
ANNEDON 111912010 

Plaintiff( s), 

"against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 029795/92, 
134010/93 & 12191 1/02 

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 W O W S  

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

~ " 

BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floor. 
New York, New York 1OOfjW 

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

SO ORDERED,,- NEV - 8 2010 

H fq 1 y /  '[<Jj"?){ 

L K T  25 2010 **?, 

(;Qu pm $2 K'$ cj FF; tsg:' 

-,..A- 

* ;  ,~ : + I)ATED:--B 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 029795/92, 
134010/93 & 12191 1/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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 

5321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

7;''. -.I-_ ~ 

Su ix e M. Hdbardier, Esq. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor. w.*i 

New York, New York l00@6 

B A E Y ,  MCTIERNAN & MOORE 

180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 1003 8 
(212) 558-5500 

(212) 313-3600 

!\lOV - 8 2010 

;>j E\,$J yJq<, 
/~~~~~~~~ Gzm2.jy$ cj?y!f,>$F 

U L 7  25 2010 "%, 

: 7nATEn&-.=L= 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
BERNARD SIKKAS; j Index No.: 121939/97 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., ET AL. : NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, 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 
////3//0 , 2010 

t w. 'm cl? crc 1 Ffiuddl- 
k7- kR 

Peerless Industries, Inc., Bernard Sikkas i, 1 L 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 

LEWJS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
199 Water Street, Suite 2500 
New York, New York 10038-3516 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.c.6 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

RLIV - 8 2010 
N "ZV y*:,"> K 

1863-19701 

4826-0085-0182.1 



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

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

i Index No.: 10048W98, 117710/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOYCE CLEGHORN, Individually and as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of WALTER L. 
CLEGHORN, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

De fendant s . 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, 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, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\e 1 \ -  ,2010 

Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Joyce Cleghorn and 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003N0v - 8 2olQ 
(212) 558-5500 

Y m b  s OFFlM 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

122-694 

8 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

OL' I 2 5 20 10 SW-DATED: -1. 



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

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

i Index No.: 122431/99, 103381/98 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALVIE DEGROAT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, 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, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
\-!,e ,2010 

Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Alvie Degroat 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 cy -" :'I 2g50 

SO ORDERED, 

7 2 2 - 14 3 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
JOHN PETRONE; j Index No.: 104095/98 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C. & S,, I'NC., ETAL. : NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, 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, 

ORDEED, 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 
' W ' W O  .2010 

L 

1863- 19290 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., JOHN PETRONE 
LEWIS BRISBOKS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP  WE^ & LUXENBERG, P.Cp 
199 Water Street, Suite 2500 700 Broadway r 
(212) 232-1300 \ 4 J  

SO ORDERED, OFF\* 

New York, New York 10038-3516 New York, New York 10003 
>P'd 

4826-0085-0 182. I 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X __________________-________________I__ 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 106275/98 
ANTHONY CATALINA 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 
X _-_____------------__-------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summar 

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

and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint agains 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being n 

opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed wit 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
Anthony C a t a l i n a  B u r n  ham L LC 
700 Broadway, G t h  Floor 
New York, New Y o r k  10003 Brooklyn, New Y o r k  

177 Montague Street G&L E 
Our File No. : 

212-558-5500 ( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 
11084-221N30v - 8 2010 

, , "  , %,<.,--kTY4\< 
, . * . ;  , I  V ' % < t  
3 .  

SO ORDERED: Gi-ERKG c 

Hon. S h e r r y  K. Heitler 



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

Index No.: 11 1043/98 
1 10973199 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TTSHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs ! 
complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

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

thereto, 

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

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

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

AIIMUTY, DEMERS & Mc 
:orneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 - $ 20lQ CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & b:TJV 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 T.U. Willets Road , <F%." I .i(-j+W 

bertson, New York 1 1507T.UN d .;:,kk.5AKs OFF'& 

OCT 252011 
SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM SELMI, JR., Personal Representative 
for the Estate of JULIUS P. NOSEWICZ and 
MAUREEN KONCHAR, Executrix for the Estate 
of HELEN M. NOSEWICZ, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 11 1486/98, 122602199 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, 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, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

i -3y 6 ,E; -* 
2 ti@#& & LiJ 

Dated: New ork, New York 
,+0 ,2010 

Matthew T. Fairley,%sq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Xnc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Julius P. Nosewicz and Helen M. Nosewicz 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

OCr 122-946 
-DATE& 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAY E3INGm arid SHIRLEY F. EBINGER, 
; Index No.: 10091 8/08, 108708/01, 

122481/99,11853U98 

Plaintiffs, 
1 NO OPPOSITION 

-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

. A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: NEW Y 
~ q ~ ~ y ~ r k  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Jay Ebinger and Shirley F. Ebinger 

700 Broadway 
New Yo& New York 4 0 

M c G r n ~  & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBElZO, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

r i  ; 4M 
k\rJ$ i 

p$T 4 
,&"$$) ofZ 1235-22518 



SF 'PREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
i I ) I  INTY OF NEW YORK 
b t  I<E: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

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

I I F IYDOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 100489/99 

I I iiIMAS J. MCCANN, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

11* { '. & S., INC., et ul. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

1 above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

I J k f;i' complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

! m e  being no opposition thereto, 

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

d a n t ,  Avocet Enterprises, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

I t l .  New ork, New York 
lb](2- ,2010 

a y QII m y  for Defendant 
\ 1 z I i Enterprises, Inc. 

C xiVNEY & QUGER, P.C. 
h i, {road Street-Suite 2300 
.I(. C? York, New York 10004 

p 1- I2) 509-3456 

NrJV - 8 2010 

\T Frank M. Ortiz, Esq, 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs *.* 

(212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry d e i n  Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STA'I'E OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN KE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAI, 

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

j Index No.: 100490/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROL ANN MCCARTHY, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of EUGENE G. 
MCCARTHY, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, 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, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

+* I. 

I I .d 
. I  

\3 1 2 .  ,2010 

torney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Carol Ann McCarthy and Eugene G. McCarthy 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 

-- 
- - I 2 5 2 0 1 ~ : ~  k 

SKH - DATEB, W.. 
722-2)153 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATlON 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

IGNATIUS NOTARO and IDA NOTARO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 10 1 027/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, 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, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York \-e,- ,2010 

Matthew T. Fair leHsq.  
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 

Frank M, Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ignatius Notaro and Ida Not *I--- 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. $ @ 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 @ $$<5 
P" 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway @ 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 q(y?+ ofp\c" * 

n 

SO ORDERED, 



! 

S U P ~ M E  couw OF THE STATE OF NEW YON 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY \ NYCAL 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
RICHARD A. PAIGE, i Index No.: 101176/99 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., ETAL. ; NO OPPOSITION 
\ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. i MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc, , hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
IWZl1~ ,2010 

(0 P=-= k l .  
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBO~S BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Richard A. Paige., 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 

--. 
SO ORDERED, 4 

Hon. Sherryylein Heitler 

1863-2 1598 

4833-9412-1222.1 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
RICHARD A. PAIGE, j Index No.: 101176199 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., ET AL, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summw judgment in 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
I d ? / V / d  ,2010 

I 
m:Lbuf F w / / ,  

&f-- k .4  
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
199 Water Street, Suite 2500 
New York, New York 10038-35 16 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Richard A. Paige., 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

? 1: 700 Broadway 
New York, New York lOO@s C *,w 

N ~ \ ~  - 8 ZQ1Q 

b 4 *  (212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1863-2 1598 



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

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

Index No.: 10 1 196/99 

MICHAEL PALUMBO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

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

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 1 1507 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

( 5  16) 294-54.33 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. S h K K k M  Heitler 



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

Index No.: 101610/99 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without gosts. wu 
&! %"<:cry C A W  

, ,+ % 
I: 

' ' J  - 8 21310 

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

TY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
orneys for Defendant 

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

York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT25 20111 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

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

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 1.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 1 1507 

&6) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



From: FAXmaker To: Golriz Shoai-Naini Page: 3 2  Date: 1011 81201 0 5:40:04 PM 

ANNE RIGGINS, Individually, and BS the Personal : Index No. 10 1624/99 
Representative for the Estate of JAMES RIGGINS : 
SR., 

: NO oYPosIr~oN 
: SUMMARYS[JDGMF,NT 
: MOTIONANDO RDER Plaintiffs, 

: Hon. Sherry Klein HeitI&, 
: lASPart30 . 

-against- 

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

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear: Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Can& Inc. with prejudice, and there being 110 opposition 
thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne Yo. New Yo& L$b 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goadyear Tire & Rubber 

BY 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 Y C J ~ ~ ~  

OFFIG (21 2) ssx-ssoo (212) 302-2400 C;EBKS 
New York, New York 10018 

P&UN"Ty 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

http://www.gfi.corn


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

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

j Index No,: 1023 17/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES W. CLOBRIDGE and BETTY 
CLOBRIDGE, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
[ MOTION AND ORDER 

PI ainti ffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, 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, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Charles W. Clobridge and Be 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SKH - DATED -y~-a 
3 722-2161 



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

Index No.: 102947/99 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

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

Dated: New Yo k New York 
, 20 10 ,# 1 j c  / 7  

N[?\/ - 8 2010 

$1 i: L'gi h,Q 3 44 
n CLERKS OFF1CF* 

. 

ttomeys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

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

516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

t: ~ G ~ Z S ~ * I  % +  



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

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

Index No.: 103285/99 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISI-IMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

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

F \  $ 

rTl- 
" 4  %', 

ON STRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 1 1507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, b l 2 S 2 0 1 0  



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

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

Index No.: 103362199 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
. \ $4 

a" 

FRANK ORTIZ 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. * I  

CORPORATION7 as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

(516) 294-5433 
rtson, New York 1 1507 

Uc"r25201# SO ORDERED, 
Won. Sherry Klez Heitler 

b l  ; ! - fIh"TED:*L=== 



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

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION7 as Successor in Interest 

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

thereto, 

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

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

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are h 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

w York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

This Document Relates to: 
Index No.: 103833/99 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the 

Dated: New York New York (-&i&s ,2010 - p*nl'48/ Q m ,  5 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

lbertson, New York 1 1507 
16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

Index No.: 104569199 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an 

S & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

X ____________1______1_1__1______1________----------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

By: By: 

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street $3 2010 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 8 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

(2 12) 302-2400 



Plaintiff(s), 

"against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 104743/99 

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 

$321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and thcre 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. 
W&r- f 

