
JNED ON 3181201 1 

-against - 

Plaintiff(s), 

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

Index N .0888/94 115696/00; 
G O ;  102693/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

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

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

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
- I * I f 1  I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

By: -*"" ,, 3 Y y B y  

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Rubb;$).dy;;y/? Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

264 West 40fh Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

Frar&iM." Qdz, Lawrence G. Lee, Esq. 

F I L E D  (212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York - 1 , 

SO ORDERED: 1 
Hon. Sherry Kleii Heitler, J.S.C. 

NEW YQRlC 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIq '  



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i Index No,: 127007102,( 
ROSE CALLAHAN and JOHN SIGNORELLI, as ! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Co-Executors for the Estate of JOSEPH V. 
SIGNORELLI and MARY SIGNORELLI, 
Individually, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants, I 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,201a  

k i e  A. Bartolomeo, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 

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

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

flLL / F A  Attorney for Plaintiffs p d p J l  YORK 
Joseph V. Signorelli and M ~ B  @ W K S  OFFICE 

- -  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



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

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

1 IndexNo.: 102706/07, 1- 

i NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GUNARS TRESS, and GUNARS TRESS, as 
Executor for the Estate of ANN TRESS, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. : 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

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

Gunars Tress and Ann Tress 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

a b. 

MAR - 1 2011 

NEaV YORK 
(212) 509-3456 

GQUtJ[Y CLERK'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, 

2082-7013 
E 8  I 4  2011 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JACK DONALDSON, SR. and MARY 
DONALD S ON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 105280/02, 1 16634/99, pi3ZzG-J 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing. plaintiffs’ 

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York n_;l.sr 720@ 

ie A. Bartolomeo, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

Jack Donaldson, Sr. and Mary Donaldson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

2082-7017 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_ _  
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, Individually and 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
RICHARD DANSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 102 5/06, 1 12962/99, p*p 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
0 7 / 4 1  ,20!9, 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGXVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

/ 
(212) 509-3456 

Hazel Mildred Danson and Richard Danson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ; :: 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway I *  w 

(212) 558-5500 IVJ? - t 2011 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherrf Klein-Heitler 

2082-7023 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS J. CRUGER and BARBARA 
CRUGER, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York A,.J ,2011 

F I L E D  i j 

Attorney for Plaintiffs FFICE] 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Thomas J. Cruger and Barbara Cmge? 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

454-6698 



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: 

CARL LUNDERMAN and ISABELLA 
LUNDERMAN, 

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

i IndexNo.: 1 1001 98/00> 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
-Lp- ,2011 

-*, . Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs ..> 1 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Carl Lunderman and Isabella Lunderman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I r 
"4 mbh 

4~ 
7 h t  t,, (21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

1235-1374 



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

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

ASBESTOS IJTIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARL LUNDERMAN and ISABELLA 
LUNDERMAN, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants, j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump 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, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York *- 1 . 3  ,2011 

Carl Lunderman and Isabella 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C." 
700 Broadway 

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

York, New York 10003 ~~~~ 

1 20'1 

\ 3 H K  

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: 

CARL LUNDERMAN and ISABELLA 
LUNDERMAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 15493/04, 1001 98/00, c-2 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
%[& ) 201 1 

L E  I I 

NAR - 1 2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Carl Lunderman and Isabella Lunderman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
McGiwEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-27040 



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: 

CARL LUNDERMAN and ISABELLA 
LUNDERMAN, 

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

j Index No.: 11 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
[ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
Wp.c- ,2011. 

Carl Lunderman and Isabella Lunderman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(212) 558-5500 
/ 

(212) 509-3456 



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: 

CARL LUNDERMAN and ISABELLA 
LUNDERMAN, 

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

i Index No.: 121774/97 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-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 4 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 
4 1 ,201 1 

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

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Carl Lunderman and Isabella 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 0 4  2011 
722-493 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LLOYD HARDEN and LORETTA HARDEN, 

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

j Index No.: 100755/04 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 1 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
"r- I .e-. ,2011 

MAR - 1 2011 a 

FIGE! 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

Lloyd Harden and Loretta Harden 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

