANE, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, : Group) 

vs . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

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

Defendants. 

WHEmFOm, 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 

1LEI  same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without co 

f 

& 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 ORDEmD, 



HOAQLAND, LONQO 
MORAN. DUNST 8. 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS fif LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATCRSON ST 
Po BOX 480 
NWVBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSfY’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: 

DENISEATAMIAN, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF ROBERT J. TUSSI 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 01-122790 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: W&&at, a0 Il 
New Brunswick, NJ 

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

SO ORDERED: 

MICHAEL FANELLI, ESQ. 
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Denise Atamian, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of Robert J. Tussi 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

NOV 2 3 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF 



HOAOLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DWKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
WBRUNflrVIM. W 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 NLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HMMONTON, N.J 

This Document Relates to: 

MARGARET J. BIEK,, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 

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

INDEX NO.: 01-122793 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF RICHARD R. 
BIEK 

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

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: Q & Q ~  ~4,aoll  
New Brunswick, NJ 

/ 
Y 

STEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, Margaret J. Biek, Individually and as 
<o hle r Go. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Yew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 

Executrix for the Estate of Richard R. Biek 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFK 
' o ' J ~ ~ , ~ l  NEW YORK 



WAOLAND, LONGO 
MORAN. DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWVBRUNSWCK, NJ 

SWTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S MILL RD 

HAMMONTON. NJ 
SUITE 202 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

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

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 01-123226 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUM MARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: 

ma7z L L L  
MAITHEW T. MACINTYRE~ESQ. 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@), 
Virginia Birge, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of Harold Birge 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I 

SO ORDERED: -Lqg& Hon. Sherry ei 

t 

NOV 2 3 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



Plaintiff, 
- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

he re by request 9 summary j udgment in the  above-entitled case 

pursuant 

dismissing 

to civil Practice Law 

plaintiffs’ Comp 1 a in t 

and Rules Section 

against  defendant 

§ 3 2 1 2  

Mario 

opposition thereto,  

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, a1 1 clairr 

and cross  claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Cc 

I n c . ,  be dismissed w i t h  prejudice and without 

Dated: Bmoklyn, New York 
r l  - q  , 2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
ALtorneys for Plaintiff 
Marion S m i t h ,  as Executrix f o r  
t h e  E s t a t e  of W i l l i a I n  J. Smi th  Inc. 
7 0 0  Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, N e w  York 1 0 0 0 3  Brooklyn, N e w  York 1 1 2 0 1  

Attorneys for Defendant 
Mario & DiBono P las t e r ing  Co. 

177 Montague Street 

(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  
I .  / Our F i l e  N o , :  10924-3891  

So Ordered:  

NOV i o 2011 

I 



PATRICIA LYNCH, as Executrix for the Estate : NYCAL 
of DAVID L. LYNCH, and PATRICIA 
LYNCH, Individually, 

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

Plaintiff( s) , : Index No(s).: 100580-02 

-against- 

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

: 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 32 12, dismissing 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

.s 
F \ L E D  J\ * k h  

Alford Kneis, Esq 

700 Broadway NpJ 2 3  IQ" 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue ,--~s OFFICE 

New York, NY 10022-603&0Ld~~ GL yoR\c 
NEW (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
__l_-____________t -________l f________ -X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - _ _ - _ - _ - - - -  X 
This Document Relates to: 
James K. Klein, as Personal 
Representative f o r  the Estate of James 
C. Klein ,  

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

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

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 100821/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 83212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario 1 

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

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P .  
Attorneys for Plainti Attorneys for Defendant 
James K. Klein, a s  Personal Mario & DiBono Plastering C o .  
Representat ive  for the Es ta te  Inc .  
of James C .  Klein 177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York, New York 100 55-9000 

e No.: 10924-3250 i--J2-c i\n. 
So Ordered: 

NOV 10 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

JAMES R, FLEMING and LINDA FLEMING, : I.A.S. Part 30 

X _____I__-------_________ll__r______l____---------"----~~- 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No. 10 1 1 10-02 
Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 
X ---_______r_r_-----lll________l_rll_____----"------------ 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

ORDEFtED, 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:QJ >/ 2 C) I i 

-.._ 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-60 0 

1536-3900 F 1 1. E D i 

NQV 2 3 2011 SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

ROCCO MATERO and ELSIE MATERO, : I.A.S. Part 30 

X ______________r_-------"-------------------------""~------------- 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 102008-02 
Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

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

Defendants. 
X -I"___________________l_l_r________lll__------------------------- 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

COUIq 1 \* c\,,\:ws OF= 
SO ORDERED, 

: I C  vv YORK 

NOV I O  2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RICHARD WOOD 

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

Index No. 02-103058 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE9 defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Ne,w < -  York, NY 

L' "Y WEITZ & LUXENBERG: P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Benjamin R. DwyerEsq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain P1 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 5 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

. .I (716) 853-8100 MOV 2 3 2011 

SO ORDEMD, C0Upu-y CIFRK'S OFFICF 
r.!:-\N YORK 

13618753.1 



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY - 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Compan 
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain P za 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

F I L E D  
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 NOV 2 3 2011 

I ; ~ ~ ~ ~  CLERK'S OFFEE 

(212) 558-5500 

t716) 853-8100 

NEW YoRK SO ORDERED, 

13642913.1 



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

X 
RALPH VINCENT AND LINDA VINCENT, INDEX NO. 103443-02 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

PETTIBONE MICHIGAN, LLC, et al., 

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 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, NY 10003 White Plains, New York 10606 
(212) 558-5500 (914) 831-6246 
Attorneys for Plainti@ t t i b o n e r v e E  Q 

SO ORDERED, 2 3  lo'' 
OFFICE v 1 0 \ Y  G m K s  

NpPl YORK 



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 u,ierry K zin Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

ROBERT NOBLE, Deceased, 
: Index No.: 

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 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c @ t l *  

\\ov 2 3 

F 
I 

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 



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

rN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

DONALD M. TAYLOR 

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

Index No. 02-103870 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs. 

By: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Comp 
New York, NY 10038 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant &?\LED 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 NQV 2 3  2Q\' 

couH';Ew YORK 

c)Ff GE 
(212) 558-5500 

CLERK'S 

SO ORDERED, 

13651402.1 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 103870/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

$32 12, 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. 

BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway FULTON BOILER WOR 
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
(212) 558-5500 

(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DOLORES REINA, Individually and as Administratrix for 
the Estate of JOHN REINA 

Index No. 105559102 

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 .  9- I/ ,201  1 - 
\ Noriel Sta. Maria 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

&L f l .  /tJW&G& ( 5 6  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

Hauppauge, NY 
I 



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

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

____ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DOLORES REINA, Individually and as Administratrix for 
the Estate of JOHN REINA 

Index No. 105559/02 

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 entitled 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 no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Burns International Gorp*, formerly known as Borg-Warner Corp., be 

and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2011 A 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

Anna M. DiLbnardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Burns International Corp., formerly 
known as Borg-Warner Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

q!y$jyE8 
Nos( 2 3  2011 

Sherry Klein Heitler COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW Vow 



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

' NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 3o 
' (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

ALICE B. GOEBEL Individually and a Executrix 
for the Estate of EDWARD B. GOEBEL, 

Plaintiff(s), 
* Index No: 105623-02 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 
X ___"_____r_r__--_______lf_______________"-*---------------~----"- 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendan 

NQV 2 3  20'' 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 

Danny Kraft, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifl~s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 K~ OFFICE I'( CLER 

New Yorlc; NY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 COUN N t w ~ O R K  

SO ORDERED, 

3 1  \ 
' !  

51 



HOAQLAND, LON00 

DQUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NWVBRUNWK. NJ 

SOUTH ZRSEY 
701 MTSEYSMILL RD 
SUTE 202 
HAMONTON, W 

--MQRAN;DUNST- 

Po BOX 480 

-1 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

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

against 

ACandS, INC., et at., 

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

INDEX NO.: 02-105625 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
r43 I lI 

~ICHAEL ~ N E L L I .  ESQ. 
dOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<oh le r Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ B LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Ptaintiff(s), 
James R. Peluso, as Administrator for the 
Estate of Rocco L. Peluso Jr., and Jane M. 
Peluso, Individually 
700 Broadway 

3 0  ORDERED: 



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

ROCCO PELUSO 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 plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, NY 

By. . ,$* By: 

1 J 'f9.2011 

M , & d  FA/-lI: 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 
Buffalo, NY 14202 Pol 
(716) 853-8100 )$Jv 2 3  'eo" 

(y3vv* p3! @R\( 
KS omCE c\ F;R 

1364291 3.1 



4 ,  

HORQCBND, LONOO 
MORAN. DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, U P  
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSM 

PO BOX 480 
N W  BRUNWCK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL HI 
SUITE 202 
HAMWIONTQN, NJ 

40 PATERSON sr 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

VIRGINIA M. NEUBERT, AS ADMINISTRATRIX OF 
THE ESTATE OF KARL E. NEUBERT AND 
VIRGINIA M. NEUBERT, INDIVIDUALLY 

against 

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

INDEX NO.: 02-105714 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

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

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

DATED: I\-?\\ New York, New York 

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

SO ORDERED: 

NOV 1 0 2011 

iu11 d z o h  
SAMUEL MEI~OW ITZ, .ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P . C  
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Virginia M. Neubert, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of Karl E. Neubert, and Virginia M. 
Neu bert, Individually, 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 

H SHERRY KLEIN HE1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC 
NEW YORK 



CLB55 55 1 /legal/nos.jrn 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
VIRGINIA M NEUBERT, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of KARL E. NEUBERT, and VIRGINA M. 
NEUBERT, Individually, 

l ~ " _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l ~ 1 r - - - - - - - - - I I - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - ~ - - ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ - - - -  

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 100 
111823/02 & 

NYCAL 
I.A.S, Part 30 

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

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

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

- and there being ncmppmitbn-_theretoL- . _._ - - .. - -. .- __.-._I " -  

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. 

I . . u k q j  
Meirowitz,'Esq. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 
New York, Ne 

0 

NQV 2 3 ?all 
COUNT( CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YQRK 
SO ORDERED, 



WAGLAND, LONG0 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DWKAS, LLP 
ATrORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NNV BRUN%tt NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
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 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

BONNIE DAILEY, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF FRANCIS DAILEY AND BONNIE 
DAl LEY, INDIVIDUALLY 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 02-105716 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New York, New York 
10-13- 1 I 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
Koh le r Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

5 0  ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Bonnie Dailey, As Administratrix for the 
Estate of Francis Dailey and Bonnie Dailey, 

I lllllll 11111 11111 BX-BAR- lllllllllll I1 lllll111lllll1llll 2 5 II 1111 



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

THOMAS WIMMER SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

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

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

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

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

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

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

without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain 

49 Fountain Plaza, Suite 

13646404.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COIJNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YOKK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Docunient Relates To: 

IRVING SPITZ, : I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff(s), 

X ___f__-_-_----------__________l_l____f__--------------"---*--"--- 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 106266-02 
-against- 

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

Defendants. 
X _______l____1"___"_1rfl_________________--------l---------------- 

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

above-entitled casos, pursuant to Civil I'ractice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Matt lie w Mac I 11 t y re, E s q ./ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Ni&M. Kozin, Esq. / \ 
K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington 
New York, NY 10022-6030 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
CQUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 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 disiissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

-"_* 

By: 

Ph+w A\VLW do\ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys far Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 1003 8 
(212) 558-5500 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 5 0 
Buffalo, NY 14202 I L E D 
(716) 853-8100 

NOV 2 3 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

~,OIJNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

1364291 3.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

VINCENT J. AULETTA 

4 -  

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, su 

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

Index No. 02-106509 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

i herein as Patterson-Kelle! 

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

By: By: 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company fl' L E c)\ 
Key Towers at Fountain Pla 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 

13642913.1 



PAUL MICHAEL BUCZEK, 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

hdex NO: 106578-02 

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 321 2, dismissing 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: Id? If/- 
J (-)/(A flT-qjm-/ 

Ncw Y ork, New York 

Matthew MacIntyre, E&. Nic . Kozin, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

700 New Broadway York, NY 10003 CRANE 599 Lexington CQ. Avenu $ \LED 
(212) 558-5500 Ney  York, NY 110022-6030 2 3 2011 

U;'S OFF\CE 
NQV 

1y GLER 
SO ORDERED, COUN @YOBK 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C, & S., INC. 

Defendant(s). 

112736/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

$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 

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

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 10 131 I /  I Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway FULTON BOILER WO 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10006 

(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



I I *  G 

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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

FIZANK ROIUTKA and EMMA ROKITKA, 

X -l-------l----_r----c_l_____l_l____r___l-------------~-"------- 

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

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ORDER 

X 1--1_"-------11-1--__--------__1----1-1-1--------------- 

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., fMa AMERICAN 

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: \\/ \/\\ F I L E D  
New York, New York & 0 , c  2 3  "Nn CLERKS mFGE 

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

NEW yoRK 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

+ (732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 

b4ov 1 0  2011 



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

AARON O'BRIEN, : NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 106581-02 

Plaint i ff( s ) , 

-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER -4.0. SMITH WA'I'ER PRODUCTS, CO., et al., 

Defendants. 
X -___rr_--_----------_____1___11________1-------_--------------"-- 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, and 

Dated: l ( / J  /I/ 
New York, New Yorlc 

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

the same are her 
'r 

zby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

1 

Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Aven~ie 
New York, NY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 



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

; 1.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitla, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT W. SCHAETZER AND DOROTHY L. 
SCHAETZER, 

I 

I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

I 

Plaintiff@), I 

-against - I 

; NO OPPOSITION 
t SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendant(s). I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 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 
Robert W. Schaetzer and Doroth 
700 Broadway 

. Schaetzer F Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 York10003 $I A f~ E D 
(212) 509-3456 I 

J I  
I 

SO ORDERED, GoDry-y~  c!. E R ~ ~  
2383-256hlW Y ~ R K ~ ~ @  

NOV 1 0  2011 
{N0109581-1) 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

ROBERT W. SCHAETZER AND DOROTHY L. I 
I 

I 

I 

I 
I 

SCHAETZER, I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

magainst- I 

; NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
; MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendant( s) . I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Matthew D. Sampar, Esq. L- 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Robert W. Schaetzer and Dorothy 1;. Schaetzer 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F I L E D  

NOV 2 3 2011 

COUNTY Ct ERKS OFFICE 

(212) 509-3456 
1 

SO ORDERED, 
324-6879MW YORK 

{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: 

ROBERT W. SCHAETZER 
Index No. 106693/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby r,,J sts sum 'ary 
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

- 

Lockheed Marth Cbrp. NOV 2 3 2011 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memo@,l&$p,ajEHK's OF 

DATED: 

Attornebs for Plaintiff 
Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Hauppauge, NY 11 NEW YORK 

n 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT W. SCHAETZER 
Index No. 106693/02 

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. 

,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Colleen M. Cronin 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

- m L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler NgV 2 3 2Q1' 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFlCE 
NEW YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 : (Hon. Sherry Klein 

NORMAN J. REINARD, 

Plaintiff( s) , lei t ler) 

-against- : Index No: 106694-02 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: /OM 1 

2 ! 2 Z % L z L m  
New York, New Yorlc 

Matthew Mklntyre, Esq? 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Plain tiff( s) Attorneys for 

599 Lexington Avenue 
(212) 558-5500 

5 3 6-3 900 

SO ORDERED, 



-* 
"-" 

HOAOLAND, LON00 
MORAN. DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
MFvVBRUWK,  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 LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

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

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

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

INDEX NO.: 02-106695 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: l\-'i-l\ New Brunswick, NJ 

lo/, ,/zo// 
SAMUEL MEIROV~TZ, ESQ. 

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

SO ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Barbara M. Willis, as Executrix for the Estate 
of Henry H. Willis, and Barbara M. Willis 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 , 



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

1___CI1-I-_---------_---l-tr---l--l-------~-------------------------"------------ X NYCAL 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, $.) 
I.A.S. Part 30 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No. 02-106695 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

ERIC E. DREIMILLER JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r r - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I I - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - " - - - - ~ ~ - - - - - - -  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

X ______________------_____________111____~--------------------------------- 

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Ne York,NY 

E-cp a, 201 1 

By: 
Samuel Goldblatt, Esq. 
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain PI 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 50 

w : y  
m c h d  r-%d/: 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 1003 8 
(212) 558-5500 

F I L E D  
4202 NOV 2 3 mt 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

0 
c o ~ l \ l ~ y  CLERKs OFFICE 

NQV 10 20111 
13642913 1 



A.O. SMITII WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et al., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defend ants . 
X ____________"lll___f_If--r----r-------------------"------"---------- 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 

n New York, NY 10022-6030 

SO ORDERED, 



HOBOLAND, LON00 

DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTGRNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NMIEFUVWlW, NJ 

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

MORAN. DUNST a 

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

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

SHIRLEY G. CHIMERA, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF RICHASRD ANTHONY CHIMERA, AND 
SHIRLEY G. CHIMERA, INDIVIDUALLY, 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 02-106708 

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. 