" A.. .. . - 
Suzanne albzrdier, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENHEKG, P.C. BARRY, TIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway FULTON BOILER WORKS 
New York, New York 1003 2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 

Ne&o;y; York lOOw 

~ F-Ion. Sherry K e' -I-leitler 

(212) 558-5500 

h!nv - 8 2010 so ORDERED, ... 

r,,f*-,', i , I & ' , '  -' , \ k,. / I  v , ,.?iK 
CQUNTF' CLE:RK'S OFnCE! 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudi 

Dated: New York, New York 

IZ p* * , * P  / fi/*L, 'Y 

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

ttorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

SO ORDERED, 



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

Index No.: 105620199 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

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

Dated: New York New York 
l o  14 ,2010 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TI SHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 1 1507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

c UArED! 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

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

4 i + *  1 ’ )  

orneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 1 1507 

6) 294-5433 
OCT 2 5 20.~1 SO ORDERED, 



1 
SOPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  

.. COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

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

This Document relates to: 
j Index Nos. 107924/99,125 135100 

FRANCES HOLCOMB, INDIVIDUALLY & AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF ALYN E. 
HOLCOMB, 

Plaintiff, j NO OPPOSITION 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., Individually and as Successor in 

Interest to Peerless Heater Company, and improperly and allegedly sued herein as “Peerless Heater 

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

and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., 

individually, and improperly sued as “PEERLESS HEATER 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 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 

d *h“: 

i@ 
8 2aa 

(-JFFi&* ,(--p$+ 
v - I  r*\ @S 

\oJ .-” 

Ntty 

Megan E. Kriustein, Esq. rpwt - 

,4/r 2010 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York. New York 10005 

FRANCES HOLCOMB, INDIVIDUALLY & AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF ALYN E. HOLCOMB, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway . .  

(212) 232-i300 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

4824-0260-1735.1 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

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

Dated: New Y k New York 
\JJi ,2010 

MUTY, DEMERS & 
ttorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

Ibertson, New York 11 507 
16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

This Document Relates to: 
Index No.: 110122199 

CEDRIC P. VOTRA 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: JULY 2010 FIFO _l_____-r---------____________f_________-----------""------------------- 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN R 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Dated: New Y k New York 
,2010 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

U 

WHMUTY, DEMERS & MCMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway TTSHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

OCT25 2010 
SO ORDERED, 

'i 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LTTIGATION 
X _____I-_------------________________l_fr----------------~*"------------- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X (Heitler, S) ----_____---______-__lrl________________------~~~*~~~--------------~---- 

This Document Relates to: 
Index No.: 1 1 1043/98 

1 10973/99 

JOSEPH J. TOMAKA 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: JULY 2010 FIFO _lllll-r------------_________________111----------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

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

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. MANUS, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs g q J h -  
700 Broadway SHMAN CONSTRUCTTO?@ 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
-A-lbertson, New York 11 507c7zJt.18,1 ; v ;:;\>,ci 
( 5  16) 294-5433 

- 8 2910 

,-'r,ig;s OF& 
, ~ , ,  I, ,;;%> 

, I., t ?M " ,,, I,, , ., 

QCT 2 3 2 q  SO ORDERED, 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
DONALD H. SAWYER; j Index No. : 11 1 152199 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., ET AL, ; NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
W/V@ .2010 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BlSGAARD & SMITH LLP 
199 Water Street, Suite 2500 
New York, New York 10038-3516 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
DONALD H. SAWYER; 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, New Y ork 10003 

”. I 

$j\Q 
I 

(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 \ r J (  

SO ORDERED, 

1863-15205 f’f F-’ T 2 5 2omi: 
SKH - DATED:= k 



RICHARD STACHELEK 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JCTDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: JULY 2010 FIFO ........................................................................ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 
I 

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

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

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

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

rtson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE7 defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION COWORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

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

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

700 Broadway TISHMANCONSTRUCTION I ' Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant r; 'Eo10 

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in I \  v<*; r l<  
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & F:: 4 '  OW\L' 
CONSTRUCTION CO., I N C t ~ U ! 4 n  

n, New York 1 1507 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOYCE CLEGHORN, Individually and as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of WALTER L. 
CLEGHORN, / NO OPPOSITION 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, 5.) 

[ Index No.: 100488/98, 117710/99 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary Jugrnent 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, 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, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1- 1 \ -  ,2010 

Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Joyce Cleghorn and Wdter L. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003\4cq - 8 ZOlD 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. wEITZ&LUXENBERG,PYC f hs &=w 

NE%,/d y k 3 3 Y k  
Fq' p: ~~~~~ T;BuHn G L 3  bp-l 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

122-694 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS *ro: 
I I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, 5.) 

I Index No.: 120247199 
IUYMOND BEERHALTER and VIRaTNIA D. I 
BEERHALTER, 8 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i s-y JUDGMENT 

-against- 
I 

A. C. & S., INC., etul. 
# 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE9 defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Raymond Beerhalter and Virginia D. Beerhalter 
W E m  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Q I *  
MCGIVNEY & K-LUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

- o m a  
SO ORDEMD, NEW Yaw 

F3cquN’1cy e R K 3  



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ! 1.A.S; Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

T H I S  D O C W N T  REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 120291D9 

JOHN G. MCGUTH, as Executor fox the Estate 
of PAMELA C. BRTSTOL and ARTHUR 
BRISTOL, Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

j S W Y  JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- ! 
i A. C. & S,, RK. ,  ef 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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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

without costs. 

Treadwell Corporation PamelaC. Bristol and A - -~ .- - 

New York, New York 10004 
@ M c G m  & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway ,0 
WmTZ & Ll,JxmBERG, P .C.T 

.I New York, New Ynrk 1 mn? 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCLJMENT REFERS TO: 

ROSEMARY KING, Individually and Executrix 
for the Estate of HARRY A. KING, 

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

i Index No.: 120328/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

i MOTION AND ORDEFt 
-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

WHEEFORE, 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, Tfiadw~ll Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

OFDERED, 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 casts. 

Frank M. Ofiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Rosemary King and Harry 
WHTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

700 Broadway 
NewYork,New York 10003 NJO\I - 8 2oIo 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
H W Y r n K  fws OF- 

SO ORDERED, aancprnclE 

1235aIM9 



SUPRJ2ME COURT OF TI-E STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O U  COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICE 0. EDGERTON, Individually and 
Exectrix for the Estate of RONALD G. 
EDGERTON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et a2- 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 120430/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

the above entitled cast, 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, i 

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

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

without: costs. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Yo& New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 IdOV - 8 2010 

New York, New York 10003 

b : ~ ~ ' ~ '  YCXK 
~]OUN 1 Y CXERK'S OFFIa SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES P. KENNEDY and THENSA E. 
DIVINE, Co-Executors for the Estate of JAMES T. 
KENNEDY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., eta]. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
LA.$. Part 30 
(Heider, J.) 

Index No.: 113954/03,120450/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J'UDGMIENT 
MOTIONAND ORDER 

WHERXFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests s m q  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, 

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporatiofi, be and the same 8t'e hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James T. Kennedy 
Wwn & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

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

I 700 Broadway gF \I 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 



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

Index No.: 120759/99 

NICHOLAS HERNANDEZ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

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

- 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, a 

Interest to TISHMA 
CONSTRUCTION CO., 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 1 1507 " 

f6)29 - 433 " .; **','A F& 
-+&5 0 \ q  &J 

SO ORDERED, ?' 6 I 2 5 
)LN SKH - DAmB---c" 



1 

I 
From: FAXmaker To: Thomas J Page: 212 Date: 1011812010 3:42:22 PM 

PlaintifEs. 

-againat - 

NYCAL 
Index No. 120810-99 

IAS Juatice: 
Hon. Sherry Klein 
Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUD- 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 
X - - f_____- - - - - - - -_______________________r - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC. hereby requests summary 

judgment i n  the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

/ and Rules Section 3212 I dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against 

ldefendant MACK TRUCKS, I N C .  with prejudice, and there being no 
i 
I 

oppooition there to ,  

t 
4 

ORDERED, t ha t  upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all claims and 
I I cross claims against defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC. be and the same are  

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c o s t s .  

nat ed ; MineoLa, New York 
h9i&//D 

_crc*”x--c 
/ #*<+e ,,.....*-y> r’ 

-__I*_ ,” 

Thomas J. Maimone, Esq. 
MAIMONE & ASSOCIATES, PLLC 

Attorneys .for P1.ainti .ff  At.torrneys for Defendant 
7 0 0  Broadway Mack Trucks ,  Inc.  
New York, New York 10003 170 Old Count 
( 2 1 b )  558-5996 Mineola, New 

(516 )  3 9 0 - 9 5 9  

SO ORDERED, 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: ht tp: /W.gf i .com 

http:/W.gfi.com


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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NORMA J. CARTER, hdividudly and as 
Executrix for the Estate of WILLIAM T. 
CARTER, i NO OPPOSITION 

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

j Index No.: 120820199 

j SUMMARY JulDGMlENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND O W E 8  

lagainst- 

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

! 

Defendants. : 

WEEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests sumtnary judgment in 

tlie 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. 