; Index No.: 100755/04, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LLOYD HARDEN and LORETTA HARDEN, 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
[ MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

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

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Conipany, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
&o ,2011 

Patterson Pump Company 
McGrmY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Lloyd Harden and Loretta Harden 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

FEB 1 4  2011 454-7921 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

LLOYD HARDEN and LORETTA HARDEN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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 $ 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 
'L I\ ,2011 

A - 
Matthew T. Fairley, Esq? 
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC,  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Lloyd Harden and Loretta Harden 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry klein Heitler 

722-423 

FED 04 20111 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 100755/04, 

LLOYD HARDEN and LORETTA HARDEN, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk New York 
..!Ow ,2011 

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

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

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 ~~ - 1 2011 

; ~ $ d  YORK 
SO ORDERED, -*;$; j’ CLERK‘S OFFICE 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-6533 



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

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

j Index No.: 100755/04, 12 1 8 10/97 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

9 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LLOYD HARDEN and LORETTA HARDEN, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORlDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York qt ,2011 

Lloyd Harden and Loretta Harden 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, - 

(212) 558-5500 
MAR - 1 2011 

1122-7029 



Ftb.  3. 2 0 1 1  10:56AM M a r i n  G o o d m a n ,  llP N o .  6900 P. 7 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O K  
COUNTY OF NEW Y O X  

LLOYD HARDEN (Deceased),' 

N Y W  
LAS. Part 30 
(Reitla, J.) 

lndex mc-5 
1 1 1068/1998 
1 O0755/2OO4 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLMZR BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thwcto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defwdants, all claims and cross-claims agaht defendant 

KEELm-DORR-OLrV'ER BOILER COMpAN'f, be and h e  same are hereby disrbsed with prejudice 

and without costs. 3 \ 3 \ \ \ 

700 Broadway Kl?ELBR-DORR-Or*IYER BOILER 
New York, New Y Q ~  10003 
(2 12)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck 

COMPANY 

Harrison, NY 1052 
(212) 661-1 151 ~ 

1 2QI' 
_" 

, , - ?  . 
,, b 

Honorable Sherry Kl&-Heitkr 

I .d L 4 2 0 1 1  '* 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

: Index No.: 104363/06, 122599199, 
DONALD FLOWERS and BARBARA - d 2 m >  
FLOWERS, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants, / 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 2 1  ,2011 

Treadwell Corporation 

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

Donald Flowers and Barbara Flowers 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & X(;LUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXEMERE, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-2051 



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

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

j Index No.: 104363/06, 122599/99, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD FLOWERS and BARBARA 
FLOWERS, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
2 1.. ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

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

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAR - 1 2011 

f;E”dd YQRK 
CQUN 1-Y CLERKS OFFlCE, 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-29622 



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

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

j Index No.. -2599149, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD FLOWERS and BARBARA 
FLOWERS, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
[ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

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

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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 clairns'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 J,. ,2011 

Matthew T. Fairley, Esq. ~- 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Donald Flowers and Barbara Flowers 
WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P,c. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

122-318 



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

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

: Index No.: 104343/06, 122599/99, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD FLOWERS and BARBARA 
FLOWERS, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York q% ,2011 

Donald Flowers and Barbara Flowers 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