DATEDdkBrl( New York, New York 

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

SAMUEL MEIRO#ITZ, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaint iff (s) , 
Shirley G. Chimera, as executrix for the 
Estate of Richard Anthony Chimera, and 
Shirley G. Chimera, Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1J!QQ3 1 

NOV 2 3 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

JAMES P. CAI~IL,L,, : 1,A.S. Part 30 

Plai 11 tiff( s), 

X *---___"_rrr____--___________________I__-~~-~----"--------------- 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 106708-02 
-against- 

A.O. SMlTH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et al., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

De fend ants . 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defends? 
CRANE CQ. 
599 Lexington A 
New York, NY 1 
(212) 536-3900 

7 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT 

RALPH A. CONTE 

RELATES TO: 

and DIANE CONTE 
Index ~106708/Q2----) 

1 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 5 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 
I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff fl~&.d & I- 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

Coleman & Goggin c o c I ~ ~ ~  
888 Veterans Memorial High&$& 

CLEWS QF 
YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RALPH A. CONTE and DIANE CONTE 1 16074/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl 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, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

DATED: - ,2011 
I '  . 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for D e f e n w  2 Y by" 

Lockheed Martin Corp. RK-3 OF 

Coleman & Gog NE 
Marsh a I I, Den n e # w  fi$-@K 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
pauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

RALPH A. CONTE AND DIANE CONTE, 
I Index N(&&16074/02 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
Plaintifqs), I 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendant(sl I 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 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. 

3 

icole P. Wesselmann, Esq. 

* F I L E D  ; 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENB~RG, P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Ralph Conte and Diane Conte 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 NO\I 2'3 

COUNIy C\ERI('S 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, 

- 
2082-10803 

NOV 10 2011 
{NO 109597-1 } 



- 
@-< 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ; I.A.S.Part30 I (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

RALPH A. CONTE AND DIANE CONTE, 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- I 

: NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I I MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendant(s). I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 4 

Ralph Conte and Diane Conte  NO^ 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-25634W 

NOV 10 2011 
{NO 109598-1 } 



r, 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I 1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitla, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I I [--=-&074/02 
1 Index N 106708/02 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

RALPH A. CONTE AND DIANE CONTE, 

Plaintiff( s), I 

-against- I 

; NO OPPOSITION 
A.C. & S., INC., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendant( s). I 

1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Ralph Conte and Diane Conte 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 1212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
324-68605 

NOV 10 2011 

{N0109585-1} 



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 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 
/o/L& ,2011 

By: 

% A m  E- f i i thvncnc /  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain P1 $ I L E D  
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 5 

13651402.1 



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

WILLIAM A. KAULBACK, 

Plaint i fl'( s), 

-against- 

' NYCAL 
1 I.A.S. Part 30 : (Hon. Shcrry Klein Heitler) 

Index No: 106808 -02 

: NO-OI'POSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO.. et d., 

WHEREFORE, dcfcndant CKANE CO. hereby reqiiests summary judgment in the 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: 
New York, New Yorlc 

t 
-~ 

M ichaelTanel1 i, Esq, 
WEITZ & LIJXENBEIIG, P.C. 
Attorneys lor. Plaintiff(s) 

N i c d  Koziii, Esq. 
K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Ncw 700 Broadway York, NY 10003 CRANE 599 Lexington CO. Avenue F I L E D :  
WV 2 3 2011 (2 12) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

/%!W?L7z& 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 

150 East 42lId Street 

*_ 

I 



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

ALBERT C. DESHAIES, : NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Idon. Slicrry Klein Heitler) P h i  n t i ff( s), 

* Index NO: 106963 -02 -against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY : JUDGMENT MOTlON AND ORDER A.O. SMIT'I I WA'I'EI< PRODUCTS, CO., et al., 

De re ncl an t s . 
X -_--_-_rr-_-_-__-____Ill_llfll_________l------------------------" 

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

abavc-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' coniplaint against del'endant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 
' <  

opposition thereto, 

013DE12E1), that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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

Dated: / ( / ? / / I  
New Yorlc, New Yorli 

M i c 11x1 Fa ne 1 1 i , ~ s q ,  
WEITZ & LlJXI'NRERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for PlainM'(s) 
700 Broadway 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Av 
New York, NY I O  

p@V 2 3 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

COUT\j1-Y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YQRK 

NOV 1 0  2011 



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 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, 

By: 

Benjamin R. Dwye 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 ' 

D (212) 558-5500 (3n /@-ma, Suite 5 
uffalo, NY 14202 

1716) 853-8100 

-ieG2$ SO ORDERED, 

1364291 3 .  I 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

4 -  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN KOSTOROSKI 

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

Index No. 02- 106964 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, su-d herein as Patterson-Kelle; 

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

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

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 
/ o p g  ,2011 

By: M4d 
Z h H  E. %'&wd 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

By: 

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain P 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 5 

13651402.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_ _ - _ l _ _ _ - _ _ _ l _ _ _ l _ _ _ " - _ - " - _ - - - - - _ _ - - ~ - l _ -  X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

Index No: 1 12 123/02 

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 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no apposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney far Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New Yor 

SO ORDERED, 

4707.129~. I 



SUPREME COURT OF TME STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOAN M. BISHOP, as Administratrix for the Estate : NYCAI, 
of GEORGE; I I E N R Y  BISHOP, and JOAN 13ISHOP, : I.A.S. Part 30 
Individually. : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff'(s), : Index No.: 106965-02 

-agnins t -  

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

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

Dc fend an t s , 
X --_______l_r__ll____I_rlr_fr___r__r_____------------------------~ 

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

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

plaintiilk' complailit against deikndant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

K&L GATES LLP WEI'TZ & LUXENBERG, P , f .  
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

New York, N Y  10003 

Attorneys for Defend& 

599 Lexington Avenue 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. NOV 2 3  20'' 

(212) 558-5500 
NEW vow N ~ W  York, NY 10022 COUNN CLERKS OFFICE 

16-3900 

SO ORDERED, 

NY-922907 VI 
!JOY l o  2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOAN M. BISHOP, As Administratrix for the Estate of 
GEORGE HENRY BISHOP, and JOAN BISHOP, 
Individually 

1 1 1308102 

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. 

,2011 \\ t - DATED:"k 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehev, Warner, 



HOAQUND, LONOO 

DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORMYS AT LAW 

NORM JERSEY 
40 PATERSMU ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW B R U N W ,  NJ 

SOUTH ZRSEY 
701 WlLTSEYS MILL RD 
SUITE 2CQ 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

MORAN, WNST a 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

SHIRLEY CIRBUS, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
PATRICK J. CIRBUS, and SHIRLEY CIRBUS, 
Individually, 

against 

ACandS. INC.. et al.. 

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

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

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

defendant, 

DATED: 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Shirley Cirbus, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of Patrick J. 
Cirbus, Individually p) EleL 
700 Broadway 

SO ORDERED: 
NOV 1 0 2011 

.. . . . . .. . . ..- - - .. ... ... .. . .- . ... .- . . - - ., .. . . , , . - 

BX-TWO-14 



c 

SUPREME COURT OF - r m  S'I'A-C'E OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X - - - - - - - - - - - - -____-- - - - -~- - - - -~*~--*~-- - "~-" " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Dociiment Relates To: 

. NYCAL CAROI,YN SPA'I'H, as Executrix for the Estate of : 

: I.A.S. Part 30 JAMES 11. SPATH, and CAROLYN SPA'I'H, 
I nd i vi d 11 a 1 I y , (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No: 107000-02 Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S.,  INC., et a]., 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

above-entitled coses, piirs~iant lo Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prqjudice, and tlierc being 110 

opposition thereto, 

ORDEIIEI), that iipon notice to all co-defendants, n l l  claims and cross claims against 

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

New York, New Yorlc 

Attorncys for Plaintif'f(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO, 
Ncw Yorlc, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendari 

599 Lexington Avenue 
ew York, NY 10022-6030 

SO ORDEIIED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY W C A L  

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

t 
I ; Index No.: 1 1 1 9 0 9 1 0 & ~ ~  
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WALTER W. WILSNACK I11 AND FRANCES 
WILSNACK, I 

I 
I Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- I 

; NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I I MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendant@). I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, 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 

Robert Darish, Esq. '*-- 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 n 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Walter W. Wilsnack, In and Frances Wilsnack 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

{NO 109292- I 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I N Y C A L  

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

I Index No.: 11 1909/02, Q 10700 

I (Heitler, J.) 

WALTER W. WILSNACK I11 AND FRANCES I 

WILSNACK, I 

Plainti ff(s), I I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
I -against- I 

; NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendant(s). I 
I 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

L" 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Walter W. Wilsnack, III a d  France W' s ck 
700 Broadway 
New Yo& New York 10003 

s for Defendants 

pl"eE0 Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

'+ (2 12) 509-3456 NO\I 2 3 20" 

co"Nn CLERK'S OFFiCE 
NEW yoRK SO ORDERED, 

1235-4454 
.e 

{N0109308-l } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I N Y C A L  

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

WALTER w. WILSNACK Irr AND FRANCES I 

WILSNACK, I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 

I Index No.: 11 1909/02, 0 107001/0 

(Heitler, J.) 
I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
I 

; NO OPPOSITION 

' I MOTION AND ORDER 
A.C. & S., INC., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendant(s). I 
4 

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

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 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 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Walter W. Wilsnack, III and Fr 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

e W' sna FBLE D 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

NOV 2 3 2011 (212) 509-3456 

C O ~ ~  I y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 
1122-493 1 



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

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

Index No.: 11 1 9 0 9 1 0 2 , < & 2  
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WALTER W. WILSNACK I11 AND FRANCES 
WILSNACK, 

I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against - I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
A.C. & S., INC,, et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendant(s). I 

1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defadant, 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 

Robert Darish, Esq. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Walter W, Wilsnack, III and Frances Wilsnack 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F \ L E Q  (212) 509-3456 

' N@J 2 3  2Q1' 
F - F i ~ ~  OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-25561#y (;\ 

Gou N ~ w Y Q B s  

(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: 

LOWELL H. THOMPSON 
Index No. 107004/02 

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, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

DATED: /(/L ,2011 

?& 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

888 Veterans Memorial H - Hauppauge, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LOWELL H. THOMPSON 
Index No. 107004/02 

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 5 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, 

V Y  . ..__ I 

Attorneys for Plain tiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Colleen M. Cronin 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Gongin 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROBERT LYDECKER, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants, 

1 7004/0 
Index 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

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

opposition there t 0, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: ( 1  /2 ,2011 
New York, New York 

( - / I d  m 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

LOWELL H. THOMPSON, I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against - I 

I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendads). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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 

L I '  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F I L E D  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Lowell H. Thompson 
700 Broadway 
New York New York 10003 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NOV 2 3 2011 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-2599AQ 

{N0109252-1} 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY ,JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND+ 

Index No.:k07004/02 & 
115157/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereta, 

ORDERED, .- -_I". that upon all claims .__ and cross claims agaha 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC, be and the Same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, TNC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Skeet, I 4Ih Floor 
New York, New Yo 1 00 
(212)313-36006 1 e 

ichael Fanelli,Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
1 NYCAL 
I I.A.S. Part 30 I 

(Heitler, J.) 

< ~ 5 1 7 9 , 0 2  
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

LOWELL H. THOMPSON, I 

Plaintiff( s), I 

-against- I 

i Index No. 107004/ 
I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

; NO OPPOSITION 
I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrid 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 

C 

! 
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 

F\LEQ a 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Lowell H. Thompson 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 NQV 2 3  
(212) 558-5500 \ OFWE 

,,uW$$~;” 

324-2599AQ 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO 109265- I } 



SUPREME COURT OF TI-IE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASI3ESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

EDWARD O'DONNCLL as Personal 
Representative for the Iistatc of EDWARD H. 
0 ' DONNEL L, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 107005 -02 Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WH EREFOKE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

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

opposition the re to, 

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 Yorlc 

D q t 
Attorneys for P 1 ai n t i ff'( s) NO\J 2 3 2011 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue G o u ~ ~ y  CLERKS OFFICE 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030 NEW YORK 

Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 

Ej6V 1 0 201w 



CLB55403/legal/uosjn1 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No: G22 
117983/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WJBREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-EROOKS, WC, hereby request sumnary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Barry M c T i e m  & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14* Flo r 
New York, N e F #  1b6E D 
12121 313-3600 



SUF’RI3ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES FRETTQ, 
Plaintifls), 

- against - 
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHF,XZEFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAJN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: h. 7 ,2011 
New York, New York 

i 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 WeiI-McLain 
{ZXZ) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 



HOAQLAND, LON00 
MORAN, DW$r B 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATrORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATRZSON SI 
PO BOX 480 
NWVBRUNSVWCK, NJ 

SOUTH dRSEY 
701 WTSEVS 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: 

CAROL RUFFUS AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF ARNOLD BENEDETTO JR., AND 
EDNA MAE BENEDETTO, INDIVIDUALLY 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 02-107007 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: \ \\4 L\ 
New Brunswick, NJ 

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

SO ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Carol Ruffus, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of Arnold Benedetto JR., and Edna Mae 
Benedetto, Individually 
700 Broadway 

NOY 2 3  2611 Hon. Sherry Kleix Heizer 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HARVEY FIALA AND ROBOIN FIALA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 

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

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) rn 
Index No. <107002LQ-2fi 15354/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

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

,2011 

sez@f* 
rn.&uel s m \ { ,  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Harvey Fiala and Robin Fi a 

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

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

700 WEITZ Broadway & LUXENBERG, P. # l L E D  4 

New York, New York 10003 HOV 2 3 2011 1 
> ,  . ,  

COIJN TY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

v 102011 
3244735 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No~l07007/0&354/02 

HARVEY FIALA AND ROBIN FIALA, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

,2011 

F I L E D  
NOV 2 3  2011 

- 
carol Tempesta, Esq. W&, sPwvc\l: C O U N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs NEW YORK 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Harvey Fiala and Robin Fiala 
WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 n / (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

NQV 1 0  2011 
2511 -683 



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

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HARVEY FIALA AND ROBIN FIALA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

(Heitler, J.) 
//IF-> 

Index N o ~ l 0 7 0 0 ~ / ~ 5 3 5 4 / 0 2  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

4, 
4 

,2011 

\ 

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

Harvey Fiala and Robin Fiala 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

\ I  

SO ORDERED, OV 1 0  2011 

2383-25533 



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

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

{:a1 5 3 54/02 j Index No. 1070 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HARVEY FIALA AND ROBIN FIALA, 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. [ 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2011 

bQ - :r A. F s hetto, Esq. f i t  F h ' t  : 
Attorney for Plaintiffs G@ yc 

Nttorney Treadwell .,#end C oration ant Harvey Fiala and Robin F@ yo'' +q.@ 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
(21 21 SO9-14S6 

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

SO ORDERED, 
QV 10 2011 

1235-481 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HARVEY FIALA AND ROBIN FIALA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.:&;&’15354/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, ew York 
,2011 

h 

v -  w \  

fl , A d  F w d  1. 

+ 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Harvey Fiala and Robin Fiala 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-5960 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 115354/02 

HARVEY FIALA, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: ,2011 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. S E G A ~  MCCAMBR~DGE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

. ".. 
SO ORDERED, 

NOV 1 0  2011 



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 

=7zJ& 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

z/ - -  

4707292~.  I 

CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs, 

Dated: New York, NY 

By: 

Benjamin R. Dwyer pq. 
NIXON FEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaz 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 I 

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

uffalo, . . . NY . . 14202 . . W Y " '  2 'I0 '9 2011 



J 

HOAQLAFID, LON00  
MORAN. WNST 8 
OOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSMJ ST 
PO BOX 480 
W B R U N W C K ,  NJ 

SOUTH ERSEV 
701 IMLTSEY'S Mll l  RD 
W T E  202 
HAMMONTON, Irw 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ ~ ~~ 

This Document Relates to: 

RANDALL A. KACER AND JOYCE C. KACER 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 02-107102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New York, New York 
l o / a  1 1 1  

EITZ &LUXEN 
3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
Cohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street I PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Randall A. Kacer and Joyce C. Kacer 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 

A 



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

Index No.: 107 167/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RICHARD GEARY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et a]., 

Defendants . 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: 1113 ,2011 
New York, New York 

Michael P. Fanelli, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sh 

\ 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MMONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 



HOAGLAND, LONOO 
MORAN, DUNST & 

ATTORWYS AT LAW 

N M T H  JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
N€WBRL*SWCK, hlJ 

SOUTH JfRSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MLL RD 
SUITE 202 
HANIMONTON, W 

OOUKAS, LLP 

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

. .  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

PATRICIA GEARY, as Executrix for the Estate of 
RICHARD K. GEARY, and PATRICIA GEARY, 
Individually, 

against 

ACandS. INC.. et al.. 

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

INDEX NO.: 02-1 071 67 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

3bove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

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

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

IATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
Wh- ay, 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
\ttorneys for Defendant, 
lohler Co. 
-0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXEMBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Patricia Geary, as Executrix for the Estate of 
Richard K. Geary, and Patricia Geary, 
Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, 

;O ORDERED: 
Honorable 

NY 10003 I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
cowry OF NEW YORK 

CYNTHIA SCHULTFIEIS, and LYNDA O'BRIEN, 
as Co-Administratrices for the Estate of MATTHEW 
J. DEGAETANO, and CYNTHIA SCHULTHEIS, 
and LYNDA O'BRIEN, as Co-Executrices for the 
Estate of JEANNE DEGAETANO, 

1' 1 ai n t i ff( s) , 

-against- 

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

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

: Index No.: 107 183-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: I /  /$ / / I  
New York, New Yorlc 

K&L GATES LLP t 

Attorneys fbr Defentlant Attorneys for Plain tiff( s) NOV 2 3 2011 
700 Broadway CRANE CO, 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE, 
(212) 558-5500 10022 NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

NY-922981 VI N W  1 0  2011 



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

New York, New Yorlc 

MILTON EARL CI-IERRY, 

Plaint i fr'( s), 

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

-against- : Index No.: 10722 1-02 

A.C. & S.,  INC., el nl., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Defeiidants. : ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition hereto, 

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



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the s&e are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

By: By: 

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 Fountain Plaza, Suit 0 
Buffalo, NY 14202 P (212) 558-5500 

I (716) 853-8100 NOV 2 3  201' 
SO ORDERED, c*uN\ITy CLERK'S OFFICE 

F\IEW YORK 

13651402.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOAN M. FAGAN, as Executrix for JOHN M. : NYCAL 
FAGAN, and JOAN M. FAGAN, Individually, : I.A.S. Part 30 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 107403-02 
Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

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

Defendants. 