Treadwell dorporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLLJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Norma J. Carter and Willi 
 WE^ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 NOV - 8 2010 (212) 553-5500 

1235-19912 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
JOHN L. MATHIS; i Index No.: 122189/99,109431/00 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A. C. AND S., INC., ET AL. j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, 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, 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 
/3//2.//d .2010 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Tnc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
199 Water Street, Suite 2500 
New York, New York 10038-3 5 I 6 

John L. Mathis 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 Nov 8 20'o 
(212) 558-5500 

- * !  $ V h  
' .I 13; *I '* 

(212) 232-1300 
*.i-rA 1 \$ pt:FK& 

SO ORDERED, -*up$F' (-*I 

1863-19714 

4826-0085-01 82. I 



Plaintiff (81 
- aga ins t -  

LONG ISWXI POWER ~~~~~~~~~ hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant eo Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3 2 1 2 ,  

dismissing plaintiffs' camplaint: against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 



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: 
RONALD W. KLOPFER; j Index No.: 122341/99,106483/00 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A. C. AND S., INC., ET AL. ; NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summw judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
P//W/o ,2010 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BtSGAARD & SMITH LLP 
199 Water Street, Suite 2500 
New York, New York 10038-3516 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Ronald W. Klopfer 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 D (212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 8 2ovl 
Hon, Sherry Kleh  Heitler 

1863-7666 

4826-0085-0 182. I 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

'fI ITS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALVIE DEGROAT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 122431/99, 103381/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, 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, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
\+e ,2010 

Avocet Enterprises, Inc. Alvie Degroat 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212)558-550jG\/ - 8 'Eo10 

SO ORDERED, 

sKH DATED:,> 
722-743 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAY EBINGER and SHIRLEY F. EBINGER, 

Plaintiffs, 

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

i Index No.: 10091 8/08,108708/011 
122481199? 118532198 

i NO OPPOSITION 
-against- i SUMMARYJUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. [ I 
W€EREFOW, dcfcndant, 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 prdjudice and 

without cam I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Jay Ebinger and Shirley F. Ebinger 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 40 

M c G m y  & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERO, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5SO$_ &, 

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: 

WILLIAM SELMI, JR., Personal Representative 
for the Estate of JULIUS P. NOSEWICZ and 
MAUREEN KONCHAR, Executrix for the Estate 
of HELEN M. NOSEWICZ, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 11 1486/98, 122602/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, 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, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York \"T\cL ,2010 
1 

Matthew T. Fairley,%sq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Frank M, Ortiz, Esq, JL+ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs '*"*\ * 
Julius P. Nosewicz and Helen M. Nosewicz 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New rk ew York 

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

WEITZ * & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

n 

By: By: 
LoisKim F 1 E 0 

700 BroadGay 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York lOOl$av - 8 2010 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
i jLl 25  2010 



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

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

IndexNo.: 105281/00 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

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

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

Interest to TISHMAN R E A L ~ V ~ ?  
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

SO ORDERED, 

"\ * SKH - DAmB./ 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
RONALD W. KLOPFER; Index No.: 122341/99,106483/00 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A. C. AND S., NC.)  ET AL. ; NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 

Attorney for Defendit 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITE1 LLP 
199 Water Street, Suite 2500 
New York, New York 10038-3516 
(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Ronald W. Klopfer 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 %ykElll 

pa 
SO ORDERED, NO\/ 8 2w 

. - ' i f '  1 '4.' ()RK 
537K5j 0 F B ; l d  pi hG Y y. 

1863-7666 q{J td -p{  C1.G 1 

4824-0085-0182.1 SKH - DATED: 



TREODQRE C. RZCEYlRD and LILLIAN D, RICHARD, 

Plaintiff ( e )  , 
-against- 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary ~~~~~~~ i n  the 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant ~~~~~~~~ GRID with 
~ prejudice, and there being no opgosicicrn thereto, 

ORDERED, tha t  upon notice to a19 co-&efendants, a l l  claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and .the s%m@ are 

hereby disrniseed w i t h  prejudice and without costs. 



7 I 

DEFENDANT FORD MOTOR 
COMPANY'S NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

CASIMIR R. STASZAK AND SYLVIA 
STASZAK, 

Plaintiff(s), : AND ORDER 

-against- Index No.: 108845lOO 

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

Defendant(s). : 

X 1_____"-___I___--"--_lll________________----------------"--------- 

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

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

Dated: New York, New f i r \  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
T: 212-558-5500 
F: 212-344-5461 

8 0  ORTIERETI: +F 

By: Hilary S. Macklin, Esq. 
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 
DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
757 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 100 17 
T: 212-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 

{00903 148. 
91 9228v. I 



ORIGINAL 

-against- 

ACandS, INC., 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 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Maremont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Maremont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York A 

A / 

/ &  
WI 3TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaint$s 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

NOV - a 2010 

Peggy L. Pan, Esq. 
KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 19 
(2 12) 506- 1 700 . ,  

~. 

v- I Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
JOHN L. MATHIS; j Index No,: 122189/99,109431/00 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A. C. AND S., INC., ET AL. i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. ! MOTION AND OXCDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 
/+//d ,2010 

& s>.-o 
M-. f l r c I , w /  h v w e l t  

F-7. b(. 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
199 Water Street, Suite 2500 
New York, New York 1003 8-3 5 16 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
John L. Mathis 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 $ ZOIQ - 

I' 
(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 

.,..-It: ..,,,I' :$, . J " \:< 
I *'*,, '" pr#:, . .p*:"- '  

' ... , r " Y  ,\. ,k,? '" 
, ,;+. ", : 

A r-,,p :-:,, ' SO ORDERED, -pUF.4 \."< 

1863-19714 

4826-OO85-O 182.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ---l-_-_-_------t---___l_r_l__ll__l_____-------------------------------l 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X (Heitler, S) -“r”_____l_r-l”l-l--______1_____________-------------------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 
Index No.: 112478/00 

GERALD DORAN 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: JULY 2010 FIFO ........................................................................ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

thereto, 

I ~ 

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 

U t o r n e y s  for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION -.%an 

New York, NY 10003 CORP ORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

n 
;,“$wenK” V V  - 200 I.U. Willets Road 

Albertson, New York 11507 P&uH 



I. *nd;&Ci?(jpk) 
9/27/10 4 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. , 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York. NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
5-8228-00 



SUPREME COURT OF TJ3E STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

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

THIS DOCUMENT EFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 1 19390/00,125248/00 

ERNEST BELLITTI and MARE BELLITTI, I 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & WC., et 01.. 
, .  

Defendants. ' i 
WHEFU3FOREY defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgme'nt in the abme entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $3212, dismissing 

plainti&' complaint against defend'&, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEMD, that upon notice to a1.l codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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

without costs. 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGWY & k,UGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Ernest Bellitti and Marie Bellitti 
 WE^ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1003 

v \LED 
(212) 558-5500 8 ZQIQ NC\oV - T 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Elan. Sherry Klein Heitler 



c 

-against- 

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

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPm30 Defendants. 

TT 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

By: 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

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

By: 
Lawrence G. Lee 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 
(2 12) 302-2400 NO\( - 8 N O  

SO ORDERED: 

.pi"'* 2 5 203Q 
SKH - DATED> 



OCT 08 2010 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

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

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway ONSTRU CTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11 507 

6) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STAm OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEiW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOKK COUNTY i NYCAL 

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

TKIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CURTIS EDWARDS, 
Index No.: 113956/01,123817/00 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A, C, & S., INC., et nl. 
4 

Defendauts. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T~adwell Corporation, hercby requests summary judgment in 

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

' I  

M c G ~ Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WErn & LtJXlmBrnG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 8 IQlO (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 



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

i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index Nos. 107924/99,125135/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part30 

This Document relates to: 

FRANCES HOLCOMB, INDIVIDUALLY & AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF ALYN E. 
HOLCOMB, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

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

; NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., Individually and as Successor in 

Interest to Peerless Heater Company, and improperly and allegedly sued herein as “Peerless Heater 

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

and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, PEEIUESS INDUSTRIES, INC., 

individually, and improperly sued as “PEERLESS HEATER 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 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
!“,pk- 2010 

Megan E. Kriustein, Esq, 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAAKD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 

FRANCES HOLCOMB, INDIVIDUALLY & AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF ALYN E. HOLCOMB, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4824-0260-1 735 1 



SUPREME COURT OF TJ32 STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY . i NYCAL 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 119390/00,125248/00 

ERNEST BELLITTI and MANE BELLITTI, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPP~SITION 
-against- 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

judgrnent in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defend’mt, 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, Tishmau Liquidating Corp,, be and the same me hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, e Y rk -JcJ$i!\ b 
&52--+ I 

md(cL(  fed^^ 
Attorney or Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGWY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ernest Bellitti and Marie Bellitti 
WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

.r2g$g&-- 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 8 2010 NOV - 

pJ P ‘i (>,Y t i *  

r-.\$.,J L 
Nl- c- iFid&*i ’ 4 .  

SO ORDERED, T$ G\”.L Y 

Hon. Shew Klein Heitler pni \N 



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

IndexNo.: 125331/00 

EDWARD J. HAUCK 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JULY 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

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

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway ONSTRUCTION Nov - $ 2010 
New York, NY 10003 

Y DEMERS&Mc 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & ry;Ku;,~ VORK 

STRUCTION CO., INC+ki kN E ,( ;Lmk 
.U. Willets Road 

ertson, New York 1 1507 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



DAVID CURRIE 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: JULY 2010 FIFO -----_-____-1____11-----------------------------~~---------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

I 

~ 

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

thereto, 

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

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

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

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

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

TISHM~N CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Q 
$ 2MQ 

F'""- ,": % '  ' ,r-pkcP 
' &"K5 (, 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY 
CONSTRUCTION CO., 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 1 1507 

Fa\ 
) 294-5433 tJloq 

SO ORDERED, 

C'iCT 23 2010 - U N ~  
SKH - DATEB<>m ' 

1 



, TMckC(jpk) , 

911 41 10 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne Y rk, New York cOr"S-pl0 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 

New 4 Irving Yo D i  



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

IN RE: NYC ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No. 105483-01 

TAM1 NILSSON, as Executrix fo r  the 
Estate of SVEN ELOF NILSSON, and 
TAM1 NILSSON, Individually, 

X NYCAL 

X 

_ _ - - l - l _ _ - - - l l - l _ - - - _ I - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - " - - -  

---ll------_--------_l_______ll_______ 

IAS Justice: 
Plaintiffs, Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

"against - 
MACK TRUCKS, INC., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X _ _ - - - l - l - - - - r " " - - - - - - - " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC. hereby requests summary 

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

3nd Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

Aefendant MACK TRUCKS, INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

3pposition thereto, 

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

~ r o s s  claims against defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC. be and the same are 

iereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Iated: Mineola, New York 

MAIMONE & ASSOCIATES, 
Lttorneys for Plaintiff 
' 0 0  Broadway 
Jew York, New York 10003 
1212) 558-5996 

Attorneys for Def end&t 
Mack Trucks, Inc. 
170 Old Country Road, Suite 609 
Mineola, New York 11501 
(516) 3 9 0 -  



RICHARD CLOUGH 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JULY 2010 FIFO __________________________________________-____---"_-------------------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION7 as Successor in Interest 

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

thereto, 

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

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION7 as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
!$ a A*" *uJ 
5 LA i " !&J 

I(r14 - '3 "SI0 h -1 

> 

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

orneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., TNC, 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF WE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT FSFERS TO: 

CAROL DANN and JAMES HOOKER, as 
Personal Representatives for the Estate of EARL 
HOOKER, i NO OPPOSITION 

1 I.A.S. Part 30 
(€€eider, J.) 

Index No.: 106564/01 
4 

i 

i SUMIMAIRY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S,, INC., ef a!. 