y T  80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway e, ,  ‘ ’* LWP 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

~~~!~ - 1 2011 

p :;vi Y0RK 
CLERICS OFFIG 

* z  2011 1122-2533 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

j IndexNo.: 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD FLOWERS and BARBARA 4EE$--y599’997 
FLOWERS, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

~ 

Defendants. j I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York + ,2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Donald Flowers and Barbara Flowers 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MAR - 1 2011 (212) 509-3456 

‘{( ; ;p, 
COUN-rf CLERICS OFFlCt SO ORDEFED, 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No,: f l 1 0 5 2 2 / 0 0 ,  1 1 
! 

j NO OPPOSITION 

BERNARD SIKKAS and JEANETTE SXKKAS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York + ,2011 

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

Bernard Sikkas and Jeanette Sikkas 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

2383-309OX 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNARD SIKKAS and JEANETTE SIKKAS, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendarit, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York 
,2011 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Bernard Sikkas and Jeanette Sikk 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 J3n A (212) 558-5500 

New York, New York 10003 NAR - 1 10’’ 
. .  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

FER 14 2011 454-7233 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNARD SIKKAS and JEANETTE SIKKAS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 1 18207/02, 1 10522/00, 

j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
4 9 . -  ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Bernard Sikkas and Jeanette Sikkas 

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

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

1122-1732 



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: 

BERNARD SIKKAS and JEANETTE SIKKAS, 

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

j Index No.: 121939/97 
j 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- \ 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. 

201 1 

fiatthew T. Fairley, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 NAAR - 1 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Bernard Sikkas and Jeanette Sikkas 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

i I d  lr ' j j  'f!'JP!*: 
SO ORDERED, COLP: 1 1 -   elwit; wit;'^ OFFICE' 

722.619 



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

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

j Index No.: 1182 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNARD SIKKAS and JEANETTE SIKKAS, 
/02, 110522/00, 

Q&> 
Plaintiffs, 

! NO OPPOSITION 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. [ 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, 

Dated: New ork, New York -.jL ,2011 

Michele J. Mfitleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Bernard Sikkas and Jeanette Sikkas 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERE, P.C. 8&7 ~ 

I 2011 
*?<+ (21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

I 
I 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PHILIP MULE and CYNTHIA MULE, 

I 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules f~ 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 k, New York 
% T \ ,2011 

Matthew T. Fairley, Esq. L/ Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

Avocet Enterprises, Inc. Philip Mule and Cynthia M e 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs FX P 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway flj$ - 1 2Q11 

(2 12) 509-3456 , ( t  :c. - "  b$,h; !.4 
~0:l::;W 4 I (,;pr4KS OFFGE' 

SO ORDERED, 

i- ""-s t . . L  0 4 2011 722-530 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PHILIP MULE and CYNTHIA MULE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ! 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York 
,2011 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY 6% KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Philip Mule and Cynthia Mule 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

1235-20241 



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

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

j IndexNo.: 123724199, 
122078197 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PHILIP MULE and CYNTHIA MULE, c””””4 
Plaintiffs, 

j NO OPPOSITION 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 79.- ,2011 

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

Philip Mule and Cynthia Mule 
WEITZ & LUXENBE 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yo 

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

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25679 

FE5 1 4  2011 



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

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

i Index No.: 109854/02, 123724/99, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PHILIP MULE and CYNTHIA MULE, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
31 & ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Philip Mule and Cynthia Mule 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

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

UQ - 1 zait 

' A; < ;)q;< 
SO ORDERED, 

z?e;$&,r'r I ;c / : ; ; y ' I  \ 5 ' OFFICE 

1122-20747 

1 4  2011 



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

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

i Index No.: 110506/03, 123724199, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD DEVINE and ARLENE DEVINE, , ( f 2 m >  

-against- 

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

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. - 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7 ./L- ,2011 

MichelCJ. Mktleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward Devine and Arlene Devine 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

4 Z O I I  1235-2259 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD DEVINE and ARLENE DEVINE, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., NC., et al. 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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 Y rk, New York 
J\ ,2011 

v 

Matthew T. Fairley, Esq, 
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 

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

Edward Devine and Arlene Devine 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

122-343 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD DEVINE and ARLENE DEVINE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: ( g - y 3 ; 2 3  724199, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

plaintiffs’ compIaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, 

Dated: New York New York 
+’ ,2011 

Edward Devine and Arlene Devine 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 v 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

MAR - 1 2011 

NEW y;7r:ric 
 mu^^ CLERKS OFWL 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-2739 FEB 142011 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD DEVINE and ARLENE DEVINE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
21 L ,2011 

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

Edward Devine and Arlene Devine 
WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2383-26421 



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

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

/ Index No.: 1,10506/03, -. _ _  123724/99, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD DEVINE and ARLENE DEVINE, 

Plaintiffs, 

“I 223 1 3 / 9 3  
- -.-- I .  

-against- 

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

! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

OR.DERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York ? .PP ,2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Atto or Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Edward Devine and Arlene Devine 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

F €6 ’1 4 lo‘‘ 
454-1 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD W. JEMIOLO, Administrator for the 
Estate of EDWARD L. JEMIOLO, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York *! u ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Edward L. Jemiolo 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 - 1 ZQII 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THISDOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD W. JEMIOLO, Administrator for the 
Estate of EDWARD L. JEMIOLO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: -3724199, 11 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER I 

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

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

,2011 

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

WEKZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 0 4  2011 
122-439 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD W. JEMIOLO, Administrator for the 
Estate of EDWARD L, JEMIOLO, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

I 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York ,.'fL ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward L. Jemiolo 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

1122-2784 



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

j LA.% Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: : Index No.: 123724/99, 
EDWARD W. JEMIOLO, Administrator for the ! (122879/97) 
Estate of EDWARD L. JEMIOLO, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York %I!. ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward L, Jemiolo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 WAR - 1 2011 

MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

p,>?h,; ?;.t;r? * 

"<-- *r*' _I' ",ou\ui-y (JERt("> i;.. t .  i !de;-, 
SO ORDERED, 

454-9647 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD W. JEMIOLO, Administrator for the 
Estate of EDWARD L. JEMIOLO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 11 1 03, 123724/99, & 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
2J t ,2011 

Tishmi  Liquidating Cop. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward Le Jemiolo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

ffAR - 7 2017 
(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 f -  

SO ORDERED, 

E E,B 14 2011 
2383-26431 



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

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

1 Index No.: 1 0 2 3 4 7 1 0 ~ 2 ~ ~  

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN COUGHLIN and BARBARA ANNE 
COUGHLIN, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump 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, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York Jp ,2011 13 

At1 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

John Coughlin and Barbara Anne Cozhlin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

Hon. Sherry Kleinkeitler FEB 1 4  2011 
454-10459 



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

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

1 Index No.: 1 02347105k&s3  

/ NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN COUGHLIN and BARBARA ANNE 
COUGHLIN, 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4 I ,2011 MAR - 1 2011 

Matthew T. Fairley, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGNNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
John Coughlin and Barbara Anne Coughlin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

/-- 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry kleihheitler 

,? 3 4 2011 
122-322 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN COUGHLN and BARBARA ANNE 
COUGHLIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 102347/05, 123219/9 'd 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York J c ,2011 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 1 2012 HJtRR (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-18725 



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

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

i Index No.: 102347/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

1232 19/97 D THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN COUGHLIN and BARBARA ANNE 
COUGHLIN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C,orp+, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York J%- ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishrnh Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

John Coughlin and Barbara Anne Coughlin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F^AR - 1 2011 (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, S W  Klei; Heitler 

,L I 4  2011 2383-27169 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GIOVANNI PETRONE and MARY PETRONE, 

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

i Index No.: 104095/98 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND O m :  

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

Defendants. \ 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby 

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

requests summary 

0 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
Jt ,2011 

4 Attorney for Defendant Fr Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishm& Liquidating C o p ,  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Giovanni Petrone and Mary Petrone 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 MAR - 1 mi 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S6erry Klein Heitler 

2383-4107 
FEB 1 4  2011 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GIOVANNI PETRONE and MARY PETRONE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 104095/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
%/t# ,2011 

F I L E D  
MAR - 1 ZOII 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Giovanni Petrone and Mary Petrone 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-3691 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GIOVANNI PETRONE and MARY PETRONE, 
j Index No.: 104095/98 
i 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j 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 Y rk, New York -e! ,2011 

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

Giovanni Petrone and Mary Petron 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, COLIN-yy CLERKS QFFlCE 

\jAR - 1 2011 

p.i[+$y y017:< 

FEB 0 4  2011 122-875 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GIOVANNI PETRONE and MARY PETRONE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 104095/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York + ,2011 

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