X ---------lI-----_--_____111______11_____------------------------- 

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

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

plaintiffs' 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, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
/ New York. NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.:'- 

1141 19/02 

JOHN FAGAN, 

Plainti ff(s), 
NO OPPOSITION 

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 32 12, dismissing 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: 1 11% ,2011 
New York, New York 

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

c n 

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

New York. NY 10022 
0 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Andrew S. Neer 

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

Index No: 114296102 

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. I 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. N Y  10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
I50 East 42"d Street 



x;cERW457564e~flVA UGUST2011 

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

X 
ROSE DEAN, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
r--r----------------------------------""-"-.--".""--..",-~-~."--- 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
Plaintiff(s), ORDER 

- against - Index No.: 107761/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOLER 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. 

S u z h  Halbardier, Esq. 
Attorney for Pliintiffs ~ttdm& for FULTONBOILER WORKS 
Weitz & Luxenberg 1 0 \ 2%\ I I 
700 Broadway 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 



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

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

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, 

By: 

f l t  LhN I Fhrue\C 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelle y Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 

tain Plaza, Su' 5 0 
-NY 14202 \ (212) 558-5500 

3-8 100 

Ffl@ 
SO ORDERED, CLERKS O 

cpv~b~;,; J\1 YOBK Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

1365 1402.1 



._ 

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

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

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

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 108136/02 
Joseph Intrabartolo and Mary 
Intrabartolo, 

I 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMRRY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

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. 

FT'bED ; 1 Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and withou 

CE 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
Joseph In t rabar to lo  and M a r y  M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 
In t r a b a  rtol o 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

So Ordered: 1 Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

Inc, 

(718) 855-9000 
NO.: 10924-6513 

* (Ill / u & * c f & ~ ~ Q  

h t ~ / +  i O2011 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Josephine Perreca 
for Onorato Brrnci (deceased) 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 108323/02 

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 32 12, 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 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
110 William Street, 26th Floor 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorney for Defendant 
335 Madison Avenue, 12th 
New York, New York 100 

i J -  
r 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 10 2011 
2 1OO83.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X l_-_____l_-__________lll________________- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Robert E. Houlihan 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 3.) 

Index No: 108356102 

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 

,t\/3!l\ 

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

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

zE2E7z& 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, N Y  10003 

5335.0 gil L E D 
NQV 2 3 2o11 

COUNn CLERK'S OFWE- 
NEW 'fORK 

SO ORDERED, 

4706507~. I 



. -  

SUPREME COURT OF ' W E  STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

DONALD MCEVOY and MARILYN MCEVOY, : NYCAL 

X --_____lll______l__f1---------------------l-~--------------------~ 

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

"against- : Index No.: 108877-02 

A.G. 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 321 2, dismissing 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant CRAVE CQ. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without casts. 

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

SO ORDERED, 

Ni iokEl .  Kozin, Esq. . 
K&LGATESLLP 
Attorneys for Defendant F 1 L E D 1 

N()V 2 3  2 m  CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintifrs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs, 

BY 

b L h  A 1 y y h d Q  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABOD'rLLP 
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 

Buffalo, NY 14202 

D k \ L E  
NO\I 2 3  IQ1' (716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 

13646404.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THOMAS WIMMER 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: l$Qk,TL ,, 
7 2011 

By: 
By:: Samuel G 

BenjamiiR. Dfk Esq. 
NIXON PEAB DY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 

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

SO ORDERED, 

13646404.1 



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

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

. *  
Dated: New York, New York 

= r z  f i e ,  
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq. 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"' Street 

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

SO ORDERED, 

47072 I4v. 1 



*- ._ ' r  

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: 109339-02 

JOSEPH DEMARCO(deceased), 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

AX. and S., INC., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN 

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

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

T U N E  US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same 

prejudice and without costs. <grjN;Jk 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 10  2011 



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

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

i Index No.: 109339/02 
! 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH DEMARCO and FLORENCE DEMARCO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

; NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/ V I 3 1  ,2011 

1 

\ 

Tishman Liquidating C o p  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway NQ\j 2 3 
New York, New York 10004 

Joseph DeMarco and Florence 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 

New York, New York 10003 
"1011 

! l , K ~  OFF~CE -\'{ c;\ I -  awN N \ - ~ ~  WR\( 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25625 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

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

i Index No.: 109339/02 
! 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH DEMARCO and FLORENCE DEMARCO, 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/ G I 3  I ,2011 

w- 
5blz€, ~ i C L , C ~ D P  1 

c.-b-&&)h-+ !i--J> 
Carol Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs p-1 L E D 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 NEW YORK 

Joseph DeMarco and Florence DeMarco 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 0 0 O ~ ; o u ~  ry CLERK'S OFHCX 

N()V 2 3 2011 

Hon. Sherry 
NOV 102011 

2571-1244 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH DEMARCO and FLORENCE DEMARCO, 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Index No.: 109339/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- l V l U 1 l U l V  A l Y U  UWLJx 

De fendant s . 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 
- .  . -  - . _ _  . 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard lndustnal 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 
IC 3 )  ,2011 

Srh E .  ~ , \ c  A m8-J- 6%. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Joseph DeMarco and Florence DeMarco 

Attorney for De fendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New 700 Broadway York, New York 10 F I L E D ! !  3 
/-I?\ < K O  Z E A A  4 ;  

NOV 2 3 2011 (212) 509-3456 [L IL )  J J O - J J V V  . 
SO ORDERED, 

324-7031 
NOV 1 0  2011 



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, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No. : 1 093 3 9/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
l 0 / 3 l  ,2011 

S 
6. p 1 b L - d '  G.T. 

- 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Joseph DeMarco and Florence DeMarco 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New 700 Broadway York, New York 1000 F I L E D  

NOY 2 3 2011 (212) 509-3456 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, E W I P W K  

1122-23925 



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, 

-against- 

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

De fendant s . 

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

Index No.: 109339/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
PI 3 1 ,2011 

=jLb.. LY 6. f?ichm--o( 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Joseph DeMarco and Florence DeMarco 
WEKZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 F I L E D  (212) 509-3456 

hlfl'l 2 3 2011 

I 't' !:I_I.fiK'S OFF@ 
SO ORDERED, 

NL L'J YOHK 

NOV 1 0  2011 1235-23580 



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

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

i Index No.: 109339/02 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH DEMARCO and FLORENCE DEMARCO, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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 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 
PI ’31 ,2011 

[ /Attorney fc 
k/ Kentile Floors, Inc. 

M C G ~ E Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintif fs 
Joseph DeMarco and Florence DeMarco 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

F I L E D  

2082-11202 



HMQLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
MWBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 

SUlTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

701 WILTSEY'S MLL RD 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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 

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

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

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

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

DATED: ll-%l\ New York, New York 

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

P 

NOV 2 3  2011 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaint iff (s) , 
Joan Jarvis, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of Gerald G. Jarvis, and Joan Jarvis, 
Individually 

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

BX- FRUIT-2 7 N O V  1 0  2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK C I T Y  : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

This document relates to: 

HENRY T. McLOUGHLIN, 

Plaintiff, 

(Honorable Sherry K,zin Heitler) 

Index No. : 

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

vs . 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U D a N T  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, w i t h  

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and witho 

DATED: I,/.. / I (  

East Han 

I gq 
& FLINN 

United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

st Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

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

SO ORDERED, 



536.12757/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Honorable Sherry Klein  Hei 
This document relates to: 

LEONARD DARMSTEDTER, Deceased, : 
: Index No.: 109641/02 

ler) 

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

1 

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 cofz..I b, E I 
NOV 2 3 231111 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 35G 

East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

lein Heitler 
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: 

JANE C. HOURIHAN, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of MAURICE J. HOURIHAN 

Index No. 109642/02 

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 5 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. 

, 2011 \\ ( L 
h 

DATED: 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

I’( @-R\<S 
Annh M. 

yoR 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

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: 

JANE C. HOURIHAN, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of MAURICE J. HOURIHAN 

Index No. 109642/02 

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: &:< 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall. Dennehev. Warner, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME: CO'IJRT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COIJN'I'Y OF NEW YORIC 

' NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry IClein I-leitler) 

: Index No: 110268 -02 

ALLEN CHISLEY and BARBARA J. CHISLEY, : Part 3o 

P1 ai n t i ff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et d., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WlJIWT?FOIIE, dcfcndant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

OIWEIIED, 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. 

o-f---  
WEIT%, & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys f'or Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 

K&L GATES LLP 
Altorneys for Ilefendnnt 

599 Lexington Avenue 
(212) 558-5500 York, NY 

536-3900 $6 

SO ORDEIII+:D, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LI'I'IGATION 

MARY ANNE REGAN tis Administratrix for the : x , x T T (  A ,  
1u 1 LNL Estate of MICHAEL REGAN and MARY ANNE : Part 3o 

IC EG A N , I 11 d i vi dual 1 y , (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

111dex NO: 110269 -02 P 1 ai n t i ff( s), 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY -against- 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

OIIDERED, thn t  upon notice to all co-defcndants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CIIA/NE CO. be, and the s m e  are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: / 1 

Danny Krall, Esq. 
WEITZ Sr LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for P 1 i-l inti ff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 

N&&Ivl. Koiin, Esq. I 
Attorneys for Defendapt 
CRANE CO. 

K&L GATES LLP 1 

599 Lexington Avenue r 

New York, NY 10022-6030 LY 

(2 12) 536-3900 
+ -  

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 1 0  2011 



* NYCAL 
IIOBF,R'I' W. CI,AVIN and RORER'I'A CLAVIN, : Pa,q 3o 

: (Hon. Sherry E P1 ai n ti I'f( s), 
:in :Mer) 

-against- 

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

' Index No: 1 1 O269 -02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, dcfcndant CRANE CO. hereby requests suininary judgnient in the 

above-entitled cases. pursuant to Civil Practice Law atid Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defetidaiit 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 CC). be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

6an&I<raft, WEITZ & LUXENBEIIG, Esq . P.C. %/ K&L GATES LLP 
At t o rnc y s fo r P lain t i ff( s) At t o rile y s for De fend ant 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New Yorli. NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 
(212) 558-5500 ork, NY 10022- 

! ro\ c E 0 
36-3900 

N@ 2 3  2Q" 
SO ORDERED, 

-p$S 0 
Y @N-i 



SUPIWMT: C'OTJRT OF THE STATE OF' NEW YORK 
COUN'I'Y 01: NEW YORK 

SANDRA I<I,UGER, as Executrix for the Estate of : NYCAL 
ALEXANDIXR W. KF"l'*l'II',, and ELTZABETH 
RE'I"I'1 E, I ncl i v i dua I I y , : I.A.S. Part 30 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 110270 -02 1' I ai titi ff( s), 

-against- 

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

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WIIEKEFORE, dcfcndant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgnient in the 

above-entitled cases, piirsiiant to Civil I'ractice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint agaiiist defcndaiit CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

vpposi tion thereto, 

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

defendant C'IIANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Danny Kraft, ksq. 
WEI'I'Z RC I,UXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys Ibr Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  
(212) 558-5500 

I 0003 

Attorneys for Defen 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 1002 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALEXANDER W. RETTIE AND ELIZABETH 
RETTIE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index N o . f l E ‘  z 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
li)L ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco 1nc. 
MCGIVNEY & KI,UGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Alexander W. Rettie and Elizabeth Rettie 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, F\L-  4 4 $ 

(N0042173-1) 



536.12742/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Honorab 
This document relates to: 

3 0  
e Sherry :lein 

: Index No.: 110717/02 
JOSEPH S. COLLESANO, Deceased, : 

Plaintiff, 

iitler) 

: (August 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

vs . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without co 

yQiJ 2 3 26*11 

WELTZ & 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 35@ 
P . O .  Box 4 3 8  

sey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
CQUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs. 

BY 

pjLkw AIVAWL 
WEITZ & IJJXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 5 0 
Buffalo, NY 14202 OF I L E D 

NOV 2 3 2011 
(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 
COIJNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

13642913.1 



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs. 

By: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 1003 8 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

V 

Benjamin R. Dwye; Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain P 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 5 
Buffalo, NY 14202 
(716) 853-8100 

13651402. I 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE HENRY BISHOP, and JOAN BISHOP, 
Individually 

JOAN M. BISHOP, As Administratrix for the Estate of 
Index No*- 

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 Q 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. 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COLJNTY O F  NEW YOKK 

JOAN M. BISf-IOP, as Administratrix for the Estate : NYCAL 
of GEORGE 1 IENRY BISHOP, and JOAN BISHOP, : I.A.S. Part 30 
I ndi vi dua I 1  y , ; (1-Ion. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff( SI, : lndex No.: 11 1308-02 

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

A.C. 0% S., INC., el al., : ORDER 

Defend ants . 
X "__________rl-________r______ll_lt______~--------"""-------*----- 

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

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

plaintiffs' coniplaint against defeiidant CIiRNE CO. with prejudice, and there being 110 

oppositioii thereto, 

ORDEIZED, 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//?/,, 

/r/7 j p A ! . L  11\4$ - New York, Ncw York 

Nicole M. Kozin, Esq. 
K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys far Defenda 

599 Lexington AvenLe 

&I, 
Samuel Meirowitz, &q. ' 
WEI'I'Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
At to me y s for PI ai n t i ff( s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, N Y  10003 

F I L E D  i 
NOV 2 3 20'' 

New York, NY 10022 (212) 558-5500 
12) 536-3900 COu~-('( CLERKS OFF"' 

NEW W R K  
SO ORIIEIIED, 

- 2 -  



5 3 6 . 1 2 2 8 5 / A J M  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Honorable Sherry K1 
This document relates to: 

in H 

GEORGE HENRY BISHOP, Deceased, : Index No.: 111308/02 

it1 

Plaintiff, 

vs , 

: (August 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

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 an.d 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

DATED: mt., ) I  /q } / I  

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

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

er, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



HOAOL.&W, LONOO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH ERSEY 
40 PATERSON St 
PO BOX 480 
N€VVBRUNWMCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SINE 202 
HAMMONTON, W 

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

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

SHIRLEY CIRBUS, as Administratrixfor the Estate of 
PATRICK J, CIRBUS, and SHIRLEY Cirbus, 
Individually, 

against 

ACandS. INC.. et al.. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 11 1316-02 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, 

DATED: 

and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST ti DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

SAMUEL MEIROWITGSQ. ' I  
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@), 
Shirley Cirbus, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of Patrick J. Cirbus, and Shirley 
Cirbus, Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E 1  



. .  

.. . 

CLB 55 5 5  1 /legal/nosjm 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
____"______1"-_____1_r---------1------_I-------"------"---------- X 
VIRGINIA M NEUBERT, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of KARL E. NEUBERT, and VIRGINA M. 
NEUBERT, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

100679/07, 

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, 

ORDEmD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, Ne ppkoE D 

/ I / Z / z . q ,  
Samuel Meirowitz,'Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

' 

NOV 2 3  2 M  
SO ORDERED, COUNN CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YQRK 

wv 10 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WALTER W. WILSNACK I11 AND FRANCES 
WILSNACK, 

; 1.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I 

I 

I 
I 
I 

I 

I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- 

A,C, & S., INC., et al., 
i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendant( s) . I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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 

&b22 NOV 1 O 2 0 w  
Robert Darish, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Walter W. Wilsnack, 111 and Frances Wilsnack 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F \ L E Q  I (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

' NQV 2 3 2"' 
2383-25561.$~Jf~ c L L ~ ~ K ~  OFFICE 

COu N~wYQfiK 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO 10930 I -I  } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LAX Part 30 
(Heitla, J.) 

I Index No.. 0 11 19091 107001/02 
I 

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

WALTER W. WILSNACK 111 AND FRANCES 
WILSNACK, 

Plaintiffis), I 

-against- I 

; NO OPPOSITION 

I I MOTION AND ORDER 
A.C. & S., INC., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendant( s) . I 
J 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereb, 

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 

Robert Darish, Esq, xx4 c- 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York. New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Walter W. Wilsnack, I11 and Frances Wilsnack 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

: E  

.' 
L NOV 2 3 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

{NO 109292-11 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORR 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LAS, Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 
I 

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I 

I 
I 
I 

WALTER W. WILSNACK I11 AND FRANCES 
WILSNACK, 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I I MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendant( s). I 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agdnst 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
A 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attomevs for Plaintiff 
Walter W. Wilsnack, III and 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

TiEy & KLUGER, P.C. 
A t eys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Y 

NOV 2 3  20" (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
1235454 

{NO 1 09308- 1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
LN RE?: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

; NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.. F3 1 11909/0 07001/02 

I I 

I 

I WALTER W. WILSNACK I11 AND FRANCES 
WILSNACK, I 

I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- I 

; NO OPPOSITION 

I I MOTION AND ORDER 
A.C. & S., INC., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I Defmdant(s). J 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Walter W. Wilsnack, ID and F 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

NOV 2 3 2011 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, COIJN 1 y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

11224931 

{NO 109298-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RONALD J. DEON 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 
,--- - -  -7 

Index NCO2- 1 1 1 9 9 d  
02- 106963 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 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 rk, NY 
1) / B  p ,2011 

BY * By: 
** Samue oldblatt, Es . 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 1003 8 

13642913.1 NQY 1 0  20111 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X -_"___-_ l " - l l ___ -_ - -___________ l______ l_"  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index N e * 1 1 1994/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ - - " _ _ - - _ - - - _ 1 - - - - - - _ _ l l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r 1 _ _ _ _ _ "  

This Document Relates To: 
106963/02 

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 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

252&c7z& 
Frank M, Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

so ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A,W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42'ld Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335. 