Defendants. i - 

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

the above entitled w e ,  pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

being no OppQSitiOII thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Treadwell Corporation 
McGNNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Sheet-Suite 2300 
New Y ork, New 
(212) 509-3456 

York 10004 

SO ORDERED, 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Earl Hooker 

New York, New 
(212) 55s-5500 

Y ork 

-- . 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 106928/01 

FRA.NK CARWANA and ROSE CARWANA, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JCJDGMETW 

-against- / MOTION AND OmER 

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

Defendants. \ 
' 

WREFORE,  defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summaxy judgment in 

the above entided case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

W ~ r r z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 5 09-3456 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARGARET MARIE BFiRENGER, Individually 
and Executrix for the Estate of CHAXLES 
BERENGER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendmts. 
-_,. 

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

Index No.: 107025/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDEq 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

M c G m y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad StreetlSuite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New YO& 30003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
M R.E: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

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

i IndexNo.: 107295/01 
1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN C. LOBERTA and GLORIA IIAEFELIN, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMIENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

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 &here 

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. 

York 

BWm 

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

John C. Loberta and Gloria Haefelin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

NOV - 8 2010 

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



SUPREW COURT OF T€IE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OFNEW Y O M  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JEROME BROPHY, Individually and as Executor 
for the Estate of MARY BROPHY, 

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

Index No,: 107296/01 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION ANI, ORbER 
Plaintiffs, i s u m m y  

-against- I 

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

Defendants. i 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $3212, &missing plaintiffs’ 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Treadwell Corporation 

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

Jerome Bmphy and Mary Br 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 D 

MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 
- 8 2010 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Q C T 2 5  2010 
1235-173s 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANN HARDOBY, Individually and GREGORY 

Executrices for the Estate of GEORGE 
HARDOBY, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

; Index No.: 107297/01 
i 
1 NO OPPOSxnoN 

HAR.DOBY a d  DIANE RABW, a~ CO- 

MOTION AND OFIDER 
Plaintiffs, 

I 

-against- 

A. C. & S., MC., etal. ! 

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

OmERED, that upon notice to dl eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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

without costs. 

Dated: W p Y o r k  

‘ I  

TrdweH Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. . 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 700 Broadway c 8 2 0 ~ 0  New York, New York 10003 NOU 

OCT 2 5 2010 



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.) 

TWS DOCUMENT MFERS TO: I 
Index No,: 107298/01 

RUTH HOROWITZ, Individually and as Executrix i 
foithe Estate of ABMHAM HOROWITZ, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
: 

A. C. & S., INC., sf 01. 6 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requesr~ 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. 

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

WDTZ & LUXENBERC~, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Yark, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

SKH-DATED: 



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

. JNRE: NEW YOFXCOUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT DE ROSA, Individually and as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of FRANCES DE 
ROSA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NYCAL 

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

Index No.: 108007/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORJlER, 

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

the above entitled case, purmant 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-deferidants, all claims and cross claims against 

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

without costs. 

t ' - 

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

Albert De Rosa and Frances De 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORnERED, 

1235-659 

SKH-DATED ------ 



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

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

i hdex No.: 10801 1/01 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARIE TROTTA, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of EDWARD J. TROTTA, I 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2010 

Attorney for Defendant 
: A -  !!j 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway r $ IQ'Q 

* Treadwell Corporation 
M c G m  & KI;UGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
12 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

WErlz & LlJxm-EERO, P.C. 

New Yo&, Nsw York 10003 VGJ 

SO ORDEIIED, 
Hon. Srm 

1235-19424 



SUPREh4E COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN E: NEW YO= COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAY EBINGER and SHIRLEY F. EBNGER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

. A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, et 02. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
Weitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100918/08,10870S/01, 
122481/99,118532/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUIWmARUJUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

without costs. 

D W ; N e  Y q 7 5 y o r k  

M c G M Y  & KLUGER, P.C. WEIT2 & LUXENBERCi, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New Yo& New Yark 4 0 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

SALVATORE IFRAGAPANE, 
IndexNo.: 109204/01 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
i SuMlMARY JUDGlMENT 

-against- JVIOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., ZNC., 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 moss claims against 

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

without costs. 

Dated; York 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Salvatore Fragapane 
W m  & LUxENBma,.P..C. * M C G ~ E Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 

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

700 Broadway 
New Ymk, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

123551138 

. .. 



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 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 109761/01 

IRENE HERNANDEZ, Individually and as I 

Executrix for the Estate of PHILIP HERNANDEZ, i 
/ NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

being no opposition themto, 

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. 

D W N  Y r  &p!poyQrk \ *  1 q/t = 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIWY & KLWGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New Yo& 10004 

W m &  LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
NewY0rk;NewYork 10003 8 2010 

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



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN x1E: NEW YORK c0ml-Y ! NYCAL 

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

THIS D O C W N T  REFERS TO: 

RALPH C E S T m ,  Executor for the Estate of 
VINCENT CESTARE, 

i Index No.: 11O440/01 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

4 

A. C. & S., MC.,,et ul. 

Defendants. i 

W R E F O R E ,  defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

ORTIERED, that upon nodce.to all co-defendants, all claims md cross claims against 

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

wilhout costs. 

Dated: N WEyoKk 
Treadwell Corporation Vincent Cestare 
MCGTVNEY 52 JSLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

WEnz & LUXENBEFIG, P.C. 
F I L E D  700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 

M’ov - 8 2010 

NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 
Won. Sherry Klein Heitler p m ~ ’ f ~  CLERK’S OFF\= 

1235-20291 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
IndexNo.: 111218/01,115594/01 

MINNIE BAIRD, Individually and Administratrix 
for the Estate of JAMES BAIRD, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ; s w a y  ~ G ~ N T  

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., e t d .  

Defendants. i 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing .plaintifW 

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 agahst 

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

without costs. 

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

Minnie Baird and James Baird 

F I L E D  WHTZ & LJUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



SUPUME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YO= COUNTY I NYCAL 

i 1.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
/ (Heitla, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i IndexNo.: 111221/01,116266/01 
MORRIS COHEN and JENNIE COHEN, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDEl$ 

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

Defendants. 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

4 - t  t ’ 

w m  6% LUXENBERO, P.C. 
700 Bmdmy 
New York, New York 10 

# \ L E D  MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 8 2010 NOV - 
SO ORDERED, 



From: FAXmaker To: Gary T Page: 2/2 Date: 10/18/2010 5:37,18 PM 

I n  Re: NEW YORK. CITY 
ASBESTOS LITICIATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(i-leitler, J. )  

Index No. I 1 1222/01 

This Document Applies to: 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MWtlOP 
.WD ORDER 

M/ILL,IAh.I P. TANNER and KATHRYN S. TANNER, 

I) I tt i i t  ti fils), 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., 

hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled cme, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against befondant TISHMAN REALYV AND 

COKS'TRUCTION CO. INC., with prejudice. and there being nu iipparitian thereto. 

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

http:/lwww.gfi.mm


SUPmME COURT OF THE STAm OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No,: 1.1 1222/01,115805/01 

JOHN GARRFB and JOAN C. OAREN,  

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
!SUMMAR Y JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER ' 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Attorney €or Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIWY & KLUGW P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

John &n and Joan C. Garren 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yo& 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV - 8 2010 



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

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
veitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMEWT REFERS TO: ! 
Index No.: 1 1 1225/01,118070/0 1, 

1 1 5 706/03 TERRENCE CORRIGAN and KATHERINE 
CORRIGAN, 

Plaintiffs, f NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

the above entitkd case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rdes 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

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

T e m c e  Corrigan and Katherine Corrigan 
WHIZ & L ~ E R G ,  P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, N$IQk 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-550 

p J p /  8 mo 
tj. V K  

r )  i>+?y;s 8FFI 
1235.4792 

COUN 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

TIEIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 100336/04,111225/01, 

JOHN GARBARINO and ELENA GARBARINO, 1180&4/01 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMEWI' 
! MOTION ANI.) ORDER 
i A. 0. SMTTH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et a[. 
I 

Defendants, 

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

the above entifled 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 t o  d co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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

without costs. 

' I  

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

Frank h4. Ortiz, Esq. 
Aaorney for Plaintiffs 
John Garbarino and Elena Garbarino 
wl3'xz & LWNBERG,  p*c; 4 "> P (*,*<a 

, 3" * 6- 700 Broadway 1 ,  

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

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF TEE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OFNEW YORIC 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

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

i Index No.: 11 ~227/01,123440/01 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SHALOM LEVY and MAIXG LEVY, ! 

I 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUNXMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND OWE8 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

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. 

D W :  York 

Shalom Levy and Malka L 
Wmm: & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

M c G m y  & KLUGW, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 ov - 8 2010 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

1 Index No.: 120582/01,111231/01 
JAMES SCHIAVO and BEATRICE SCHIAVO, 1 

I 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
i S-Y JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
$2 8 ,2010 

2383-23616 
':. 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUhENT REFERS TO: 

S m O N  EDWARDSEN, as Administratrix for 
the Estates of GEORGE EDWARDSEN, and 
TERESA EDWARDSEN, 

. .  Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et nl. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 112236/05,11123 1/01 , 
120483/O1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

the above entitled w e ,  pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rdes 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. 

I)&& York 

Treadwell Corporation 
' MCGIWY & KLUGl?.R, P,C. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Cieorge Edwardsen Teresa Edw 
WEln & LUXENBERO, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1135-251 



? 
E 

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

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

This Document relates to: 
i Index No. 11 1234/01 

KAREL DVORAK, 119235/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

P 1 aint iff, 
-against- 

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

Defendants, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

- _ _  

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc, (incorrectly plead as Peerless Heater 

Co., Inc.) hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, 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 

t 

Michael Fanelli, Esq. 4 

Attorney for Plaintiff 6. i 

tu/ r z l r 0  2010 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, lnc. Karel Dvorak 

.I,,\Q 7, LY 
? \  5 " 

LEWIS BREBOIS BISGAAFLD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 700 Broadway !, 

New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

New York, Nkw York 10003 
~ ,,.' \ t * "  ', J && NLX. # (212) 558-5500 *b GRKS 7- 

SO ORDERED, r 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

4828-2995-9687.1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I4 .S .  Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:, 
i Index No.: 1 1 1 867/0 1 
i NICHOLAS DELPINO and LAURA DELFMO, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
, i SUMMARYJUDGMEm 

-against- MOTION AND 0RI)ER 

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 plainti€€s’ 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

’ . without costs. 