- 2  

I OFFICE 
&RK 

cou N e  $+J .COB* 

4706438~.  I 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ l l _ _ _ r _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l -  X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1,A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ l _ _ _ e _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: 
113616/04 
106964/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Alfred E. Smith 

_ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ r _ _  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, 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

* 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 

A.W. CHESTERTON 
150 East 42nd Street 

New York, NY 10003 

0.05335.00 1 

SO ORDERED, 

1 0  2011 

4 7 0 7 4 2 9 ~  I 



SO ORDERED, NOV 2 3 2811 

COUNTY CLERKS Oi-FiCE 
NOV Io 2011 NEW YObK 

L 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

R 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
__ 

This Document Relates To: 

FRANK ROKITKA and EMMA ROKITKA, 106578-02 

Plaintiff(s), 

"against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 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 plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., flWa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., fk/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: \\\ .\\\ 
Newxork, New York 

~ Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz a Luxenberg \ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable- K. kleitler 



Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC. NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FULTQN 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 WORICS, be and the same are hereby dismissed With 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 10 131 1, I Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway FULTON BOILER WO 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 A . 1  

2 Rector Street, 14* 
New York, New York 10006 

SO ORDERED, - - ,/3 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RICHARD GEARY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No. 02-1 12800 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 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. 

By: By: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 1003 8 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 
Buffalo, NY 14202 
(716) 853-8100 

s OFF\cE 
@r\lr( CLERK 
1 p.p2ihl y m K  

13651402.1 
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SUPREME COIJR'T OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNI'Y OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

MILTON EARL CPIERRY, : NYCAI, 

_1__-______L_"____lf1----"------""-----""----"-----~----~--------- X 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
Plaintiff( s), : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

-against- : IndexNo,: 113141-02 

A.C. & S., INC., et al.. : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Defendants. : ORDER 

r 1 _ _ _ " f _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ - _ l _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ ~ ~ - - - " ~ ~ - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ - - ~ ~ ~ ~ 1 - -  X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Datcd: - l&m+v- 4- New ork, New York 

Ni o e M. Kozin, Esq. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Aven 

/!/z/z.// 
~ a m u e ~  Meirowitz, E~L] .  
w m z  HJXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York ,NY 10003 F I L E D  
(212) 558-5500 

IJCIIV 2 3 2011 
C W T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

NY-922Y72 V I  



I/ COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

MILTON EARL CHERRY, 

Plaintiff, 

VS . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 113141/02 

(August 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

II I 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to w 
Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with Y 1 prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. I 
crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and t 

Same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

C 

FRANK M. ORTIZ, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 35 

SO ORDERED, 



536.12422/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NY CAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein H it1 
This document relates to: 

MERLE G. BURGIN, Deceased, 
: Index No.: 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

: (August 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: ZIND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

Fbl r crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporatio 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cps s. 
NOV 2 3 IM 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GMHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintif & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 4 3 8 ,  

New Jersey 07936 

SO OWERED,  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y0R.K 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i (Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No.: 119783/02, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROLE BALDUCCI, as Executrix for the 
Estate of ROGER J. BALDUCCI, and CAROLE ! 
BAJ..,DUCCI, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

Plaintiffs, : MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S .  NC., et al. I 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

e> Roger J. Balducci and Carole Bald 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER. P.C. 

SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 N8V 2 3 2011 

\ - - - I  - - -  - - -  - (212) 558-5500 (21 21 509-3456 
coupjpy CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, 

r 1 0 2011 
1235-7693 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROLE BALDUCCI, as Executrix for the 
Estate of ROGER J. BALDUCCI, and CAROLE 
BALDUCCI, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S. NC., et ul. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 11 9783/O 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

W R E F O R E ,  defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 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, ail 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 

E* prck-d - --w 
-*In h 

it a 

ney for Plaintiffs 
Roger J. Balducci and Carole 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

,,ntile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 212) 558-5500 

2082-1121 I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No.: 1 19783/02, 

(Heitler, J.) 

CAROLE BALDUCCI, as Executrix for the 
Estate of ROGER J. BALDUCCI, and CAROLE 'I 
BALDUCCI, Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., et ai. 
! 

Defendants. 1 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Cop., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/"I'"p ,2011 

2383-257003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

! IndexNo.: 119783/ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROLE BALDUCCI, as Executrix for the 
Estate of ROGER J. BALDUCCI, and CAROLE 1 
BALDUCCI, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMlENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S. ZNC., et al. 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action; and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/0/2# ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 C0ur" Y0RK 

Roger J. Balducci and Carole Balduc$ov 2 3 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway OF'# 

., CLERKS 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

NOV IO 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

2571-1253 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COWTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROLE BALDUCCI, as Executrix for the 
Estate of ROGER J. BALDUCCI, and CAROLE 
BALDUCCI, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S, INC., et ul. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 119783/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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 coldefendants, 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 
/ o j z g  ,2011 

Safeguard Industrid Equipment Company 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Roger J. Balducci and Carole Balducci 

700 Broadway F l  MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

NQIJ 2 3 2c'il , New York 10903 
(212) 509-3456 ' 

s QFF\CE 
;.i \ y C\.EW 

COG 14EJ\E ysRK 
SO ORDERED, 

324-7079B 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 119783/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

I 

! 

~ 

! 
j 
I 
I 
! 

/ 

I 
j 

j 

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. I 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all cldms 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 
10pr ,2011 

Courter & company, Tnc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P C  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

D 

. I  

SO ORDERED, NOV I O  2011 

1122-0019 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 
/+y ,2011 

By: 1 By: 

rTL 6- i6lA-J 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Cornpan 
Key Towers at Fountain +\LE 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 00 

2 3  tu'' 

C0UNON@J YOBK 

(212) 558-5500 
"Buffalo, NY 14202 

s OF@ 
GLEBK 

(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 

i i G V  -; 2Obil 
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 3 0  

(Honorable Sh 
This document relates to: 

PATRICK J. CIRBUS, Deceased, : Index No.: 

rry Klein Heitler) 

113316/02 

vs . 
Plaintiff, 

: (August 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
e t  al, , : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMF,NT MOTION 
Defendants. : AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, a l l  claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and t he  

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c C 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
.O. Box 4 3 8  

Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 

0 11 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SUSAN P. MATICE, as Administratrix for the : NYCAL 
Estate of WILLIAM A. MATICE, and SUSAN P. 
MATICE, Individually, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff( s), : Index No. 113480-02 

-against- 

A.C. & S.,  INC., et al., 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
r----________l____r_______________l___l_------------------------ X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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. 

F I L E D  Alford Kneis, Esq. 

NOV 2 3 2011 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
NTY CLERKS 0 F F l ~ f  New Y a k ,  NY 1 0 0 2 2 - 6 w  

NEW YORK 36-3900 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

By: -- Benjamin Sam e Goldblatt, R. Dwyer E sq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 

Buffalo, NY 14202 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suit (212) 558-5500 

I (716) 853-8100 NOV 2 3  20" 
SO ORDERED, cour\rru CLERKS OFF'" 

NEW YORK 

1365 1402.1 



KMQLAND, LON00 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DWKAS, LLP 
ATrORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATWSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
W B R U N W C K ,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
sum 202 
HAMMONTON, Fw 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ANGEL0 JOHN MARTINEZ 

against 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-1 13566 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 

h 

NENDY R. KAG MATTHEW MACINTY RE&SQ. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Morneys for Defendant, 
Cohler Co. 700 Broadway 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

io ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Angelo John Martinez 

New York, NY 1000 



HWLAND,  LONOO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NMIBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEYS MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMOFITON. NJ 

UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

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., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-1 13566 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

zomplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: I[# New Brunswick, NJ F I L E  
n 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUX~NBERG, 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 

lllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllIlll BX- COMB - 4 



& d , J b  ' 

HOAOLAND, LON00 
MORAN,DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTOWYS AT LAW 

NORTH XRSEY 
40 PRTERSON ST 

MWBRUNSWKK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 2M 
WAMMONTON, NJ 

PO wx 480 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

DONALD BROWN, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of SIDNEY L. BROWN and JUDITH 
BROWN, Individually, 

against 

ACandS. INC.. et ai.. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-1 13731 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED:/(-8*1( New Brunswick, NJ 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Donald Brown, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of Sidney L. Brown and Judith 
Brown, Individually 
700 Broadway 

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: 

AARON O'BRIEN, : I.A.S. Part 30 

P 1 aint i ff( s) , 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 1 13939-02 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et al., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X ______L___rl_---___l__l_________l___lr__----"-----------"-------- 

WI-IEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and R&s Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
:: 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 1 I?- !lAv 

New York, New ork 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 

, New York, NY 10022-4030 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
______ l______ l l______ I______c____ I_______  x 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 114013/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

" _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  X 
This Document Relates To: 

.. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Dated: New York, New York 

G c b ,  $ 
WEITZ & LUXENB 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New$;Clt 7E D 
Our File No. 0 

j 4725924v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ELMER ALBERICO 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated. New York, NY n ()-y ,2011 

By: 
Samuel Goldb'latt, $6 
Benjamin R. Dwyl'Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP \w WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 1003 8 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Sui F"0 LE D " lo, NY 14202 

NOV 2 3 201' 
853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 

13642913.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

(2 12) 558-5500 

13642913.1 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN FAGAN, 

Plaintiffis), 

- against - 

WEE-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants . 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEE-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

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. 

J e q E r  L. m a n e  
SEGAL McCAMBlUDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, L T K O ~ ~  ' I- 

700 Broadwav Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, N? 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
212) 651-7500 



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. a 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, N Y  10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42”d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

5,0000 1 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ - - - - - _ _ _ _ 1 c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

John J. Monaghan 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

x 1 3 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

New Our File Yo $ZE 0 
2 3  2 N  

BKs OFF\CE 
@bq;$yoHK 

NQV .lo2011 

4726106v.l 



A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et al., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
______l__"""rrl__________l__f__rrr______----~-----""---------"--- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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: Il Id,, 

m / z e J A  
New York, New York 

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq. / 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022$030 

F I L E D  A 

NOV 2 3 201' 
(21 2) 536-3900 

couNTy CLERKS OFF''' 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 



Donald L. Sterner 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-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: \ \  1%) \ \  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

so ORDERED, 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New 

--F-ikNo.: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORIC. 

EDWARD MCINERNEY, JR., 

Plaintiff( s) , 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 

(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 114873-02 -against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et al., 

Def'endants. 
X ____r-_-____ll______-------"----------------"------------~------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: / (,k 
New York, New Yorlc 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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., 

HOAOLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DWST 8 
WUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS A7 LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
WBRUNSWICK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 VUILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUTE M2 
HAMMOEITON, NJ 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-1 14961 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Go., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
l O - I 3 - 1 /  

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST 81 DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

/m!L7ALhk- 
MATTHEW T. MACTINTY~,  ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@), 
Candy L. Hull, as Administratrix for the EstatE 
of Franklin D. Hull, and Candy Carey H 
Individually 
700 Broadway 

BX-FRUIT-25 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I I NYCAL ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S.Part30 

I (Heitler, J.) 

I I IndexNo.: 106693/ 

I I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT W. SCHAETZER AND DOROTHY L. 
SCHAETZER, 

-against- 

A.C. & S., NC., et al., 

I 
I Plainti ff(s), I 

I 

1 NO OPPOSITION 

I I MOTION AND ORDER 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I Defendant( s) , I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Matthew D. Sarnpar, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Robert W. Schaetzer and Dorothy L. Schaetzer 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 I L E D ,  

NOV 2 3 2011 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, COUN1-Y CLERK'S OFFICE 

324-6879Mw YoW 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I N Y C A L  

I.A.S, Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT W. SCHAETZER AND DOROTHY L. 
SCHAETZER, 

I 

Index No.: 10669310 
I 

I I 
I 
I 

I 
Plaintiff(s), I 

I 
-against- I 

; NO OPPOSITION 

I I MOTION AND ORDER 
A.C. & S., INC., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendant(s). I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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 

(, r 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Robert W. Schaetzer and Dorot 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
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 

Index No.: 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 107004/02 

ROBERT LYDECKER, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: up ,2011 
New York, New York 

NOV 2 3 2011 
'I 
1 

ouNTy CLEWS OFFICE 
NEW YoRK F T .  fl44 f&J* 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 
, (212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 



-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, XNC. 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, 

without costs. 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Barry McTieman & Moore 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Skeet, 14 

1- * \ *  1 

th Floor 
New Y orK, New fo  
(212) 313-36OOc 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

LOWELL H. THOMPSON, 

1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: Index No.: 1070041 115179102 0 I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against - I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

t MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing 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 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 ERgs OF'@ 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Lowell H. Thompson 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 N(yJ 2 3  IQ" 

GOU \4>1-$.. YQR'rc 

3242599AQ 

NOV 1 0 2011 
IN0109265-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 107004/0 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

LOWELL H. THOMPSON, I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

P 1 ahtiff( s) , 

-against- 

A.C. & $., INC., et al., 

I 
I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
' SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendads). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs Complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defmdants, all claims and cross claims against 

defmdant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

1 

>.. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 G O U N ~ ~  CLERKS OFFICE 

Tishman Liquidating Corporation Lowell H. Thompson NOV 2 3 2091 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-2599AQ 

{N0109252-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

- 

L 1 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza NO'{ 2 2 '"' 

€ D 
By: rWA 

Benjamin R. DwyeAsq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, F 

By: 
Y 

pL  b d  <4..lc I I,' 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 1003 8 
(212) 558-5500 

.. 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 GouN N E ~ y ~ R K  

I *r c L k ~ ~  S OFFICE 

-- (716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 

13642913.1 I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

HARVEY FIALA, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Swnmary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 3 2011 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 1 0  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.AS. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

[ Index No.: 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HARVEY FIALA AND ROBIN FIALA, 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all. co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

w -  I C \  

f l fJ4ud FiMlC11' 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Harvey FiaIa and Robin Fiala 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

' WEITZ & LLJxE~ERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-5960 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORJS COUNTY j NYCAL __ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i 1.A.S Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

/ Index No.: 107007/ 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HARVEY FIALA AND ROBIN FIALA, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

, 2011 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 - - - .  

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-481 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

i Index No.: 107007/ 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HARVEY FIALA AND ROBIN FIALA, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORJZ, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, hereby requests summay 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2011 

4 
1 

"1 ??,I9 HC"i' sl Y 

\ !\,' - ) Ui-'FSE 
@TY LA '. 

3 

h .A  UJX GIAyuC'' ~ E W Y ~ ~ ~  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Harvey Fiala and Robin Fiala 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25533 



SUPF3ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Weitler, J.) 

Index No.: 107007/ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

HARVEY FIALA AND ROBIN FIALA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC,, et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 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. 

Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & mUGER,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Harvey Fiala and Robin Fiala 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571 -683 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
' (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION - 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HARVEY FIALA AND ROBOJCN FIALA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 107007/0 e , 115354/ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 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. 

,2011 

324-6135 



536.12408/AJM 
;UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
JOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 3 0  

: (Honorable Sh 
This document relates to: 

4RNOLD BENEDETTO, Deceased, : Index No.: 

rry Klein Heitler) 

1 1 5 3 6 8 / 0 2  

: (August 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

JNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
st al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212 ,  dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, a l l  claims and 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG , MURPHY, GAROFALC 
Attorneys for Plainti & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72  Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

Ilanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 16052/02 

Agnes Cestare 

.. I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - - - - - - - 1 - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 EFUCSSON INC., ~1s success0 i 

interest to Anaconda W i u  
Cable Co. 

New York, New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536.00001 

23 loll 

150 East 42”d Street 

2 12-490-3000 

-”----- 

4726268v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RALPH A. CONTE and DIANE CONTE 
Index No. I O  @!Ep 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREJ 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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff f l d w d  & I- 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

Coleman & Goggin GOU~l~ CLERKS OF 
888 Veterans Memorial 

- 
3 

ICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REIATES TO: 

RALPH A. CONTE and DIANE CONTE 
Index No.- 

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: - ,2011 
I '  . 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

%ha M. DiLonaklo " 

Lockheed Martin 

hrans Memorial Highway 
uge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORR 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 1 0 6 7 0 8 / 0 2 e  
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RALPH A. CONTE AND DIANE CONTE, I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

! NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendant( s) . I 
J 

WEIEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yprk, ?)Jew York 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Ralph Conte and Diane Conte 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
32468605 

{NO 109585-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK - - - - - - - - - - - - I _I - 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ‘ NYCAL 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S, Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I 

I Index No.: 106708/02, 
I 
I 

RALPH A. CONTE AND DIANE CONTE, 

I Plaintiff(s), I 

I -against- I 

; NO OPPOSITION 

I I MOTION AND ORDER 
A.C. & S., INC., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendant(s). I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

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. 