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

W m z &  LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-11063 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 113728/01 

LILLIAN COLLINS, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of EDWARD G. 
COLLINS; i NO OPPOSITION 

I SUMMARY JLTIDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 
: 

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

Defendants, j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby quests  summary judgment ih 

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Treadwell Corparation 

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

Lillian Collins and Edward G. Collins 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY &€LUG% P.C. WRlITZ & LUXENF%RCI, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i 1,A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CURTIS EDWARDS, 
i Index No.: 113956/01,123817/00 

: 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in I 
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint ag-t defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Treadwell Corporation 
McGrvuey & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 8 201Q New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 NOV - 
SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
X NYCAL -------------ff----------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X __________----------___I_____I1__L____ 

This Document R e l a t e s  to: Index N o . :  113998/01 
FRANKIE VERBLE 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summar! 

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

and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and t h e r e  being nc 

opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed w i t 1  

prejudice and without costs. 

Ii5V - 8 2010 

r P l a i n t i f f  
F r a n k i e  Verble urnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor  177 Montague Street 
New Y o r k ,  New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our File No.: 11084-1 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



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. Part30 
f (Heitler, J.) 

W S  DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 114379/01 

FUCHAFXl M. GIEGERICH, Administrator for the I 
Estate of RICHAFtD GIEGERICH and CHERYLE i 
F. GIEGERICH, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

i 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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 agdnst 

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

without costs. 

York 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad StreetASuite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York New York 10 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

Hor 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORJS COUNTY ; N Y C L  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S.Pm30 
(Heitler, J,) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i IndexNo.: 111218/01,115594/01 
MD?NIE BATRD, Individually and Administratrix i 
for the Estate of JAMES BAIRD, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. I I 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, 

MCGIWEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXF~NBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Yo&, New York 10003 

1235-7786 



SUPFSME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORJS COUNTY NYCAL 

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

i Index No.: 115738/01 
i 
i NO OPPOSITION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

M I C W L  W. FLANACIAN and MARGARET 
FLANAGAN, 

PlintSS, SUMRlARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Treadwell Corporation Michael W. Ffamgm and M 
M c G r v m ~  & ~ W G E R ,  P.C. 

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

WEITZ gt LUXENBERG, P.c.* - 

700 Broadway 3 IOIQ 
New York, New York 10003 NGv 



5 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAL 

AS3ESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN GARREN and JOAN C. GARREN, 

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

Index No.: 11 1222101 , 115805/01 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARYJUDGMF,NT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby quests sutnmary 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, aU d a h  and cross claims against 

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

without costs. 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY &KLUGE& P.C. WEITZ&LL.UXENBERG, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

iws-7244 



From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier Page: 2l2 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., JNC. 

Date: 10/18/2010 45509 PM 

Index No.: 115831/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTlON AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled cast, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rrdos 

$3212, dismissing plaintif't'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 W O W ,  be and the same u e  hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and, withqut costs. 

BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Defendant 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floo 
FULTON BOILER WO 

New York, New York 10006 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(2 12) 558-5500 

NOV - 8 2010 

NEW Y r n K  

(212) 3 13-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
WUNW CLERK'S OFFIG 

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

http://www.gfi.com


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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
/ IndexNo.: 111221/01,116266/01 

M O W S  COHEN and J"NI.E COHEN, 

PIaintiffs, NO OPPOSZTXON 
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 entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, With prejudice in this action, and there 1 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEWD, 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. 

MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Yo& New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New Yak 100 

(212) 509-3456 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARTIN A. CONDENZIO, MICHAEL A. 
CONDENZIO, and LINDA KLIEBER, as Co- 
Administrators for the Estate of MARTIN 
CONDENZIO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No,: 1 171 5510 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARYJUDGMF,NT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing plain=' 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to aI1 co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby d i q i s s e d  with prejudice and 

without costs. 

TKadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New YO& 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 ON3 p i p /  - ?, ;.':;IO 

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

. Frank M. Oaiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
M n  Condenzio 
WElTZ 8, LuxENBERc3, P.C. 

1235-19481 

QCT 2 5 2010 



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

i 1,A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMEDJT EFERS TO: 
i IndexNa.: 111225/01,118070/01, 

TERRENCE CORRIGAN and KATHEIUNE 115706/03 
CORRIGAN, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
STJMMARYJUDGMlENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 
' 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 defendanh Treadwell Corporation, With prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

, 

ORDERED, that upori notice to all co-defendmQ, all claims and cross claims against 

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

' 



SUPREME COURT OF THF, STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF mW YOFX 
M RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAL 

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

TEXTS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 100336/04,111225/01, 

JOHN GAlU3ARXNO and ELENA GARBARINO, 1 18084/O1 
i 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
i 

-against- 1 SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. 0. SMlTH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. i 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil. Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaht8s’ 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 



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

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

This Document relates to: 
j Index No. 11 1234/01 

KAREL DVORAK, 119235/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc. (incorrectly plead as Peerless Heater 

Co., Inc.) hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules 5 32 12, 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 
4 r W r 3  2010 

t 

Michael Fanelli, Esq. 
[ L W  

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 

Peerless Industries, Inc. Karel Dvorak 
LEWIS BREBOIS BISGM & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 700 Broadway \ 

New York, New York 10005 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff ' 'r 

*; ,. i '$J 
>-*,, L.2 

, , ,., 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

4828-2995-9687.1 



PFLIEGLER, and MARY LOU PFLIEGLER, 
Individually, : NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, : SUMMARYJUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- : Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 A.C. & S., INC., 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE3 defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
l o  E r /%e\' 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear C 

700 Broadway - 264 West 40* Street 9 ;  ("tQ 

~ y/ r ' n . " i F d  

+ , , " % , \ {  . . + $  L3.t New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

New York, New York 1001 8 1 ;, .' 

.. .r.,"-,: 
"cy p j f Y  LA-*- /, % <& (q4.'$0FFl@ 

Dated New York, New York 

r.% 

O(3J 2 5 2010 
SO ORDERED: '* *. 



: Index No. 106306/02 
1203 88/0 1 

CARMELO A. FICALORA and VERONICA 
FICALORA, 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE7 defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

?\,.,\ a '-' 
I;.) 700 Broadway 264 West 40' Street .,,!{ , .\",$ Gp$$ 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 .\,*,;$-.< ,; {'-;,py 0 
.%;$ ,::* ?' 

\ ' '  

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

Dated: New York, New York n 

SO ORDERED: i '  2 5 2010 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. s;H - DATED:,-> 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
9/30/10 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

Our File No 
S- 85-02 2 

120388/01 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 n 

SO ORDERED: 
Honr S h e w  Klein Heitler 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

mS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SHARON EDWARDSEN, as Administratrix for 
the Estates of GEORGE EDWARDSEN, and 
TEESA EDWARDSEN, 

Plaiutiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

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

IndexNo.: 112236/05,111231/01, 
12O483/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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 claim and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Coqbmtion, be and the s m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

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

George Edwardsen Teresa Edw 

700 Broadway 
New York, New Yo& 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 - .  

SO ORDERED, 

Y 235-251 



- ’  

SUPREME COURT OF TIKE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFK COUNTY ~ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

J M S  SCHIAVO and BEATRICE SCHIAVO, 

Plaintiffi, 

-against- 

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

Defendants, 

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

Index No.: 120582/01,111231/01 

NO OPPOSJXION 
SuMlMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and thexe being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, fhat upon notice ta all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defmdant, Tisban Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York qh ,2010 

James Schiavo and Beatric 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 

New Yo&, New York 10003 

$ T - - - -  ~ishman Liquidating corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway I. _L R 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-23616 

SKH - 



SUPR.EME COURT OF THX STATE OF NEW Y O N  
, COUNTY OFNEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 
~~ 

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

Index No.: 11 1227/01,123440/01 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

SHALOM LEVY and MALICA LEVY, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMJZNT 

"against- MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & $., INC., st al. 

Defendants. i 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, heceby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissigg plaintiffs' 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all cIaims and cross claim agabst 

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

without costs, 

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, S.) 

Index No. 02-103352 

RAYMOND HICKEY 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER I 

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

1 ! 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 I 

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

without costs. 

By: 

Daniel P. Blouin, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant, 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley C 
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fo 
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, 

I3 154948.1 



-against- 

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

: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

Defendants. 

---..-I ------" -1-------1-------" --------1*------ .. --------*------ x 
WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

W I T Z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

aan ie l  P. Blouin, Esq. 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: Y T  2 5 2010 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. Sm - DAT'&-- 



SUPRIEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 107098/02 

WILLIAM P. O’MEARA NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

x 1 
WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp,” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

ew York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaint8 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 79 1-0285 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitlex 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

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

x 

This Document Relates to: 

MERLE G. BURGIN 

Index No.: 116958/05 
107183/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos C01-p.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, YC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintifjr 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, New York 10038 
p\eqJ! x-@yy~\L4T? 