1 

icole P. Wesselmann, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

.h Kentile Floors, Xnc. Ralph Conte and Diane Conte 

uoq ’”’ 

NQV 10 2011 
{NO 109597-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

RALPH A. CONTE AND DIANE CONTE, 

; NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S.Part30 

; (EJeitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 106708/02, 
I 

I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I 
I 
I 
I -against- I 

: NO OPPOSITION 

I I MOTION AND ORDER 
A.C. & S., INC., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendant(s) . I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests smw 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

s for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff 1 

Ralph Conte and Diane Conte N Q ~  2 3 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-25634 W 

NOV 1 0  2011 
(N0109598-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LI'I'TGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

JAMES P. CAHILL, : I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff( s), 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 116079-02 
-against- 

A.O. SMlTH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et al., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: 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 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' coinplaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: !/x / / I  
New York, New Yorlc 

Nicok e K o z i n ,  Esq, Matthew Maclntyre, E s q d  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for P 1 ai n t i ff( s ) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

il  

Attorneys for Defend F I L E D  t 
K&L GATES LLP 

i i  
I 599 Lexington Avenue NOV 2 3 2011 I )  

New York, NY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 COIJNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK x- - 

SO ORDERED, 



536.124221AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 

(Honorab 
3 0  
e 

This document relates to: 

MERLE G. BURGIN, Deceased, 
: Index No.: 

Plaintiff, 

herry Klein Hei 

D 116958/0 

ler) 

(August 2011 Monthly FIFO T r i a l  
: Group) 

VS * 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al., : SUMMARY J U D m N T  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 there to .  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporatio 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cp 
NOV 2 3 201 

Z Sr LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALC 
Attorneys for Plaintif & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72  Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 4 3 8 ,  

New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 

"IC, 
w f 



SUPREME COURT OF THE $TATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York. NY 

By: ZTA, By: Samuel m? oldblatt, Es 
Benjamin R. Dwyer p q .  
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaz 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 



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 

(Honorab 
This document relates to: 

30 
e Sherry Klein --?itler) 

: Index No.: 117571/02 

: (August 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
RICHARD BURTON, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, : Group) 

vs . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPONTION, : 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, a l l  claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporati 

same are hereby dismissed w i t h  prejudice and without 

NOV 2 3 2011 

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 4 3 8  

Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index N o m  

JAMES FREITO, 
Plaintiff@), 

- against - 
WEIL-MCLADJ, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUaGMENT 

MOTION 

Defendants. 

WHERIEFORIE, Defandant WEL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Wed-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 eitherparty. 

Dated: In. q ,2011 
New York, New York 

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, 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY .TUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 

WEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, WC. hereby request sumnary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all c l ~ m s  and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

--=% - 
Esq, 

refendant 
CLEAVER-S~OORS, INC. 
Barry McTiernau & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14* Flo r 
~ e w  York, ~ e p #  IL~E D 
(212) 313-3600 



I 

HOAQLAND, LON00 
MORAN, WNST 8 
DOUKAS, UP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PQ BOX 400 
WBRUNWlW, NJ 

SOUTH ERSEY 
701 VVILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUTE 202 
HnMMoFITohl. NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RANDALL A. KACER AND JOYCE C. KACER 

against 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-1 19102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New York, New York 
lala Y /  ( I  

P MATT W PARK, 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: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Randall A. Kacer and Joyce C. Kacer 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

- -, --- -- - - - - 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROLE BALDUCCI, as Executrix for the 
Estate of ROGER J. BALDUCCI, and CAROLE 
BALDUCCI, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

A. C. & S. INC., et al, 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 1.) 

Index No.: Q " f 6 F a 3 2 7 7 / 0 2  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/ O f L ' k  ,2011 

'if.';;. E* ghhrh4md A orney for Plantiffs 
Roger J. Balducci and Carole Bald 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D ,  MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway t 

New York, New York 10004 NQV 2 3 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEWYORK 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDEED, 

1235-7693 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT MFERS TO: 

CAROLE BALDUCCI, as Executrix for the 
Estate of ROGER J. BALDUCCI, and CAROLE 
BALDUCCI, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC, et ai. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WWEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 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, ail claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, IC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

mf2-9 

Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Roger J. Balducci and Carole v b  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1 
4 

(212) 509-3456 

so ORDERED, 

2082-1121 I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROLE BALDUCCI, as Executrix for the 
Estate of ROGER J. BALDUCCI, and CAROLE 
BALDUCCI, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C. & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, 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 C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

- 
r t b n  6. @ I ' Q k r l r d  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Roger J. Balducci and Carole Balducci 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. fLED 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Past 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROLE BALDUCCI, as Executrix for the / 
Estate of ROGER J. BALDUCCI, and CAROLE i 
BALDUCCI, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- I 

A. C .  & S. INC., et 01. 

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 hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/o/ t# ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Roger J. Balducci and Carole 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yark 10003 cOuH’yNE\N YORK 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

2571-1253 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
I i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT EFERS TO: 
i Index N o 0  1 9 7 8 M  3277/02 

CAROLE BALDUCCI, as Executrix for the 
Estate of ROGER J. BALDUCCI, and CAROLE i 
BALDUCCI, Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

I 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

-against- ) I 

A. C. & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 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!2 & ,2011 

NOV 1 o 2011 

D Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Roger J. Balducci and Carole Balducci 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

NO'd 2 3 2D" 

y GL€R'S 
C O b ~ '  \EOW 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
(Heitler, J.) 

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: n i Index No. Q19783/02*277/02 
CAROLE BALDUCCI, as Executrix for the 1 
Estate of ROGER J. BALDUCCI, and CAROLE i 
BALDUCCI, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., et al. I 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Tnc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no apposition thereto, 

ORTIERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Comer & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/o//zo ,2011 

w- 
J Z ~  e.R:~bm*-$ 1 b E D 

Roger J. Balducci and Carole Balducci 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 COUlU i 1' "' 

i I Attorney for Plantiffs a i  

Caurter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

W(p/ 3, 3 2011 

OFFICE 
PJLW YQRK (212) 509-3456 , (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDEFtED, NQV l o  2011 
Hon. Sherry K'kh?&@er 

1122-0019 



536.13299/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NY CAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable -,,erry K 
This document relates to: 

ein Heitler) 

WILLIAM J. BERTON, 

Plaintiff, 

: Index No.: 119810/02 

: (August 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

vs . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
et al., : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and t,he 

D same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

NOV 2 3 2011 

C 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff " & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

7 2  Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
MONIQUE PELLETIER, Individually and as 
Executrix of the Estate of GIRARD PELLETIER 

-_______--------__r__________1____11____------------------------- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s) 
-against- Index No.: 02/120337 

ORANGE & ROCKLAND UTILITIES, et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

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. 
n A n- Levy, Phillips & onigsberg 

800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
Counsel for Plaintiff 

SO ORDERED, 

80 Broad Street, 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10024 
Counsel for Defendant 

NQV 1 0  20111 
(0025043 1 .DOC) 



* -  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - _ - 1 _ _ " - - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Vito A. Alongi 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1206 1 5/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 1 1 _ _ _ _ _ - - - 3 3 _ " - - - - - - _ I - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFOE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as succ r in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

so ORDERED, 

interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

E)ur FileNo. 0 6. 0 
2 1 2 - 4 9 0 - 3 0 0 0 ~  b L E D 

HQV 2 3 201' 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

4726263v.1 



r 

HOAGLAND, LONGO 
YORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERfON ST 
Po BOX 460 
NWBRUNWCK,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
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 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ELIZABETH TRIFARI, 

against 

ACandS. INC.. et al.. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-120622 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: /\-pf( New Brunswick, NJ 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Vtorneys for Defendant, Elizabeth Trifari 
(ohler Go. 700 Broadway 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
rlew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

$0 ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBPRG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 

New York, NY 10003 

N()V 2 3  2'0" 

BX-COMB-8 



k 

r 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pwsuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without casts. 

Dated: New Y rk, NY 
JL!R] ,2011 

n 

13651402.1 

By: By: /J/d/d ad, 

s-4 / &LP&A*{Z 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 1003 8 Key Towers at Fountain P1 
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 50 

Buffalo, NY 14202 
F I L E D  

(716) 853-8100 _ I  
NOV 2 3 2011 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NOY 1 0 2 0 ~ ~  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X 1 1 - 1 " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo. 121'47 / G2i? 
Charles Johnson 

WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney fbr Defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

Our File No. 07536.00001 
2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 

4726273v.1 



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, New York 
Nm&Al+q ,2011 

z& Z J ? -  
Matthew MacIntyre, Esq. a 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifls 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1 63 3 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 
(212) 506-1700 



ALBERT DELL'ARCIPRETE and ROSE : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
DELL'ARCIPRETE, : JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 

Plaintiff(s), : 
FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

- against - Index No.: 121607/02 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al., 

WHEREFORE7 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 

.4 - 

1 1 )  7 ,2011 

By: Chris Romanelli, E s d  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway & DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: ALBERT DELL'ARCIPRETE 

By: Evan L. Browne, Esq. 
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 

and ROSE DELL'ARCIPRETE 600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 
T: 21 2-593-6700 

1037742~. I 
; IO2011 



4 f '- 

SUP'REME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THOMAS BUCHHOLZ, as Administrator for 
the Estate of CHARLES BUCHHOLZ, and 
KAREN SVOBODA, as Administratrix for 
the Estate of EVA BUCHHOLZ, individually, 

X __"_____c_r__l_____________1_L__________---------------"--------------- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
New York City Asbestos 
Litigation 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

Index No. 12 177Y02 

84 LUMBER COMPANY, A.O. SMITH WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO,, A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
AMCHEM PRODUCTS, PNC., n/k/a RHONE POULENC MOTION AND ORDER 
AG COMPANY, 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 
CORPORATION, fMa VJACOM INC., successor 
by merger to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a 
WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC CORPORATION, CERTArN 
TEED CORPORATION, CONGOLEUM CORPORATIONy 
CRANE CO., DANA COMPANIES, LLC, DRESSER 
INDUSTRIES, INC,, DURABLA MANUFACTURING 

INSULATION MFG, CORP,, GARLOCK SEALING 
TECHNOLOGIES LLC, f/Wa GARLOCK INC., GENERAL 
ELECTRIC COMPANY, GOODYEAR CANADA, NC., 
GOODYEAR TIRE AND RUBBER COMPANY, GOULDS 
PUMPS, INCY IMO INDUSTRIES INC., INGERSOLLOMND 
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,, 

PFIZER, INC, (PFIZER), PROKO INDUSTRIES, INC., 

REYNOLDS METALS COMPANY, individually and as 
successor in interest to ATLANTIC ASBESTOS CORP., 
ROBERT A. KEASBEY COMPANY, THE STROBER 
ORGANIZATION, INC., TRANE U.S. INC., f/k/a AMERICAN 
STANDARD ICN., US. RUBBER COMPANY (UNIROYAL), 
UNION CARBIDE CORPORATION, UTICA BOILERS, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT 

Justice: Hon. Heitler 

COMPANY, EAST ISLIP LUMBER CO., EMPIRE-ACE 

F 
OWENS-ILLINOIS, INC., PEERLESS INDUSTRJES, INC., 

QUIGLEY COMPANY, INC., RAPID-AMEMCAN CORPORATION, 



Individually and as successor to UTTCA RADIATOR 
CORPORATION, WARREN PUMPS, NC., WEIL-MCLAIN, a 
division of THE MARLEY COMPANY, WORTHINGTON 
CORPORATION, YORK INDUSTRIES COW., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant East Islip Lumber, hereby requests summary judgement in 
the above-entitled action, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules, section 32 12(a), dismissing 
Plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant East Islip Lumber, and there being no opposition 
thereto, it is 

defendant, East Islip Lumber, be and the same are hereby dismissed, without costs. 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

Dated: October 14,201 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for East Islip Lumber 
600 Old Country Road, Ste. 440 
Garden City, New York 1 1530 
(516) 746-3500 



George E. Allen 

, -  I C I  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 122052102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - * - - - - - - - - - - - - - *  

WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
EIUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 

2 12-490-3000 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4726258v.1 



HOAQLMD, LON00 
MORAN, D W T  8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
A 'KOWYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWV BRUNSWICH. Ru 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY5 MILL RD 
SLWE 202 
HAMONTON. NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EMILY F. MC GRAW as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of ROBERT J. MC GRAW, and EMILY F. 
MC GRAW, Individually, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.. et al.. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-122682 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2,  dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

IATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
qmp/ A 

iOAGLAND, LONdO, MOFIAIV 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Morneys for Defendant, 
[ohler Co. 
.O Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

;O ORDERED: 

I 
Y 

MICHAEL FANELLF. ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Emily F. Mc Graw as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of Robert J. Mc 
Graw, and Emily F. Mc Graw, Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY log03 / 



Robert J. McGraw 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire 8 z  Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
NewYork,New 
2 12-490-3000 
Our File No. 

4726281~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Albert R. Blachowicz 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 122683/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

interest to Anacondrr Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 

New 212-490-3000 York, New p i 0 t E D  . 
Our File No. 07536.00001 

NOV 2 3  20'1 "_ 

SO ORDERED, 
CLERKS OFFlEE 

NEW yORK 

4726266v.1 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 123 165/02 

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, 

ORRERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans,*Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42”d Street 

4726087~. 1 



HOAGLAND, LONO0 
MORAN. DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 180 
NWVBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 VINTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

ROSALIE ANN MARTINEZ, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.102-123672 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ANGEL0 JOHN MARTINEZ, AND ROSALIE ANN 
MARTINEZ, INDIVIDUALLY 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New York, New York 
1 b / 2 4  Ir/ 

/- a &- 
MATTHEW MACINTYRE'ESQ. 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Worneys for Defendant, 
<oh le r Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@), 
Rosalie Ann Martinez, as Personal 

Martinez, and Rosal iF 3 Representative for the Estate of 

Individually 

New York, NY 10003 
700 Broadway *&ill 

NQq 2: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 
/ 0 / 7 Q  ,2011 

/ L E D  
Z h n  E. x h b k o h  d 

By: By: 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

m, 2 3 2Q\t WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 1003 8 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

13651402.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
___---ll-______"____l____l_________l____- X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index N F &  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

- _ r l - - - _ - _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  X 

This Document Relates To: 

John A. Kelly NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _ _ _ r l r - _ _ l _ l " _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ l r r l - - r - ~ - - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I \ )  1 1 \\ 
i 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 as successor in 

interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Stref 1 L 
New York,New Y k 1 017 

Our File No. 07536.00 

i E D  1 

* -  21 2-490-3 000 #p 2 3 2011 
CLERKS omE 

SO ORDERED, CouN%Ew YORK 

NOV 1 0 2011 
4726277v.1 



HOAQLAND, LON00 
MORAN, D M T  & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSONST 
PO BOX 480 
N W  BRUWC11. MJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 VVILTSEY'S MLL RD 
SUITE M2 
HAMMONTQV, NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

JEANNE (MELBA) Wallace, Individually and as 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 02-124441 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Executrix for the Estate of HAROLD STANLY 
WALLACE Sr., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

MOTION AND ORDER 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

IATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

IUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
kttorneys for Defendant, 
lohler Co. 
0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

10 ORDERED: 

\IBERG, 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 10_003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 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. 

BY 

PLk 4w4rs 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite \ L E I 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 

Buffalo, NY 14202 
5318 100 NO\I 2 3  20'' 

E R K ~  OFFICE 
COUNT:$ yORK 

SO ORDERED, 

c ' J I* F' 2011' 

13642913.1 
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HOAQLAND, LQNQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON 5T 
Po Box 480 
NEWBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S NULL RD 
SUTE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOAN KAHN, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of MELVIN A. KAHN, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-124444 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: k y - ( l  New Brunswick, NJ 

1 / 4 o / . q t  
SAMUEL MEIR~OWITZ,ESQ. k 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Mew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

5 0  ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERd, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Joan Kahn, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of Melvin A. Kahn 
700 Broadway 



I 9 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X ________________r_""_I_________r_fl__l__----------"-~------------ 

1N RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

JUNE A. KING as Executrix for the Estate of 
CONLEY M. KING and JUNE A. KING, 
Individually, 

X ___"_____________c_*l________rl_________------------------------- 

: NYCAL 
: T.A.S. Part 30 
: (Ilon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 124489-02 P 1 ain t i ff( s), 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY - ag ai 11 s t - 

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER I'ICODUCTS, CO,, et al., 

Dcfcndants. 
X ___"______-__""1__--_-r-1-1---"-"---1-1"--------"----~-------_-" 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled cases, pLirsuaiit to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: /</z Y,ki / 

7FdL VI d ( o 7 - f  
New York, New York 

NiCdlkM. Kozin, Esq. I 
K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defenda 

w m z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
At tor ne y s l'o r P I  ain t i fT( s) 
700 Broadway 

(212) 558-5500 
New York, NY 10003 CRANE 599 Lexington CO. Avenue FILED ~ 

')9ov 2 3 2011 
New Yark, NY 10022-60 

36-3900 

'OUN "ry CLERK'S OjqqcE 
NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 

4 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 12521 1/02 

NICHOLAS LATZER, 
Plaintiffis), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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: 8Gkb~r zv ,2011 
New York, New York - ZhtI E - m h m c m  

WEIT2 dk LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
X - - 3 - - - _ _ - - _ 1 1 1 " r r _ _ _ _ - I I - - " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

John Murray 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1252 13/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I E q  - Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

New York, New York 
UT File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 102011 

4726108~. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 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. 

By: 

Benjamin R. Dwyer Es 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant, 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain P1 
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 5F I 6 

Buffalo, NY 14202 
-3-8100 NOV 2 3 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

- ,  

SO ORDERED, 



5 3 6 . 1 3 3 0 2 / A J M  
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 He1 
This document relates to: 

RALPH COLON, Deceased, 
: Index No.: 126186/02 

ler) 

Plaintiff, 
: (August 2011 Monthly FIFO T r i a l  
: Group) 

vs . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
et al. , : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereuy 

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, t h a t  upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporati 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without co 

kip; 2 3 2031 DATED : 

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 4 3 8  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - -_r l - - - - - - l - l - -______________I________-  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

4726269v.l 
~ 

Thomas L. Gerace 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 126 1 87/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
ERIC$SON 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 

>r- 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 ., as successor in 

interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 

n1'KE ET New York, New 

Our File No, 075 6.0 001 
2 12-490-3000 

NOv 2 3 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

N 0 v 1 0 @js)rry CLERKS OFFEE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - _ l _ _ _ _ - - - - l l l _ _ _ - - - c l r - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Willard E. Hardy 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 126685/O2 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFOIIE, 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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 ERICSSON INC., as successor in 

interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

Our File No. 07536.00001 
2 12-490-3000 

WO11 SO ORDERED, 

4726271~. 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. 126686102 

Vincent Leone 

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: I \-I ,2011 I n 

L / l  d2uc 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff SqS& 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Colleen M. Cronin 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT E F E R S  TO: 

ALEXANDER W. RETTIE AND ELIZABETH 
RETTIE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C, & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 1027 @ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
11/L ,2011 

~* ~ 

R k e r t  Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 30004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Alexander W. Rettie and Elizabeth Rettie 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

04 
SO ORDERED, F \  4 

(212) 509-3456 

{ NO042 173-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF TIIE STATE O F  NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler 'Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as 

"Freightliner Corporation," ("DFNA"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 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, N Y  - 
B By: , L!!Lup c/ -L 

Joseph J. Ortego, Esq. 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
, Santo Borruso, Esq. 

>.litorneys, fur Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys jor Defendunt, 
Daimler Trucks North Americu, LLC 
s/Wa Fre ightl her Corporation 

Jericho, NY 1 1735-272 
(212) 558-5500 50 Jericho Quadrangle, 

" (516) 832-7500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
LORETO PAPALIA, NO OPPOSITION 
---"----___1__11_____-------------------------"~---"---"---------- 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiff(s) MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- Index No.: 02/127449 

AVOCET ENTERPRISES, et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants AVOCET ENTERPRISES hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 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 

New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

Avocet Enterprises 
McGivney & Kluger P.C. 
80 Broad Street, 23rd Floor 
New York, NY 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

i 
: NOV 2 3 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
LORETO PAPALIA, NO OPPOSITION 
1--_-__11--------1---------------11---------"---------------- 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiff( s) MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- Index No.: 02427449 

COURTER & COMPANY INC., et al., NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 

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. 

800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

Courter & Company Inc. 
McGivney & Kluger , P.C. 
80 Broad Street, 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



-against- Index No.: 02/127449 

TREADWELL CORPORATION, et al., NYCAL 
LAS, Part 30 

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. 

%%- 
Levy, PM 
800 Thira Averme 

h i  s & KO gsberg 
I .  v 

New York, New York 10022 

-. 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
McGivney & Kluger, P.C. 
80 Broad Street, 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

F I L E D  
" j  

NOV 2 3 2911 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 3 _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I c _ _ _ _ c _ _ -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

102703/01 
1 19380/00 

James Minch 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 

New York, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

NYCAL This Document Relates To: 

SALVATORE RANDAZZO and RHODA 
RANDAZZO, 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 100780-03 

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 

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: // 8- // 

Angela EGiglio, Esq.u () 
K&L GATES LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, C O U N ~  CLERK'S OFFlCL 

Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

F I L E D  
NOV 2 3 2011 

NEW YORK 



I 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

h!3! I\ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 

Our FileNo. 533 .O i r  

4 N e w Y o r k , ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  D h 

47261 15v. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X "___-"r_l__rl_-_"rl"lllll___l_l____lr_3_- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CNESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 1 
Our File No. 0 5 3 3 V q  

.- 

SO ORDERED, 

4726126v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

By: 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelle y Company 

f l l L l + d  FpvuQl/- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED 

1365 1402. I 



SUPIiEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and ' 

without costs. 

Phch f l~c-roJdu 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 

NOV 2 3  tol' 

rv GO'-JN- 
0FFlGE 

NEw YORK 
SO ORDERED, 

* ' h '/()If' 

I364291 3.1 



HOAOLAND, LON00 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, U P  
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATEREON ST 

NNVBRUNWK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S MIU RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

PO BOX 4s0 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOAN KAHN, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of MELVIN A. KAHN, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 1031 84-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED:(\-?*[\ New Brunswick, NJ 

1 . 26 
NENDY R. K A G A N , ~ S ~  SAMUEL MEIROWITZ, ESQ. I /  
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<oh le r Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

50 ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Joan Kahn, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of Melvin A. Kahn 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

John A. Kelly 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
ERXCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. E v W  LLp 
WILSON, E SER, SKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN DI 
Attorney for endant 
EFUCSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. i 
150 East 42"d Strf 1 
New York, New Y k 1 01 

Our File No. 07536.00 
2 12-490-3000 

4726277v.1 



HQAQLAND, LON00 
MDRAN. WNST 8 
DOUKAO, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSohl ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEYS MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMONTON, NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

GARRY NEWMAN (deceased), 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 03-103217 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

against 

ACandS, INC., et at., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

IATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
1 1  la+/ 

FANELLI, E ~ Q .  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
Garry Newman (decea%$d) i 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
lttorneys for Defendant, 
;oh le r Co. 
0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

10 ORDERED: 



HOAOLRND, LONG0 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
UWKAS, U P  
AnCRhFYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 4Bo 
NNVBRLINSNCK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEV'S MILL RD 
SWE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

JEANNE (MELBA) Wallace, lndividuallv and as 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 103226-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Executrix for the. Estate of HAROLD- STANLY 
WALLACE Sr., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

MOTION AND ORDER 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Go., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

NENDY {OAGLAND, R. KAGAN, LONGO, E&.- MORAN 
3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
ittorneys for Defendant, 
(oh le r Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

- C r  ' 3 WEITZ- RICHMOND, & LUXENBEnG,-LLP ESQ. 
Attorneys for Plaint iff (s) , 
Jeanne (Melba) Wallace, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of Harold Stanly 
Wallace Sr. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

;O ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X l__-- l_l______--- l l - - - - l - - - - l - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

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 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being na opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

QW* -.--/ - * 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. , ES\Y'.'~ 
WILSON, ELSER, MQS f$$q2 q d -  
EDELMAN & DICKER 
Attorney for Defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536.00001 
2 12-490-3000 

4726273~. 1 



CHARLES JOHNSON, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

Plaintiff, AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
Including, MAREMONT CORPORATION, 

: 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont Corporation hereby requests summary judgvent 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. F\LED 4' 1 ,  

Dated: New York, New York 
NQq 23  N' 

~ c \ # ~  Qf F\CE 

$ 

N&&l ,2011 

2Z.24E Z J k -  w,, ;,id .rot36 

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq. a 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaint8s FRIEDMAN LLP 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 

1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 19 
(212) 566-1700 

fKW 1 0  2011 



SIJI'REME COIJRT OF 'ITIE STATE O F  NEW YOliK 
uim'ry OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as 

" Freight liner Corporation," ("DTNA"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 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 ' N A ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Jericho, NY 
1 

By: , 
Joseph J. Ortego, Esq. 
Santo Borruso, Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

A ttorneys , for Plainl i f l  
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys. for Dejendunt, 
Ucrirnler Trucks North America, LLC 
s/Wa Freightliner LLC 
50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300 
Jericho, NY 11735-2728 
(S 16) 832-7500 

13644541 I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X "_""____f""__""______-----l----l-ll---l-- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Alfred E. Smith 

" 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo: 1 

106964/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York New Yor 

D. 05335. 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEI'TZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

1\ LE 

SO ORDERED, 

4707429v. I 



I 

HOKIAOLAND, LON00 
MORAN, W S T  8 
DWKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSW ST 
Po Box 480 
NWVBRUNSMICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WNTSEY'S MILL RB 
SUITE 202 
HAMMOWTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

BONNIE DAILEY, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF FRANCIS DAILEY AND BONNIE 
DAI LEY, I NDlVl DUALLY 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 05-101828 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New York, New York 

1Ql131 rl 

\ A  , 
XNDY R. KAGAN, ESW 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
NNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(0 hle r Co . 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

30 ORDERED: 

-* MATT W PARK, ESQ. 
1 WElTZ & 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 100 ' 

1 
COUNTY CLERK'S 0 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ALBERTVENTRY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S,) 

IndexNo. 99- p i  
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, su d herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defeidant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

n n Dated: New,York, NY 

By: BTk--, By: 1 $ k !  
Samuel Go dblatt, Es 

3& V ~ ~ G * Z ,  Esq. 1 Benjamin R. Dwyer g q .  
Z & L XENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP WEIT 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys Tor Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 
(716)853-8100 F 1 L E D 

SO ORDERED, NrJV 2 3  20" 
CLERK'S OFFICE 

',OUN'Lp,q .(oRK 

13409973, I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

YALE L. EISENBERG and RITA R. EISENBERG, i Index No.: 114501/05 

Plaintiff, 
-against- j NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A.0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc, hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., 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, Tnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and - without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

nn/ > 
7 

Steven T. Coybin, Esq. 

Peerless Industries, Tnc. 
LEWIS BRKBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 
New York, New York 10005 

Erik Jacobs, Esq. 

Yale L. Eisenberg and Rita R. E&! -’ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for 

(212) 232-1300 3 2 J 2 )  558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. SherrfKle?’d Heitler 

PKW 1 0 2011 
4820-9778-7915 1 



0 

HOAOLAN), L W  
MORAN, WNST 8 
WUKAS, !&P 
ATTWNEYS A7 LAW 

NORTH ERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
WBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JHSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MllL RD 
SJTE 202 
HWONTON, W 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

YALE L. EISENBERG and RITA R. EISENBERG, 

against 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 114501-05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et a!., 

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, 

DATED: 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
NNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

same are hei 

- 

?eby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ &LUXEN 
Attorneys for 
Yale L. Eisenberg and Rita R. Eisenberg, 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

qew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 
62 /L--- 

50 ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
--------------------------------------x 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
- -X _I _ - - - l _ - - - f l - - - _ l - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 
Joseph Owens and Agnes Owens, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

Defendants. 
-X ______________- I__ - -_____f____f______  

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 115563/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDUxIENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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 nl 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a11 claim: 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without co Q 
York 
, 2011 

Attorneys fo r  Plaintiffs 
Joseph Owens a n d  Agnes Owens 
7 0 0  Broadway, 6th Floor Inc .  
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  C o .  

177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our File No.: 10924-5125 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

So Ordered: 
Hon. Sherry 



536.14558/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

RAYMOND J. FARRELL, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
st al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 125779 /99  

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGkENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

J i v i l  Practice Law and Rules Section ,3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

hmplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

irejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  claims and 

xossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, 

;awe are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

IATED : 

& FLINN 
Attorneys for: Defendant, 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
Jew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

10 ORDERED, 



HOAQLAhn, LONGO 
MORAN. DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATWSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
WBRUNSWICK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMOMTON, W 

I '  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LLOYD D. CHRISTIAN, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF ROSE CHRISTIAN 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereb! 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 06-100135 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

requests summary judgrn nt in th 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff: 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition theretc 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims again! 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cost: 

3ATED:Ik ad/ New York, New York 

ph O / z . ,  

SAMUEL MEIRO~ITZ. E ~ Q .  
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Ittorneys for Defendant, 
lohler Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

;O ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Lloyd D. Christian, as Executor for the Estatr 
of Rosie Christian 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

6 r  F I L E D  
:. r 

NOV 2 3 2011 
L ,  

lllllllllllll11lll1lllllll CoUNn NEW YORK OFFICE 



HOAOLAND, LONOO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATWRNEVS PIT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSMJ ST 
PO BOX 480 
NNVBRUNSWK,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEV'S MLL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, W 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

MARTIN F. WHITE and EILEEN WHITE, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 06-107014 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

3bove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims againsl 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED:!\-$- I\ New Brunswick, NJ 

€RI u WEITZ & LUXENBERG 

3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 700 Broadway 
IO  Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
qew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Martin F. White and Eileen White 

New York, New York 10003 

50 ORDERED: 



HOAQLANO, LONGO 

DOUKAS. &P 
ATTORNEYS A1 LAW 

NOKTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
M B R U N W K ,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7M WLTSEr'S WL RD 
W E  202 
HAMMOMOW, NJ 

MORAN, w$r 8 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

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 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 07-100679 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

ibove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with p r e j p r r p  B t s .  

)ATED:IG-'I-h New York, New York 

NOV 2 3 2011 

hx 
VENDY R. K A G A N B Q .  SAMUEL MEIROW 
IOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ 8 LUXENB 
lUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Jto rne ys for Defendant , Virginia M. Neubert, as Administratrix for the 
,o hle r Co. Estate of Karl E. Neubert, and Virginia M. 
0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 Neubert, Individually, 
lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 

0 ORDERED: 



CLBS 555 I /legal/nosjm 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
VIRGINIA M NEUBERT, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of JWRL E. NEUBERT, and VIRGINA M. 
NEUBERT, Individually, 

__l___r____ll_"ll_l-_----------------"-"-_-~_--------------------- 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No. : c-3 
11 1823/02 & 105714/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

. .  . . - -. . and there being no-oppasition 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. 

//akq, 
Samuel Meirowitz,'Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Barry McTieman & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, Ne $11kle"oE D 

NOV 2 3 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



I 

HOACLAND, LON00 
MORAN, WNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTOMUEYS AT LAW 

NORTH RRSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW 6kUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEYS M L  RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOAN JARVIS, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF GERALD G. JARVIS AND JOAN 
JARVIS, INDIVIDUALLY 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 101 140/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New York, New York 
IO((( \ \  I 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Koh le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

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 

NQV 2 3 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE lllllllllllllllllllllll 0Y3lIORK 
BX-FRUIT-26 

- - -- - - - < 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 102 1 15/07 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT LAURANCE MAYDICH AND HELEN i 
MAYDICH, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., el al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,201 1 

Michele J.Mittle&n, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-22803 

(N0049460-1} NOV Io 2011 



'4 A .. 

STATE OF NEW YORK 
SUPREME COURT : COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

INES CUCCI-THOMPSON 

Plaintiffs 

v. 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCT CO., ET AL 

FlWA WAYNE HOME EQUIPMENT 
i h i p  iini &P A I A W  I F  
l l . ~ ~ ~ u l ~ ~ ~  L ~ ~ ,  rME COMBUSTION SYSTEM 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No. 107501-07 

Defendants 

WHEREFORE, defendant WAYNE COMBUSTION SYSTEMS flkla 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 flkla 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/Wa WAYNE HOME EQUIPMENT be and same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

DATED: uffalo, New York 
f ibv fmbtn  9. ,2011 

WEITZ & LUX EN BERG IT.^. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff.. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Suite 510 Rand Building 

14 Lafayette Square 
Buffalo, NY 14203 

SO ORDERED, 



STATE OF NEW YORK 
SUPREME COURT : COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

INES CUCCI-THOMPSON 

Plaintiffs 

v. 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCT CO., ET AL 
M iU E:?: 0 'i"4A': F: E COMB U STI 0 N SY STE Ni S 
FlWA WAYNE HOME EQUIPMENT 

Defendants 

WHEREFORE, defendant WAYNE COMBUST10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No. 107501-07 

IOME EQUIPMENT, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff=$ complaint against defendant WAYNE COMBUSTION SYSTEMS f/Wa 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 flkla WAYNE HOME EQUIPMENT be and same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2011 
DATED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG]T.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SYSTEMS f/Wa WAYNE 

L Ja S. Nowak, Esq. 
Y, SHELTON,.LIPTAK & NOWAK, LLP 

for Defendant Wayne Combustion Systems 
f w a y n e  Home Equipment 
Suite 51 0 Rand Building 
14 Lafayette Square 
Buffalo, NY 14203 

1 .  

SO ORDERED, 

i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X r 3 - - - 1 _ - - _ _ _ _ _ - - - - _ _ _ _ _ r l _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates To: Index N o i m  

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. I 

Dated: New York, New York + 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG - 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. N Y  10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 



HOAQLM,  LON00 
RICIIUN,DUYSTB 
DOUKAS, U P  
ATTORKYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATEREMU ST 
PO Box reg 
W BRUNS'MX, NJ 

SOUTH W S E V  
701 WILTSEY'S NllL RD 
SUTE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

a 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN R.  SIEMER, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
HELMUT P. SIEMER, AND MARION SIEMER 

against 

ADIENCE, INC. ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 190242/09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 6, I 
New Brunswick, NJ 

STEPHANI ETBAKER, ESQ. 
v - 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MOWN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
{ohler Co. 
50 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Uew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

30 ORDERED: 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
JOHN R. SIEMER, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of HELMUT P. 
SIEMER, and MARION SIEMER, Individually, 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



WILLIAM MEN]DEz and MARGARET MENDEZ, NYCAL 
Index No: 190349f2009 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff, 

V. SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dean Pump Division hereby requests summary judgment 

in the aboveatitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint ag 

opposition thereto, 

fendants, all claims and cmss-claims against 

by dismissed with prejudice and Without 

costs. 