Attorneys for Defendant (-EBKS 
(212) 791-0285 q J u N  \ -  



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

IN RF, NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

MATTHEW J. DEGAETANO 

Index No.: 107183/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plainfiff 

ew York 10038 

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

ST - DATED Qcr2$p1, 
SO ORDERED, Date 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
* 



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

X 

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

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 108356/02 

ROBERT E. HOULIHAN, SR. NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp." hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

!-i I DATED: 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

R 

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

This Document Relates to: 
1- 

Index No.: 108870/02 

DONALD F. HOGAN NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp." hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Qqtober 7,201 0 

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

SO ORDERED, 

D 

8 rQjQ 
15 Broadway, Suite 600 
Ne t i  Yo ,NewYork 10038 k t ~ q  

.- .. - 
Dated: ' 

Hon. Sherqhklein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YOEUC: 

-_ 

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

-_ 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 108872/02 

ALFRED J. KOPERA NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos C o p ”  hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. D 
Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 79 1-0285 

Hon. S h e r s l e i n  Heitler 



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

IN RIE NEW Y O N  CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

~ _ _  
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 108877102 

DONALD MC EVOY NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 0RX)ER 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp,” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I 

M@ael/ J, Curtis, Ed. $7 q <;- 

M ~ L A B Y  & BRADLEY,L~C J ~ u I  

New York 10038 li(-;~j - 

’ ” u s  
4 ‘4 

adway, Suite 600 

2010 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Date&KR - D A m .  I Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler I 



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 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 109641102 

LEONARD DARMSTEDTER NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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



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

^- 

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

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 109642102 

MAURICE J. HOURIHAN NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos COT.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 79 1-0285 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Dated: 



S U P m M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

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

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 110591/02 

WILLIAM A. KAULBACK NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Cop.’’ hereby 

requests summary judgment in the abovc entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\ 
I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

NflV - 8 2Qt0 

4 Attorney for Defendant $&vi Y r n K  
(212) 791-0285 6-3 Ems 

h -~ 
m u . - -  

SO ORDERED, Dated: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

X 

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

._ 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 110717/02 

JOSEPH S. COLLESANO NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp,” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

’1 t-. and without costs. r- :, L.m tn 

\A 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

&BRADLEY,LLC 

Attorneys for Defendunt 
(2 12) 79 1-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 
Hon. Snerry n 

Y 



5 I f  

. CI I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COTJNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
..................................................................... 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_"1_____-______1_____________l_lr_______---------""----------~----- X 

This Document Relates To: 

MICHAEL COSTANZA, as executor for the 
Estate of AMEDEO COSTANZA, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION ON 

BEHALF OF FORD MOTOR 
COMPANY 

Index No.: 110839/02 
Plaintiff(s), : 

-against- 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MO'l'OK COMPANY hereby requests summarj 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212. 
dismissing p1aintif:fs 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 againsl 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
AugW30,2010 , 

y: Joshua A. Deutsch, Esq. 
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 

By: Frank Ortiz, Es 
WEITZ & LUXEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs DEUTSCH, LLP 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 Ford Motor Company 
T: 212-558-5500 757 Third Avenue 
F: 212-344-5461 New York, New Y 

T: 212-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 

SOORDERED: __ 

i-. SKH-DATED , 1 

(0090371 5.DOC } (00890975 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RIE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

_ _  

This Document Relates to: 

ALFRED E. SMITH 

Index No.: 113616104 
112123102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos C o p ”  hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

MALABY +% BRADLEY, LLC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys far  Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

oi;.i 2 5 z0fU 
SO ORDERED, Dated: SKH - DATED:“-a 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

X 

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

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 112374/02 

JOSEPH KOVALCHICK NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp." hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDEFWD, that upon notice to all eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,- y 1 0  

CY'+@ ~ <' 
L ),iA ; cE;ic.s Q W ' e  

1 
Michael J. Curtis, Esq. * 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 79 1-0285 



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

X 

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

._ 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 112954/02 

RAYMOND F. WEBER NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.. 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

BRADLEY, LLC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New Yok, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

4K.II - l3ATEDL-a J 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 
Hon. Sherry &in Heitler 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

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

This Document Relates to: 

GERALD E. ALLEN 

Index No.: 115178105 
113276102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp." hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 
f 

Dated: New York, New York 

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



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

x 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

STANLEY WEISENFELD 

Index No.: 114080/05 
113467102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it i s  

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Qqober 7,20 10 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(2 12) 558-5500 

BRADLEY,LLC 

Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

_I 

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

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 118214/06 
113640/02 

EMILJO J, DI FABXO, JR. NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.- 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

ew York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

Hon. Sheny Klein Heitler 



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

X 

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

._ 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 11417902 

ROBERT F. DANIELS NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

I 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules ! 
Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without p 

and without costs. L 
Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plain[$ 
(212) 558-5500 

150 B r u w a y ,  Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

. . . . . . . . . . . .- - 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ANDREW S. NEER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No.: 116798/07 
114296/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OFWER 

1. 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

Suite 600 I I - 8 2OIs1 : rk, New York 10038 
I 5 ‘]I ;??:< 

‘ 2  “?i\ y l<byfih .j. 
/nc.* 

Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I 

1 ....................................................... " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
ALLEN RABINOWITZ AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
STANLEY RABINOWITZ AND PEARL 
RABlNOWlTZ AS SPOUSE, 

Plaintiff , I 
- against - 

A.F. SUPPLY CORPORATION., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Index No. 02-1 16543 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests 

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

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed 

Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

claims against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 

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

/o// po 

360 Lexington Avenue, 20th FI. 
New York, New York 10017 
(2 1 2) 986-2233 

OCT 25 2010 
%m - DATEB 

US-ACTIVE-1 04581989.2 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

ALLEN RABlNOWlTZ AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
STANLEY RABlNOWlTZ AND PEARL 
FWBINOWITZ AS SPOUSE, 

Plain tiff, 
- against - 

A.F. SUPPLY CORPORATION., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Index No. 02-1 16543 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as 

Dana Corporation, sued herein as "Dana Corporation (Individually and as Successor to 

Victor Gaskets and Smith & Kanzler Company)," hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, LLC with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

claims against defendant Dana companies, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
360 Lexington Avenue, 2Oth FI. 
New York, New York 10017 

Attorneys for Dana Compfb\ 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 NOv - 8 2fm 

(21 2) 986-2233 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Honxherv K. Heitler OCT 2 5 2010 

US-ACTIVE-104606915.1 



S U P m M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

4. 

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

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD BURTON 

Index No.: 117571/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Coy.’’ hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

A 

SO ORDERED, I 
Hon. b&ry%lein Heitler 



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

._ 

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

._ 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 119471/02 

JOHN P. SOUZA, JR. NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

ew York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(2 12) 558-5500 

New Yo\rllp/lVew York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

(IC7 2 5 2010 
SO ORDERED, Dated: CgH- DATED- 

-.-., 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC, 

Index No.: 02979Y92, 
134010/93 & 121911/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
LA.$, 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 

&/ Su & e  M. Hdbardier, Esq. 

BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 1 4'h Floor I n*i 

New York, New York lOOW 6 

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

(212) 313-3600 

so ORDEREIl,,- N @ V  - B 2010 

H pi:\fi#! y?";pt< 
~~~~~~~~~ $pc,;.#q$ rJFF:fd$: 

0i:T 25 20to . 

: .QATED:- 
---- 



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

I 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. 

Samuel Goldblatt, Esq. 
Benjamin R. Dwyer 
NIXON PEABODY 

I Park, Esq. I 

LUXENBERG, P.C. 
1*".* . 1 -^d 6 1 Attorneys for Plaintiff 

180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Corn& \ b+w t. ',.*~p" 

New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 50RGv I 2010 

Attorneys for Defendank 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 

Buffalo, NY 14202 
NEW YcmK (716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 

'3, 
SKH 9 DATED: --3 ' 

13154948 I 



Individually, 

-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: LAS Part 30 A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., a,, 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne or New York 
IDT,b)D 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

By: 
awrence G. Lee 

700 Broadway ) 264West40*Street ' 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 8 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

N94 - 8 2010 

P E W  \ :*-$K Dated: New York, New York 

-n CLEW$ (JFfqW 
SO ORDERED: 

Y 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 
$KH D&$- 



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

I. 

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

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM J. SWANSON 

1. 

Index No.: 125907102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

requests summaryjudgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC D 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry KlAn Heitler 

 nu^ - 8 2010 



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

_- 

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

This Document Relates to: 

RALPH COLON 

_ _  
Index No.: 126186lO2 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 
E ‘ ,  

and without costs. 

PYC’V - 8  2013 
Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

BRADLEY, LLC 

(212) 558-5500 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

OCT 2 5 2010 
SO ORDERED, Dated: 



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

X 

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

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 126696/02 

JOAN POLLACK NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

1. 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New W N e w  York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant \.:, qv - 8 2010 

Hon. Sherry f le in  Heitler 
- 



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

X 

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

X 

This Document Relates to: 

MICHAEL REGAN 

Index No.: 11 1080/05 
126743102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

x .- 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby ! 
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
A October 7,20 10 

--:, 

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

SO ORDERED, 

& BRADLEY, LLC 

Attorneys for Defendant 
(2 12) 79 1 -02S5 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

._ 

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

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIS R, GAVIGAN 

_- 

Index No.: 126765102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.. 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 79 1-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: D m o g l o  
SKH- 



-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., a I Hen, Sherry meh Heitler, 
: LASPart30 

Defendants. 

----I -l_______l_________r______I__ l--.."-" ----- 1-1-1" ---------- x 
WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thcrcto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
1 

Dated: N e j ~ I y $ P e  York 
I 

WEITZ 62 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintif6 

LYNCH DASKAL M R Y  LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &k 
Rubber Company and Goodyea Canada I 

BY: 

700 Broadway 
NEW York, New York 10003 

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

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

Dated: New York, New Yorlc 

SO ORDERED: iJCT 2 5 2018 
. * 3  I '  ;'. . fJATm-. 

-- ' 

- . .. . . .. . .- .. . . . 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O X  COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUWNT REFERS TO: 

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

Index No.: 113954/03,120450/99 
JAMES P. KENNEDY and THEESA E. 
D N m ,  Co-Executors for the Estate of JAMES T. 
KENNEDY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OFWE& 

! 

Defendants. i 

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

the above entitkd case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

' I  

Treadwell Corporation James T. Kermedy 
MCGIYNEY & KLUQER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WHTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Yo&, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
Nud - fj 2oju 

o f l a  
SO ORDERED, 



SIPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
ZN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i 1,A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 111225/01,118070/01, 

TF,RRENCE CORIUGAN and KATHERINE 115706103 
CORRTGAN, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARYJUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., WC,, ef al. 

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

&z 

F$?J 8 2OtQ 

IMS*X. 

' (212) 509-3456 
. <  

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
M RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN GARBARTNO and ELENA GARBAIUNQ, 

i LAS. Part 30 I (Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100336/04,111225/01, 
118084/O1 

I 
Plaintiffs, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
i , A. 0. SMLTH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants, i 

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

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

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

being no apposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and a s s  claims @st 

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

without costs. 

ktomey for Mefendant 
Treadwell Corporation 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Yo&, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
John Garbarino and Elana Garbarino 

700 Broadway 
New York, 'New York 10 

MCQIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P. 

* 8 201Q 

\,r3 VLdK 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
t.iO'J 

SO ORDERED, NE" 1 E R K S  o m d  
-a\,b\fl c; 

1M54658 



-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., a &, : Hon. Sherry Klein Heider, 
IAS Part 30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hemby: 

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

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

Dated: New ark, ew York ]oTl+ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P, C , 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EJkfERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada 

II e f h  0 
By: 

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

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

Dated: New York, New Yorlc 

SO ORDERED: .+;i 2 5 2019 
--._ 

< . : ,.,L'ED-/ 



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 

This Document Relates to: 

ALFRlED E. SMITH 

.- 
Index No.: 113616/04 

1 12 123/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

+ -  

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs, 

’ ” + fl 2010 

’, Ik 
. I._ i ~ s  Q F F I ~  

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P M A ~ B Y  Q BRADLEY, LLC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPLiEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 

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

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 11 1080/05 
1.26743102 

MICHAEL REGAN NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

~ -<x 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Cop.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
October 7.2010 

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

& BRADLEY, LLC 

Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



* 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X 

This Document Relates to: 
Sharon Edwardsen, as Administratrix for 
the Estate of George Edwardsen and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of 
Teresa Edwardsen, 

_ _ _ _ _ - _ _ l _ - _ _ _ f _ _ - _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A . C .  & S. I n c . ,  et al., 

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

Index No.: 112236/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against defendant Mario 6 

DlBOnG Plastering C o .  Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono 

3 -  Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

ytjy - 8 2Q10 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
S h a r o n  E d w a r d s e n ,  a s  Mario & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  C u .  
A d m i n i s t r a t r i x  for the E s t a t e s  Inc. 
of George Edwardsen  and Teresa 177 Montague Street 
Edwa rdsen Brooklyn, New York 11201 

New York, New York 1 ile No.: 10924-5085 

So Ordered: 

700 Broadway, 6th Floor (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

I -- 
Hon. Sherry K. H e i t l e r S G t ’  

I 

I 
I 

d 

I 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No,: 1 12236/05,11123 1/01, 

SHARON EDWARDSEN, as Adminishtrix for i 120483/01 
the Estates of GEORGE EDWARDSEN, and 
TERESA EDWARDSEN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plajntiffs, / SUMMARY JUDGMENT - ,  

-against- 
; MOTION AND ORDE8 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. 

Defadants. 4 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New Yo&, New York 10003 

NOV - 8 2010 (212) 509-3456 A (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SKH - 



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

1. 

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

This Document Relates to: 

STANLEY WEISENFELD 

n 

Index No.: 114080/05 
113467102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
M o b e r  7,20 10 

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

BRADLEY,LLC 

Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

GERALD E. ALLEN 

z.. 

Index No.: 115178/05 
113276102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

._ 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&75% 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

;\@J 8 2QIQ Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

> ~- Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

d- 

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

1- 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 116958/05 
107 183102 

MERLE G. BURCIN NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant FF\@ 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Da 



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 

This Document Relates to: 

EMILIO J. DI FABXO, JR. 

4- 

Index No.: 118214106 
113640102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos C o p ”  hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

Dated: 
&&- 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

X 

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

This Document Relates to: 

ANDREW S. NEER 

Index No.: 116798/07 
114296102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

_ _  

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for PIaintifS 
(212) 558-5500 

\,.TJ - 8 2010 dway, Suite 600 

Attorneys for Defendant 
rk, New York 1003 8 

p i ’  ’ E  y t . m  
(2 12) 791 -0285 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAY EBJNGER and SHIRLEY F. EBINGER, 

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

/ Index No.: 100918/08,108708/0I, 
122481/99,118532/98 

! 

Plaintiffs, 
I NO OPPOSITION 

-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

. A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., at al. 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEIIED, 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. 

\+ J 1 - vv 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Jay Ebinger and Shirley F. Ebinger 
wmz & LUXENBERO, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

M c G m y  & U u m ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORI)ERED, 



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

BEVERLY E. LANE and SHARON A. LANE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Gestra, Inc. and 

Vogt Valve Co, (improperly sued as Flowserve US, Inc., individually and as successor to 

Flowserve Gestra and Vogt Valves), ("Flowserve US") hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Flowserve US with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto. 

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

defendant Flowserve US be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
O C W b ,  2010 

& Carpenter, LLP 
Mark Bibro, Esq. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Early, Ludwick, Sweeney, Strauss 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20* Floor 
New York, NY 100 17 

Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely a ' 
successor to Gestra, Inc. an 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 

w York, New York 1000 
8 201Q 

NO1 - 
UCY 23 2010 

SO ORDERED, 

sm I DATED:>- 

Lane-Revised NOSJM. DOC 



Plaintiffs 

-again& - 
A.W. CHESTEBTON COMPANY, et a l . ,  

IAS Juratice: 
Hon. Elherry Klein Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDQMEWT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant MACK TRUCKS, I N C .  be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Mineola, New York 

Lance Perez, E s q .  
MAIMONE h ASSOCZATE8, PLLC 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Mack Trucks, Inc. 
New York, New York 10003 170 Old Country Road, Suite 609 
(212) 558-5996 Mineola, New 

(516) 3 9 0 - 9 5 9 5  . 

SO ORDERED, 



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

LOUIS D’ADDIO, 

Plaintiffs, 
-V- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendants. 

Index No. 09/190125 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Justice Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, defendant Lennox Industries, Inc. (L‘Lennox”) hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Lennox with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
( M k W  17 ,2010 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 

F Le 

DARGER & ERRANTE LLP 
NCV - 8 2019 

By: 
Audrey Raphael, Esq. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
800 Third Avenue, 1 3‘h Floor 
New York, NY 10022 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 605-6200 --(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED: OCT 2 5 2010 
-1, 



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

X 

LOUIS G ,  D'ADDIO, 

Plaintiff(s), 
-V- 

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

Defendants. 

NYCAL 

Index No. 09/190125 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER I 
Justice Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

Hopeman Brothers, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without casts. 

Dated: New York, New York o( hbW I7 , 2010 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, L.L.P. DARGER & ERRANTE LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue, 1 3'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 NOV - 8 2010 

By: 

New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED: 

! OCT 25 2019 I 

sKH. QATFD- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

In Re First Judicial District 
Asbestos Litigation 

This Document Applies to: 
SUPRJME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

LARRY V. COON and E W C E  COON, 

. 

Plaintif€s, 

vs. 

GENUINE PARTS COMPANY d/b/a 
NATIONAL AUTOMOTrVE PARTS 
ASSOCIATION (akaNAPA), et al. 

NYCAL - 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER - 

Index NO.: 09-190152 

~ 

WHBWFORE, defendant GENUINE PARTS COMPANY, incorrectly identified as 
Genuine Parts C o m p y  d/b/a National Automotive Parts Association (aka NAPA) & 
“GPC”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, p m t  to Civil 
P d c e  Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintif€s’ Complaint against GPC, only, with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant C3PC be and the same arc hereby 

Dated: New Y lz New York 

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

e* OF /y73 ,2010 

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC 

Brian Early, Esq. 

360 Lexington Avenue, 20& Floor Gemdm Part‘s Company 
The Awtnt Building, Suite 1200 
200 Delaware Avenue 

Attorneys c for Pluintiffa 

. New York, NY 10017 

York 14202 
1 

SO ORDERED: 
I 

flCn 2 5 2 0 3  
~ -- f.. 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
SI<H - DATED: ADMINISTRA TlVE JUDGE 



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

ROBERT HORN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER ! 

Bradley Company, LLC ("Rockwell") hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint 

against Rockwell with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant Rockwell be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

I 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Rockwell Automation 
Inc., as successor by merger to Allen-Bradky 
Company, LLC 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

P ;;** 
*ur $z \*+ 

8 ZOlD 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

RODNEY THAUT 

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

Index No: 190333/09 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

claims against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York l O F 2  I L E D 
(2 I 2) 52 I -5400 