Buffitlo, New York 14203 

DOE I 01342~87. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 190121/10 

EVELYN C. MOLLOY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

CBS COW., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TACO INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 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. 

,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Taco, Inc. Evelyn C. Molloy 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

LEVY, PHILLPS & KONIGSBERG, L 
800 Third Avenue, 13* F1 
New York, New York 10022 

FTLED 
3 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 1 0 2011 542-1349 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O W  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 190168/10 

WILLIAM RAFFAELE and MARIA RAFFAELE, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i 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 5 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: Ner,Y/% York 
,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
William Raffaele and Maria Raffaele 

'$ 

Taco, Inc. 3 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 605-6200 

LEVY, 800 Third PHILLIPS Avenue, & KONIGSBE 13' F1 I@ 3\ 

&Ge No\l 2 3  It'' 
New York, New York 10022 

+'+ ,COR& 
@Jfl NE--- SO ORDERED, 

542-1353 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 190168/10 

WILLIAM RAFFAELE and MARIA RAFFAELE, j 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. & SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendants. j 

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. 

,2011 

Matthew D. Sampar, Esq. + 
Attorney for Defendant A t t o w f o r  Plaintiffs 
Falk Corporation 
MCEIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

William Raffaele and Maria Raffaele 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGS 
800 Third Avenue, 13' F1 
New York, New York 100 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

875-0064 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, 5.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 190185/10 

LOUIS JASON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

3M COMPANY, et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2011 

M. ook,Esq, 
or Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff 

F I L E D  Treadwell Corporation Louis Jason 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONTGSBERG, LP 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

800 Third Avenue, 1 3th F1 wv 2 3 2011 

3!!5f=- 
New York, New York 10022 

wN I y CLERKS OFFICE 
ww YORK 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

I 

i 

1235-0001 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYC. 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
rl 

; I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND FINERTY AND MARY FINERTY, 

I Index No.: 190187/10 

I 

I 
I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

ABEX CORPORATION, et al,, I 

Defendant(s). 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Dap, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 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. 

,2011 
I I 

Carol M.Tempestd, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER; P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Dap, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York I0004 

Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Raymond Finerty and Mary Finerty 
800 Third Avenue, 13th F. 
New York, New York lOO22F I 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 605-6200 

I 

SO ORDERED, C O ~ N  1 Y CLERKS OFFICE 
604hkP 

(N0081888-I) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STA 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

EW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

i NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index N o . : ~ 0 ~ > 0 9 1 1 ' 7 / 0 0 ,  
12 1983/99 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SALVATORE D. LO VERDE AND JEAN LO 
VERDE, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i 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 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, N w York 
t4W,uhQ/~ ,201 1 

~ ~ 4 - ~  w 
Michele J. hdittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway P 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 '1 

New York, New York 1 9 1 La E D % 4 '  

1 ,  NQV 2 3  lo'' 
SO ORDERED, 

couN-\y CLE7\3K'S OFF'CE 
HEW 

NOV 1 0  2011* 25714001 
{N0080979-1} I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190262/10 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL V. MORENO, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER -against - 

A. 0. & SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, The Nash Engineering company, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Michael V. Moreno 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 13' F1 
New York, New York 4 0022 

IF L&ra% Hollman, 
Attorney for Defen ant 
The Nash Engineering Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 605-6200 < Bat L E D 

NOV 2 3 2011 
SO ORDERED, ov 1 0 201f COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

505-0414 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 190262/10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL V. MORENO, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

-/ 
A. 0. & SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE7 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. 

Matthew D. %&par, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Taco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney f% Plaintiff 
Michael V. Moreno 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LL\Q~ 2 
800 Third Avenue, 13* F1 
New York, New York 10022 GL";'O+ 

@@@J (212) 605-6200 

542-1368 



* 

HELGA MARQUSEE, Individually and as Executrix of 
the Estate of CHARLES B. MARQUSEE, deceased, 

INDEX # 190286/10 

Plaintiffls), 
NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

-against- SUMMGRY 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al. 
Defendant(s) 

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, 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 lq 201 1 

Belluck & Fox LLP La Sorsa & Beneventano 

\* 

3 Barker Avenue, Whit pgT3zP : \ i  ARMSTRONG INTE 

Tel: (914) 682-3300 

Attorney for Defendant \\ 

New Y ork, NY 10036 
Tel: (212) 681-1575 

NQV 2 3 20" 



HELGA MARQUSEE, Individually and as Executrix of 
he Estate of CHARLES B. MARQUSEE, deceased, 

t fTLF;4Gt;? ?Lryd!g INDEX # 190286/10 

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Armstrong International, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

Armstrong International Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plains, New York 
August \T 2011 

r$an BelasG, Esq. 
Belluck & Fox LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Ave 
New York, NY 10036 
Tel: (212) 681-1575 

La Sorsa & Beneventano 
Attorney for Defendant 
ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. 
3 Barker Avenue, White Plains, NY 10601 
Tel: (914) 682-3300 

so ORDERED, 

SEP 



WILLIAM MENDEZ and MARGARET MENDEZ INDEX NO: 
190318/2010 

Plain tiff(s), 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et.al. JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER Defendent(s) 

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 Internat be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudic ts. 

Attorney for Defendant 
ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. 
3 Barker Avenue, White Plains, NY 10601 

546 Fifth Avenue - 4' Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
Tel: (212) 681-1575 Tel: (914) 682-3300 11 

I, 

+ 

SQ ORDERED, 



1 

HOAOLAND, LONG0 
YORAN. DUNTT & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PRIERSON ST 
PO BOX A80 
NEN BRUNSMCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S MLL 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: 

WILLIAM MENDEZ AND MARGARET MENDEZ, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL., 

BW-ADVICE-12 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 190318/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New Brunswick, NJ, New York 
DATED: Q w b -  25, ad I 

DUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Koh le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

William Mendez and Margaret Mendez 
546 Fifth Ave, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

NOV 2 3 2011 - 

COLJN i ' y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



HOAQUND, LONO0 
MORAN. DUNST & 
DWKAS, LLP 
ATKMNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NNVBRUNSMCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SmE 202 
tlAtviMOFITON, NJ 

defendant, Frick Company (improperly plead as York International Co 

and as successor to Frick Company), be and the s 

Nithout costs. 

DATED: 3, at2 1 / 

rOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
,ttorneys for Defendant, William Mendez and r aret Mendez 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1111111llllllllllllllllllllllll~lllllllllllll~llIlll 
BW-ADVICE-11 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM MENDEZ AND MARGARET MENDEZ, 

against 

INDEX NO.: 19031 8/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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 toFrick Company), with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 



WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Armstrong International, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Attorney for&&tiff 
546 Fifth Avenue - 4* Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
Tel: (212) 681-1575 

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 prejudi 

Attorney for Defendant 
ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. 
3 Barker Avenue, White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Tel: (914) 682-3300 



WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler ‘Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as 

“Freightliner Corporation,” (“D‘I’NA”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 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 U‘n\rA, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: JsricF;,jNsY,, 
,2011 

14 Itorneys jbr Plaintiff’ 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Santo Borruso, Esq. ’ NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys, for Defendunt, 
Duimler Trucks North Americu, LLC 
s/Wa Freightliner Corporation 
50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300 

I364454 I ,  I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WILFRED JOSEPH GOGEL AND CATHERINE 
JOSEPHINE GOGEL, 

X Index No. 10-190332 __--__-_____________------------_______------------------------- 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a The B.F. Goodnch Company, 

and improperly named as “Successor in Interest to The Cleveland Pneumatic Cornparly, a Division of 

thc Pneumo Abex CoqJoration, a wholly owned subsidiary of Abex, Inc.”, hereby requests Summary 

Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civjl 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, 

OKDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, 311 Claims and Cross-Claims against 

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Oct. 

BY: am- 
- < . -  

BY: 
*+, 

1 ,  MQV 2 3 2831 

L- 
Yatrick J 
SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER & 

B e l l ~ i f f ~ o ~ ,  LLP 
546 5 venue, 4‘” Floor 
New Krk, NY 10036 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212)68 1-1 575 

Jordan C .  Fox 

BRENNAN, LLP 
2 Research Way, 
Princeton, NJ 08540 

Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION 
(409)924-6000 

Hon. Sherry Klein’ Heitler 



SUPREME C,QURT,OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

AMERICAN STANDARD, et al.; 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No, : 190332-2010 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

b 

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 
Transfer, Division of Connell-Limited Partnership, be and the same are 
prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Yuba Heat Transfer, Division of Connell- 
Partners hip Limited 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 1150 

ile No.: ESZ 02030 F C 

ork, New York 10036 

t \ L E Q  (516) 535-5433 

NQv 2 3  ?''' 
OF p ~ \ * E W S  

COUrJ @'IOHK 
SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates To: 

JACQUELINE MOIRILLQ, 

Plain tiff, 

-against- 

Index No.: 10/130360 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

ANVXL INTERNATION MC., et al, 

Defendants. 

judgment in tho above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rulta Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, INGERSOLLRAND COMPANY, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to 811 co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant INGERSOLLRAND COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismiss 