New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, c 
Hon. Sherry K. H 

US-ACTIVE-I 034391 64.1 



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.) 9 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

i Index No.: 190361/09 
CLIFTON BOUCHEE, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

; NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

ANCHOR PACKING COMPANY, ET AL. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, 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 
C b W  5 ,2010 

&e LLf-CL, 
Megan @Kriegstein, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., Clifton Bouchee 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
199 Water Street, Suite 2500 
New York, New York 10038-3516 

David A. Chandler, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

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

1 

iazO i 
(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
................................................................ X Index No. 10-190058 
KENNETH WILLIAM ALTUCHOFF and 
JOANNE DOLORES ALTUCHOFF, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
- against - JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 

ORDER 

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

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s / h h  The B.F. Goodrich Company, 

and improperly named as "Successor in Interest to The Cleveland Pneumatic Company, aDivision of 

the Pneumo Abex Corporation, a wholly owned subsidiary of Abex, Inc.", hereby requests Summary 

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

dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a B.F. 

GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

--_--------_____________________________----------------------- 

I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against 

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. .. / 

Attorneys fo:Plaintiff 

Jordan C.  Fox 

" , < . ,  ,;, - . . " , /  
: ' , ,  . B : ,.,.r.Cn 

iWS O F F i d  BY: 

SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER & 
BRENNAN, LLP 
2 Research Way, 
Princeton, NJ 08540 

Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION 
(609)924-6000 

SO ORDERED 
Hon. Sherry Heitler 

.- ... . . .- . 

http://r.Cn


f 

In Re: 
NYCAL 
IndsxNo: 10-19O060 

Prejudice, and there Wigno opposition themto it is: 

hasby are, dimissad with Prejudice and without costs. 

TELEFwx INCORPORATED 
Spark A m w  Floor 

mvYorlE,NewYork 10016-1601 



ARNOLD STERN and SHIRLEE STERN, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

BONDEX INTERNATIONAL, INC., et a]., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s /hh  The B.F. Goodrich Company, 

and improperly named as “Successor in Interest to The Cleveland Pneumatic Company, a Division of 

the Pneumo Abex Corporation, a wholly owned subsidiary of Abex, Inc.”, hereby requests Summary 

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

dismissing Plaintiffs’ Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a B.F. 

GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against 

Defendant GOODRICH CORPOPATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

BY: 

SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER & 
BRENNAN, LLP 
2 Research Way, 
Princeton, NJ 08540 

Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION 

(2 12)68 1-1575 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Jordan C.  Fox (609)924-6000 

SO ORDERED 
Hon. Sherry Heitler 



- against - 
A,W. CHESTERTON CO,, INC., et al., 

DONALD CONROY AND BARBARA CONROY, Index No, 10-190138 

Plaintiff@), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Baltimore Aircoil Company hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant Baltimore Aircoil Company with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto. 

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

defendant, Baltimore Aircoil Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

.without costs. 

Dated: New Yark, New York 
O L h b C f  14 ,2010 

EARLY &STMUSS, L.L.C. 

c 

By: 
Mark Bibro 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue - 20"' Floor 
New York, NY 100 17 
212-986-2233 

LAW OFFICES OF DAVID L. FER*& 

By: 

292 Madison Avenue 
! *% New York, NY 1 00 17 ' I.. 

212-21 3-1 233 



P hint i ffs , 

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

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, ANCHOR PACKING COMPANY, d., 

Defendants. IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New ork 
O&hQ / r;'zuP 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

y and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



t c 

-against- 

Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, ANCHOR PACKING COMPANY, gt d., 

Defendants. IASPart30 

___-r---_--_-----_----------------l- *-----" .................... x 
WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York Q&b S , m o  

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
ant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

/%#L 

f l L  
Lawrence Lee 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 NOV - 8 2010 

5;ou~P( CLERK'S oFmCc: 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

NEW YORK 
Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

.. . . . . . . .. .. .. . . -. . -. . - - .- 



WJ3EREFOlU3, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 
complaint against Cteorgia+Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, it is hereby: 

QRDERED, that upon notice to all co-defmdattts, dl claims and cross claims 
against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
withour costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG,' P,C. 
AttOmByS for P1dRtiffS 

By: 1 David Chandler 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Q p W [ r o  

LYNCH DMKAL EMERY LLP 
Atbmys for Defendant Oeorgia-Pacific LLC 

B y : f & P h  Lois Kim 

264 West 40" Skeet 
New Yo&, New York 100 18 

D II 
(212) 533-5500 (222) 302-2400 N()V - 8 201Q 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERE3D: 



WI€EKEFORE, defendants The Ooodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Ooodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goadyear Tire dk Rubba 

Company and Goodyear Colnada Inc, with prejudice, and thm being no opposition 
thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 
against The Goodyew The & Rubber Comperny and Goodyear Canada Zno. be and the 

same me hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
7 b l 4 1 , O  

WIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By: --> By: [d6kK-d 
&vi Chandler h i s  Kim 

700 Broadway 
New Yak, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada hc, 

264 West 4Qd' Street 
New York, New York 

D n M  New York New York 

OCT 2 524Q 
SK~J - Q A m D : r  ' 

SO ORDERED: 



($9 El6 
~ C Z I V : . .  I ~ -: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
1---"---1-__1__1-_"-___I---.-I--.-----------------------.-I---"-----------------.-I- x OCT I 4  2O1C 
RICHARD W. DUQUElTE and DORIS H. DUQUETTE 

Index No.: 1901 8211 0 

NO OPPOSITION 
- against- SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

Plaintiffs, 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
SPlRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as Successor 
To SARCO COMPANY, INC., et a1 

.- ..--. . . .. .. 

Individually and as 
Successor to Sarco Company, hereby requests summary juclgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and 

as Successor to Sarco Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as Successor 

to Sarco Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

hite Plains, New York 

Hodges Walsh Slater LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 360 Lexington Avenue, 20fh FL 

-. New York, New York I001 7 . . .- duall 
(212) 986-2233 

Tel: 9 14-385-6000 



In Re First Judicial District 
Asbestos Litigation 

SUPREME: COURT OF THE? STATJ3 OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RAYMOND FINERTY and MARY FINERTY, 
Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

GENUINe PARTS COMPANY and NATIONAL 
AUTOMOTIVE PARTS ASSOCIATION, et a]., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARYJUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
IndexNo.: 190187/10 

WHEREFORE, GENUINE PARTS COMPANY and NATIONAL AUTOMOTWE PARTS 
ASSOCIATION, heroby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ Complaint against GIWUINE PARTS COMPANY 
and NATIONAL AUTOMOTIVE PARTS ASSOCIATION only, with prejudice, and them being no 
opposition theieto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendants, 
GENUINE PARTS COMPANY and NATIONAL AUTOMOTIVE PARTS ASSOCIATION be and the 

. same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne Y r ,New York Top! , 2010 
Datd  Buffalo, New York 
October 3 20 10 

LEVY, PEULLJPS & KONLGSBERG, LLP DAMON 

New York, New York 100 17 Association, ~ F” 
The Avant Building, Suite 1200 L3 Y,.w 

200 Delaware Avenue 
Buffalo, New York 14202 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,190188/10 

This Document Applies to: 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

SALVADORE FERRART .. .- 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CORP., hereby 

request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND 

CONSTRUCTION COW., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant TTSHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

N3V - 8 2010 

180 Maiden Lane 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ANTONTO SIRACUSA, 
X ______""__l__rllll-__--------IIIcII-l------~----------------"~--------------- 

IndexNo.: 190193/10 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- SUMMARY 

A.W CHESTERTON COMPANY, et id., 

Defendants. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law I 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant BLACKMER with 1 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

BLACKMER be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
July 30, 2010 

. $9Q 
\%L 

(212) 687-0100 @UH* 

Michael Fanzlli, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys, for Plaintiff(s) 

HARRIS BEACH PL 
Attorneys For Defendant 

& r>* 
700 Broadway BLACKMER @ /?j  

New York, NY 10003 100 Wall Street, 23rd Floor Ya~;o\"e HE. 
&fig 

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10005 

* SO ORDERED, 

OCT 2 5 2018 
sm - b A m z  



Plaintiffs , 
NO OPPOSITION 

- against - SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., 
SPIRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as Successor 
To SARCO COMPANY, et a1 

Defendants. 
X ll-____rrl__""_"_-l-I-_--_-__-______-___--- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as 

Successor to Sarco Company, hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and 

as Successor to Sarco Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 
claims against defendant, SPlRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as Successor 

to Sarco Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: White Plains. New York n 
oG%-k. .$. ,2010 

CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ. 
Hodges Walsh Slater LLP 

55 Church Street, Suite 21 I 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Tel: 914-385-6000 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 

(21 2) 558-5500 
New York, New York 10003 SPIRAXSARCO, INC. 



without costs. 

rol2o~ro 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg 
800 Third Avmue 
New Yrk,  New vork 10022 

A#omeys for JOHN C M N 3  l-PJC 
Barry McTiennan & Moore 
2 Rector Stmet, 14' Floor 
New Yark, New York 10006 

- \ L  I 

(212) 313-3600 I 

% 



4 L  

S-REME 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.) 

i Index No.: 190317/2010 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT CRISTIANO AND CONCETTA 
CRISTIANO, 

Plaintiff, j NO OPPOSITION 
-against- / SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
A.O. 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 Ej 32 12, 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 
OL-tnkyJ-, 2010 

-n%+% /e=- 

77 Water Street, Suite 2100 700 Broadway ', I 2 i& h,d f> 

Megan # Kriegstein, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBO~S BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 

New York, New York 10005 

'an0 and Concetta Cristiano 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, R,G ,* 'r, Y 

New York, New York 10003 

g; 

(212) 232-1300 558-5500 1; (-!!$I - 8 T!m 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

481 6-0399-5399.1 



- against - 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.; 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 190320/10 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFOREy defendants BLACh2UN PLUMBING SUPPLY CO. hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants BLACKMAN PLUMBING SUPPLY 

CO. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants BLACKMAN PLUMBING SUPPLY CO., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Suzanne albardier, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney or BLACKMNPLUMBZNG 
Belluck & Fox SUPPLY co. 
546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 

(212) 313-3680 

SO ORDERED, < 
Hon. She 



: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFOE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
I 

Dated: Ne;, Yoo? jka York 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys fo,r, Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

Lawrence G. Lee 

548 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10011 

(212) 661-1574 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



, SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X r”___l__”---l-------_------------------------------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ------rr-----ll”--_”_lrl_l______________----------------------- 

MIKE CHARLES BENSON and VICTORIA : Index No. 190320/10 
BENSON, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d., IAS part 3o 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

BELLUCK & FOX, ELF 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

0 548 Fifth Avenue 264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 661-1574 (2 12) 302-2400 
NOV - 8 2010 

Dated: New York, New York NEW YGYM 
%%.wrrr CLERKS OFFICE 

QCT 25  ZO~Q- 
SKH I DAmm’--*L-”;3 1 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A,W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al. 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Justice Sherry K. Heitler 
Defendants. I 

-1 . - - -  
X rr_r________________-------------------------~-~---------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant United Gilsonite Laboratories ("UGLY') hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant UGL with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant United Gilsonite Laboratories be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
October&, 20 10 

EARLY, LUDWICK, SWEENEY DARGER & ERRANTE LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20* Floor 
New York, NY 100 17 
(2 12) 986-2233 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

-against- 

IASPart30 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 

Defendants. 
X _f______________-l-l___________rl_______----------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
D Q h  [ \ ,  79 CO 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10018 New York, New York 10003 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

NO'J - 8 2Q10 

bi&.Qj m-l%omd 
I (;l+E'FNs -nwn 

SO ORDERED: 
' , i  1 ;Cs2010 



b 

RAYMOND E. WOOLSEY 

NYCAL 
Asbestos matter 

Index No. 10-190365 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARYJUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Justice Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, defendant United Gilsonite Laboratories ('YJGL") hereby requests i 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant UGL with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant United Gilsonite Laboratories be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
October& 2010 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGER & ERRANTE U P  

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 1d16 

9 2 m  t$3'4 .-. 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED: 
Justice Sherry KUkeitler 



Plaintiff@), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.; et al 

Index No.: 190365/10 

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, pwsuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaht against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon ._.._I 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 ithout costs. 

lD/I9T,o 

S*F&-- WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

SO ORDERED, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 
New York, New York los06g c* 

212) 3 13-3600 

NOV - 8 2010 

NEW YGFK 
rnUNTV GLERWS OFFLk 

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
1 o m  0 

............................................................ ~"-...-......- 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

INDEX NO. 
190365/10 
ASSIGNED TO: 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RAYMOND WOOLSEY 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

j NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yprk, N e p  York 

New York, NY 100035 

NEW YORK 
PaUNTY CERK'S O F W  SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4 149-1 0 
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* 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.) 

j Index No. 190365/10 
j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

RAYMOND E. WOOLSEY and EDNA WOOLSEY 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., hereby requests summaryjudgment 

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 
@A cf 2010 

Megan E. Krigstein, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
RAYMOND E. WOOLSEY and EDNA WOOLSEY 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BKCAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 700 Broadway i t ,ON 

New York, New York 10005 *I,.* 5; 
(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

4834-6383-7703.1 