and without costs, 4 

Dated: &ow&@ 2tmt 

I 
* .  

~~~~~ 

r Y  

Attorneys for plaintiff s) 
800 Third Avenuc, 13' Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

6 
(21 2) 605-6200 

BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-1 8 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV X 0 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES GUCK and JOAN GUCK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. & SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190368/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Falk Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 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. 

,2011 

Attorney for Defendant ~ Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Falk Corporation 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

875-0076 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No. 10-190393 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMGRY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

orrectl! s1 il herein 

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 9 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, Ne York 
D e c e r n b e r d ,  2010 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
350 Sth Avenue, Suite 7413 
New York, NY 1001 8 

Attorney for Defendant 
ATKkLaunch Systems, Inc. 
200 Summit Lake Drive 

1354608- 1 NOV 1 0 2011 



SUPREME couw OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

FRANK 1'. SKRABACZ and MARTHA 
SKRABACZ, 

X Index No.: 190400/10 ................................................................. 

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 

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant, 

BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

Dated: New York, New York 

with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

F\ \ -E  

Attorneys for Plainyiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SEGAI, McCAMERIDGE SINGER & 
MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDEREU, 

I 



/ * 

HOAQLAMI, LON00 

DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO B3x 480 
NWV BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WRTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

MORAN~DUNST a 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

RAYMOND CARELLA AND EDNA CARELLA 

against 

INDEX NO.: 19041 6/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORP., AS SUCCESSOR 
BYVERGER TO BUFFALO PUMPS, ET A 1  

WHEREFORE, defendant, Great Lakes 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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Great Lakes 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 

Jefendant, Great Lakes Power Products, Inc., Individually and as Successor to the Paragon 

Sear Works of Tauton, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

IATED: New York 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
Morneys for Defendant, 
heat Lakes Power Products, Inc., 
ndividually and as Successor to the Paragon 
;ear Works of Tauton 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

i0 ORDERED: 



-against- 
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant W A n S  WATER TECWOLOOY, WC. f/k/a WATTS 

INDUSTRIES, INC. ("WATTS") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the abave-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 321 2, dismissing plaintie' 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 

either party. 

I F I L E D "  

OFFICE 
W YORK - 

Kevin W. Turbert, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER 
& MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New Yark, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys fox Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



4v 
v k 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

JOSEPH CLARKE, 

Plaintiff, 

M ~ x  NO.: 190047-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

AIR 8z LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, 
as Succcssor by merger to Buffalo Pumps, Xnc., 
et al. 

Defendantss, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T M N E  US, INC, fAda AMERICAN STANDARD ZNC,, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rdes 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRAM US, WC. f/Wa 

AMERICAN STANDARD TIVC., with prejudice, and there: being no apposition thereo, 

ON)ERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant TRANE US, WC. fMa AMERICAN STANDARD INC., be and the same are hcrcby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: m0-r 2, 
New York, New York 

Attorneys for plaintif s 
800 Third Avenue, 13 Floor 3) 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 605-6200 

F I L E D  ; '  

NQV 2 3 2011 

Attomy for Defendant 
TRANE US, INC, f/k/a AMERICAN 
STANDARD., 
2430 Route 34, Suite A- 18 
Manasqusn, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

N ~ J  1 0  20111 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW Y O U  

This Document Relates To: h d e x  No.: 190077/11 

WILLIAM PISANO, 

Plain tiff, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AN13 
ORDER 

ABEX CORPORATION, et al. 

Defendants. 

,,,,,,,,,--,-,-,-,--c--.cr-rr,,,,r,r----------------X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US, INC. f/#a AMERICAN STANDARD INC,, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendrtnts, T U N E  US, MC. f/kh AMERICAN 

STANDARD INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo, 

ORDERED, that upon notico to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
*\ TMNE US, MC. fMa AMERICAN STANDARD INC,, bc and the same arc hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

New York, ew York fWTe 
Rdbett Kornitor, Gsq. 
LEVY PHlLLlPs & KONIGSBERG 
Attorneys for plaintiff@) 
800 Third Avenue, 13'h Floor 

New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 605-6200 

Attorney for Defendacit 
TRANE US, INC, f/Ma AMERICAN 
STANDARD,, 

Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Dacunient RcJates To: Index No,: 190077/11 

WILLIAM PISANO, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

ABEX CORPORATION, et al. 

Defendants. 

Surnrnaiy judgment iri the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs camplaifit against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, ail claims and cross claims against defendant 

RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated; /2/0mkf ziml '  

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG 
Attorneys for plaintif 5 

800 Third Avenue, 13 Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
(2 12) 6056200 

BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC 
Attorney For Defendant 

RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY 
2430 Route 34, Swite A-18 
Manasquan, NJ 08736 

z 9 
(732) 528-8888 

SQ ORDERED, 

NOV 1020111 



This Document ReIates To: Index No,: 190077/11 

WILLIAM PISANO, 

Plaintiff, 

-agotinst- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

ABEX CORPORATION, ct al. 

Defendants. 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition tberto, 

ORDERED, that upon noticc to all co-defendants, all cldms and cross c;tldaims against 

defendant INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, be and the s m c  arc hereby dismissed with prej 

and without costs. F I L E D  ! \ '\ 

NEW YORK 

New York, New York 

cys- (L d 

Y PHILLIPS tk KONIGSBERG 
orneys for plaintiff(s) 

800 Third Avenue, 1 31h Floor 
New York, Ncw York 10022 
(2 12) 605-6200 

Attorney for Defendant 
INGERSOLL lWND CO 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-1 
Mmasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LlTIGATION 

NYCAL 

WILLIAM JOSEPH GOFWAM and FRANCIS 
GORHAM, 

Plaintiffs, 

-V.- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., including 
J.H. FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, 

Defendant(s). 

IndexNo.: 11-190081 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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 REFRACTOFUES COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

New York, NY 10036 
Attorneys for Plaintgs 
Paul Crane, et al. 
(212) 681-1575 

MALABY& BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
J. H. France Refractories Company 
(212) 791-0285 

NOV 1020114 
. I  

SO ORDERED, DATED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 

__ 
PAUL CRANE and ARLENE CRANE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-V.- 

CRANE CO., et a],, including 
J.H. FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, 

Defendant( s). 

Index No.: 11-190082 

NO QPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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 REFRACTORXES COMPANY, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant J.H. 

FRANCE REFRACTORIES COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
Attorneys for Plaintfls 
Paul Crane, et al. 

MALABY& B R A D L a ,  LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
J H. France Repactories Company 

(212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 



I 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

CRANE CO., et al.; 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMmY JUDGEMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I Defendants. 
X ----__I_____--------_r__________________------------------------------- 

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 
/ ) O J C -  bG(.2,2011 

_ -  - -  - 

BELLUCK & FOX LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

Attoraeys for Defendant 
Yuba Heat Transfer, Division of Connell- 
Partnership Limited 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 535-5433 
Our File No.: ESZ 02030 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

N W  1 0  2011 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK STATE 

X I.A.S. Part 30 _1____""_1___________--I---------------------------------------------- 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

In Re: NEWYORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X r-___-_-__r__"_l"_l__1__1_1_____________----------------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 

MARY STILLITANO, MOTION AND ORDER 
As Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of JOHN STILLITANO, and 
MARY STILLITANO, Individually, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, HARCO LABORATORIES, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 

A B R A M S ~ R E L I C K ,  FRIEDMAN & 
JACOBSONSON, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
HARCO LABORATORIES 
One Battery Park Plaza - 4" Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

SO ORDERED: h 
Honorable ShkFy Klein Heitler 





SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: Index No,: 190104/3 1 

MJNAS GEORGQPOULOS, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEM$ CORPQFUTION, PS 

Y U C C ~ S S O ~  by merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc,, ct al. 

Defendants. 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition therea, 

ORDERED, that upan notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant JNGERSOLLRAND COMPANY, be and the same WE hereby dismissed w i t h i v e  

and without costs. 

Dated: NOvmber 2,2611 
New Yor New York 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq, / 
BRAATEN & PASCARELLY~LLC 

* 
LEVY PI~IILLPS & KQNIGSBERG 
Attorneys for plaintiffs 
800 Third Avenue: 13 Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 12) 605-6200 

Attorney for Defendant 
INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 
Manasquanl New Jersey 08736 

iYj 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190104/11 

MINAS GEORGOPOULOS, 

Plain tiff, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AMD 
OWER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
successor by merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc,, et al, 

Defendants. 

judgment in the above-encitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissin6 

plaintiff 5 complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

OWERED, that upon notice t~ all co-defendants, all claims and CI'OSS claims against defendant 

RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, be and the sanie are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: hlDv?.f&@ ;2, zDr I 
New York, Now York 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG 
Attorneys for plairrliff(s) 
800 Third Avenue, 13'" Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
(2 12) 605-6200 

F I L E D  3 1  \ 

& Lisa M. Pascarella, 

Attorney for Defendant 
RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY 
2430 Route 34, Suite A- I8 
Manasqum, NJ 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDEIIED, NOV 1 0 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WALTER D. GUTHRlE and LONA GUTHRIE, NYCAL 
Index No: 1901 14/20 1 1 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff, 

V. SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 
x -c 

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 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

HILLIPS LYTLE LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
3400 HSBC Center 
ButTalo, New York 14203 NOV 2 3 2f11' 1 I 

Doc II 01-2481856.1 



'' 
.. 

.. . . .. .. 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 19014611 1 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
_._ . . _._ __ _ __ . __ - _ . .. . _ . _ . 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for befendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

Weitz & Luxenberg I 013 1 I 1 I CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

NewYork,N Y r 100 
(212)313-365;r P L E D ~ 

SO ORDERED, 
Won. Sherry Klein-Heitler 

NOV 2 3 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS O F R W  
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

%is Document Relates to: 
4 

FRANK DeROGATIS and EMILY DeROGATIS, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

3M COMPANY, 
flWa Mlnneaota Mining and Manufacturing Go., et al, 

Dafendan t(s). 

Index No.: 190150/11 

NO OPPOSJTION SUMMARY 
JUDMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

---r--+-++-----rrrr*---r-3-------r-,*,--"---*--~-----.--------------"~~"- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, GENERAL CmLE CORPORATION, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, GENERAL CABLE CORPOR4TIQN, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to dl co-defendants, all cl&ims and cross claims against 

dcfendant, GENERAL CABLE CORPORATION, bo and the same me hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: ~ ~ v ~ b @ ~  2, a1 I 
New York, New York @)V 2 3 2011 

b 
Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
GENERAL CABLE? CORPORATION 
2430 RCJU~C 34 

Levy Phillips & Kanigsberg 
Attorneys far P1ahtiff 6) s 
800 Third Avenuc, 13 Floor 
New York, New York 10022 - . - - -  - . 
(212) 605-6200 

SO ORDERED, 

Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

1-1 



-against- 
Plaintifixs), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, XNC. (hereinafter "GARDNER 

DENVER"), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-enfitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice t a w  and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant - 
GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendar&s, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs to either party. lqLED 1 

i I 2 3  2~1t 
I Dated: New York, New York #/ z q , 2 0 1 1  

I Grace E. Jang, gsq. v 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER 
& MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York IO032 
(2 12)558-5500 I New York, New York 10022 

., 1-7500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HARRY ADLER, JR. 

Index No. 190181/1 I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
WITHOUT PREJUDICE 

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 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CBS Corporation without prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CBS Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without 

costs. 

~ y ---,- 

Charles Fe-q. RKlg A i  
WETTZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant CBS Corporation, a 
Delaware Corporation, f k / a  Viacom Inc., 
successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a 
Pennsylvania Corporation, f / k a  We ing 
Electric Corporation 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 

seQ F \LE (212) 558-5500 

Nqw York, New York 10038 NQV 2 3 2011 

GQaNnNEw yo* 

(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 1 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler Dated: NOV 020 11 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT N. WEXLER and BETSY WEXLER, 
Index No. 190223/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BORG-WARNER CORPORATION, n/k/a BURNS 
INTERNATIONAL SERVICES CORPORATIONl hereby requests summary judgment in the 
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 
complaint against defendant, BORG-WARNER CORPORATION, n/Wa 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 

r" 

I f  
Attohys for Plaiztiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

- 
Nofie1 Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 

nikla BURNS INTERNATIOfdAL 
SERVICES 
CORPORATION Marshall, Dennehey, 
Warner, Coleman & Goggin 

BORG-WARNER CORPORATION, 

SO ORDERED, 

NQV 2 3 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YOFX CITY 
X _---_--___I_____________________________- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190252/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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 32 12, 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. 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
SIEMENS INDUSTRY PNC, 
150 East 42”d Street 
New York, New Yorlq@)fi 
Our File No. 00965.00 9 

New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 19026211 1 

ROBERTO ROMAN, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEE-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: A/&/% 1 ,2011 
New York, New York 

OFF\GE 
&?K 

GouNT;EU YORK 
& LUXENBERG, P.C. EGAL McCAM 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHMEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
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 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERTO ROMAN AND TRUDY ROMAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS COW., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190262/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, hc. ,  hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 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: ew York, ew York 
FOIL r ,2011 

* 

Roberto goman and Trudy 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10d03 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

t 

N(Jv 2 3 20’’ 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, f 

2082-1 1942 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERTO ROMAN and TRUDY ROMAN 
Index No. 190262/1 I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kamco Supply Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Kamco Supply 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 Kamco Supply Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Kamco Supply Corp. 
Mars hall, Den ne hey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

; Index No.: 1902621 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERTO ROMAN AND TRUDY ROMAN, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS COW., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, ew York .NoV\ r ,2011 

/A- b(,PP, \ -  

Carol Ternpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 

Attorney for Plaintiff; 
Roberto Roman and Trudy Roman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway F I L E D  .1 New York, New York 10003 ! \  

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 4 NOV 2 3 2011 

NLW YORK 
COUNT)' Cl T-RKS OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

NoVl ozo,, 2571-1457 



SUPREiME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No,: 190262/11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERTO ROMAN AND TRUDY ROMAN, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS COW., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York klfi!/, / ,2011 

&- A n ,  
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Roberto Roman and Trudy Roman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New 
700 Broadway * 

(212) 558-5500 

NOV 2 3 2011 
so ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

2383-0001 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 190262/11 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERTO ROMAN AND TRUDY ROMAN, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS COW., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York &g I ,2011 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Roberto Roman and Trudy Roman 
WHTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 
i 

NOV 2 3 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

0 2011 1235-23697 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

! I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190262/11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERTO ROMAN AND TRUDY ROMAN, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS COW., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York bov I ,2011 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Roberto Roman and Trudy 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 uov 2 3 2011 

1122-24043 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 (Heitler, J.) 

*1 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERTO ROMAN 

Index No. 190262/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
WITHOUT PRlEJUDICE 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, W a  Viacom Inc., 

successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania Corporation, fMa Westinghouse 

Electric Corporation (hereinafter "CBS Corporation") hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CBS Corporation without prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CBS Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant CBS Corporation, a 
Delaware Corporution, f/wa Viacorn Inc., 
successor by merger to 
Pennsylvania Corporation, 
Electric Corporation 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 NQl 
(212) 791-0285 
I- 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



Index No.: 190319/11 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et. al,. 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter "GARDNER 

DENVER"), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs to either party. 

Dated: N w Y k, New York h\el ,2011 
fl- 

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tomachukwu N. Acholonu, Esq.' 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER 
& MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE NEW YOFX COUNTY 
X NYCAL ___-_-_-_-____l-___rr____________l______--------~---------~~---- 

I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 
RUSSELL J. FOlRlEMAN and DOROTHY 

Index No. 11-190353 
NO OPPOSITION 

H. FOREMAN 

-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
ET AL 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants LOCKHEED MARTIN CORPORATION. hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, 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 crow claims against 

defendants LOCKHEED MARTIN CORPORATION be and the same hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York of CLERKS October 22 ,201 1 coued-7;E* YORK 

Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman, 
and Goggin 
425 Eagle Rock Ave., Suite 302 

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC 
360 Lexington Avenue 
20th Floor 

~~~~ New York, NY 100 R o s e l z  , 

Attorney far Defendant 
ON HODRINS , ESQ ARTHUR D. BROMBERG, ESQ. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffts) 

Won. Sherry Klein Heitler J.S.C. NOV 1 0 2011 



OCT. 2 5 ,  2 0  1 1  1 : 26PM NO. 9082 P. 3 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YON< 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

M RE NEW Y O U  CITY 
x --"-----.--.-"---.-.--.""-"--"--.-------~ 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

index No: 190353/1 I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

x -.-.---.I-- ..-..-----..-~-...-----.--.... 
This Document Relates To: 

Russell J .  Foreman and Dorothy H. Foreman NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X .-...--- 11.~..-....1-"-~.---.---"~-".-.-- 

WHEREFORE, defendant MCCAULEY PROPELLER SYSTEMS hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, 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 
dofondant MCCAULEY PROPELLER SYSTEMS be and the same arc hereby dismissed 
without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: s.5 g c.2 2 \*L 2 J I 

WILSON, ELSER MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
MCCAULEY PROPELLER 
SYSTEMS 
150 East 42"d Street 
Now York, New York 10017 

FileNo.: 13102.00013 

Early Ludwlck Sweeney & Strauss LLC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Ave., 20"' F1. 
New York, New York 10009 

2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D ,  
NQV 2 3 2011 

1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

4794706~. 1 NQV 1 0 2011 



OCT. 25 .  2 0 1  1 1 : 25PM NO, 9 0 8 2  P q  2 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Russoll J, Foreman and Dorothy 14. Foreman NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant THE BOEmG COMPANY (Individually and as Successor 
to MCDONNELL DOUGLAS CORP, AND CONSOLIDATED AIRCURT 
CORPORATION) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled CBSB, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
THE BOElNG COMPANY (Ihdividually and as Successor to MCDONNELL DOUGLAS 
CORP. AND CONSOLIDATED AIRCMPT CORPORATION), without prejudice, and 
there being no opposition thereto, 

OWERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and Gross claims against 
defendant THE BOEING COMPANY (Individually aild as Succcssor to MCDONNELL 
DOUGLAS CORP. AND CON3OLIDATED AIRCRAFT CORPORATION), be and the 
same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

n 

Hodrinsky, E$ 
Ludwick Sweeney & Straw LLC 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
36Q Lexington Ave., 20'h F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
THE BOEING COMPANY 
I50 East 42"' Sweet 
Now Yotk, New York 100 7 

21 2-490-3000 (1 E 0 ; ' >  .: 07040,0002 

4794695v.l 

NOV 1 0  20ltr 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ___----_l______l_ll-_------------------I- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190353A 1 

Russell J. Foreman and Dorothy H. Foreman 

c 

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 
32 12, 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. 

J 1 n Hodrinsky, 
Early L u d w i c k F y  & Straw LLC 
Attorney for P aintiff 
360 Lexington Ave., 20fh F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

so ORDERED, 

h. &>FA- 
C. 'Marco, Esq. 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
NORTH AMERICAN 
AVIATION, INC. 
150 East 42"d Street i 

New York, New York 100 17 :, 
2 12-490-3000 
File No.: 0 7 0 p 0 9 3 L  E 

--------I- 

4795098~. I N O V  Io 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SALVATORE LIPARI 

Index No. 19036911 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
WITHOUT PREJUDICE 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, flWa Viacom Inc., 

successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania Corporation, flWa Westinghouse 

Electric Corporation (hereinafter "CBS Corporation") hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

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. 

'i -- ----- 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintzfl 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant CBS Corporation, a 
Delaware Corporation, f/wa Viacom Inc., 
successor by merger to CBS 
Pennsylvania Corporation, f/wa 
Electric Corporation 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 



-- 
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 YORTS 

ROBERT MARCHESONA and RITA MARCHESONA, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 
Index No.: 190376-1 1 

vs . 

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 32 12, 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: Ncw Yo&, New York 
October 6 ,201 1 ,2011 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP DAMON MOREY LLP 

i. 

%van Belasky Peter S .  Marlette 
Attorneys for Plaintifs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4t Floor 
New York NY 10036 

Attorneys for Defendant, N u t i p  \u&& 
Purts Association 
The Avant Building, Suite 1200 
200 Delaware Avenue 

ff 

uffalo NY 14202-2150 

NOV 10 2011 SO ORDERED: 



EIECEIVED 

Plain tiffs, 

- against- 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., 
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., 
et al., 

Defendants. 
X r--__---l------ll--_______l________l____-------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., 

(hereinafter “ELECTROLUX”), hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, ELECTROLUX, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

claims against defendant, ELECTROLUX, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross - 
CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ. 
Hodges Walsh Slater LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., 
55 Church Street, Suite 21 1 
White Plains. NY 10601 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4‘h FI 
New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

Tel: 914-385-6000 ‘ 2  

Fax: 914-385-60$ \ L E 
J.S.C. 



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, 

vs . 

GENUINE PARTS COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 
Index NO.: 190376-1 I 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Genuine Parts Company hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against 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 
October a, 201 1 

Dated: Buffalo, Ne York 4 ,2011 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP DAMON MOREY LLP 
*,, "* " 

NewYork NY 10036 

n 

Peter S. Marlette 
Attorneys for Defendant, Genuine 
Company 
The Avant Building, Suite 1200 
200 Delaware Avenue 
Buffalo NY 14202-2 1 5 0 

SO ORDERED: 20 11 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 190376/1 I 

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 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 
complaint against defendant, BorgWarner Corporation by its successor in 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-Warnel 
Morse TEC Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

DATED: r \  / I  ,2011 

/’  

Atto“meys for Plaintiff 

Attbrneys for Defendant 
BorgWarner Corporation by its 
successor in interest to Borg-Warner 
Morse TEC Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

I- Coleman & Goggin 
888 V e t e r a r $ v l r g ; p w  
Hauppauge Y 1 

Belluck & Fox LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue - 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 2 3  20” 



Plaintiffs, Index No: 190376/11 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dean Pump Division hereby requests sknmary 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 
/ /  .. 2-/I 

- 
dyan Belasky, Esq. 
BELLUCK & FOX LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

Attorneys for Defendant Dean Pump Division 
One HSBC Center, Suite 3400 
Buffalo, New York 14203 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry- * ler, J.S.C. 

Dm # 01-2526007.1 



ROBERT MARCHESONA and RITA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
MARCHESONA, JUDGMENT AND ORDER ON 

BEHALF OF FORD MOTOR 
Plaintiff(s), : COMPANY 

- against - 
Index No.: 190376111 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

Defendant(s). 

WHEREFOFUI, 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, 

ORDEMD, 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 

./- 

ByfBryan Belasky, Esq. 
BELLUCK & FOX, LLI' 
Counsel for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4* Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
T: 212-681-1575 
F: 212-681-1574 

SO ORDERED: 
HON. 

{ 0 1055574.DOC } 
1023 147v. I 

AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 
DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
FORD MOTOR COMPANY 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, 

Y 

T: 212-593 
F: 212-593 

HEITLER SHERRY K L E ~ ~  

//By: Justin M. Kasmir, Esq. 

New Fork I F 6 1  E c) 
-670Q' i ' 
-6970 



-against- 

* .* 

Index No. 190376/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al,, 
Including MAREMONT CORPORATION, 

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 Mamnont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Mamnont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, ew York 
I !  ,.k ,2011 

New York 10019 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.- 
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DORSEY MORGAN 

._ 
Index No. 190379/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
WITHOUT PREJUDICE 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, fMa Viacorn Inc., 

successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania Corporation, flWa Westinghouse 

Electric Corporation (hereinafter "CBS Corporation") hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CBS Corporation 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. Sherry Klein Heitler 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant CBS Corporation, a 
Delaware Corporation, f/Wa Viacorn Inc., 
successor by merger to CBS Corporation, 
Pennsylvania Corporation, f/k/a p b & e E  D 
Electric Corporation 

New York, New York 10038 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 NOV 2 3  ZB'' 

f22-2) 791-0285 

Dated: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1- 

lNRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN HOLLIS 

'- 

Index No. 190385/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
WITHOUT PFWJUDICE 

_ _  
WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, fMa Viacom Inc., 

successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, fMa Westinghouse 

Electric Corporation (hereinafter "CBS Corporation") hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CBS Corporation without prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CBS Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
q ,2011 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Rula Alzadon%loor, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant CBS Corporation, a 
Delaware Corporation, YVa Viacom Inc., 
successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a 
Pennsylvania Corporation, f/wa Westing o e 

Electric 150 Broadway, Corporation Suite 600 
F'I'tEQ 

New York, New York 10038 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- -  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH SANDER 

_ _  
Index No. 190391/1 I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY ,JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
WITHOUT PlZF,JUDICE 

'X -~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, fMa Viacom Inc., 

successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania Corporation, fMa Westinghouse 

Electric Corporation (hereinafter "CBS Corporation") hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

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 

A I 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

dula Alzadck Moor, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant CBS Corporation, a 
Delaware Corporation, Yk/a Viacom Inc., 
S U C C ~ S S O ~  by merger to CBS Co or ti 
Pennsylvania Corporation, f/ 4egiKiE 
Electric Corporation 

Q 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 NfJV 2 3  "kt' 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 