Giovanni Petrone and Mary 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 EaLR - 1 201? (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

- 
SO ORDERED, 

1 ,  

1235-3216 

FEB 0 4 2011 



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

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

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

Index No: 104095/98 

John Petrone 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
ORDER 

JUDGMENT I 
I 

I - x  
WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

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

I 

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

Dated: New Yor New York * 
J 

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

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

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 1 00 17 

r File No, 05335.01235 

SO ORDERED, 
Maff - 1 zM\ 

4248460.1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S.Pa 30 
(Heitla, J.) 

I 

I Index No.: 104237/98 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 1 
I 
I 
I JOHN MOORE AND LUCY MOORE, 
I 

Plaintif@), I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I -  
I 

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

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Sid Hmey Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary 

j u d p a t  in the above entided case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Sid Harvey Industries, Inc. with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Sid Hmey Industries, hc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

1 2 0 ~ ~  Datecl: New York, New York 

RoNert Darish, Esq. Jaet Walsh, Es 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Sid Hmey Industries, hc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

LOCKS LAW FIRM PLLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
John Moore and Lucy Moore 
747 Third Avenue 

ork 10017 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

N0027363-1 

r '  

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
M RE: NEW YQRK COUNTY ! W C A L  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part dv 

(JMtler, J.) 
I 

IndexNo.: 104237/98 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN MOORE AND LUCY MOORE, 

Plaintiff(S), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-again&- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., NC, et al., 
I Defmdant(s) . I 

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

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDEKED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clahns and cross d a h s  againSt 

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

without costs. 

NOM7364-1 

x122-0001 

FEB 0 4  2011 



SUPREME COUKT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ; LkS. Part 30 
(’Heitla, J.) 

I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN MOORE AND LUCY MOORE, 

; IndexNo.: 104237/98 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(S), i NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

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

Defmdmt~sl. I 

WHEFLEFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary juugment in 

the above entitled case, purrmant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Coxporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-def’endants, all claims and cross claims against 

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yo& 
m!? - 7 2011 ,- 

MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. KS LAW FIRM PLLC 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Braad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
John Moore and Lucy Moore 
747 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10017 

x 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 838-3735 

SO ORDERED, ’--*- 1235-23166 

NoM7362-I 



F e b .  3. 2 0 1 1  1 0 : 5 6 A M  M a r i n  G o o d m a n ,  11P N o .  6 9 0 0  P, 7 

This document relates to: 

LLOYD HARDEN (Deceased),' 

Flahtiff, 

-against- 

EELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMP. 

Defendant, 

HFZERBFORE, defendant KEELF&-DORR-OL.IVER BOLL= COMPANY hereby rquests 

sumrrzary judgmcnt id the! above-entitled caw, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules S&on 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defmht KEELEKDORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

URVERED, that upon notice to dl co-defendants, all cldms and cross-claims against defendant 

KEFLER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, bo and the same are hwcby dismissed with prtjudice 

and without costs. 3 \ 3 \ \ \ 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-QUKER EOIJER 
New Yo& New York 10003 C O M P M  

500 Mamaronsck 
Harrison, NY 105 
(212) 661-1 151 

1 ZDl' 

6 

* 1 C' FGk, 
~ \&\d 

~ I \" .Ai.* +*' 

*. c ."; ill'a3 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Michael Delvecchio 

4 I 

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

1 12534198 
1 10669/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I 
WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 

Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

_- ' i" j ,.;;:T,IsnT 

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

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42'ld Street 
New York, New Yark 10017 

Our File No. O f i 6 ~ 3 ~ 1  E 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

L2,,L&490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 

.12xoo I H. I 



F e b .  3. 2 0 1 1  1 0 : 5 6 A M  M a r  i n  G o o d m a n ,  11P N o ,  6900 P. 7 

This dwument relates to: 

LLOYD HARDEN (Deceased),' 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

with prejudice, and there being PO opposition thereto. 

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

KEFLER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hmby d i h d  with prejudice 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND WEBER, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER I 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York 
LyT, ,2011 

F I L E D  

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

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 142011 1122-7038 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND WEBER, 

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

1 Index N 0 . e  113350/00 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION ANI) ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et 41. 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
*lZ.  ,2011 

Michele J. Mittreman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Raymond Weber 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
1 2021 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York. New York 10003 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway vaR 

u4tQ'' 1235-6542 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND WEBER, 
i Index N o ; < E ’ l 1 3 3 5 0 / 0 0  

, ,  

/ Index No;< --?)l 112521/98 13350/00 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 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 5 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 
y! 1 ,2011 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Michael Delvecchio 

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

Index No: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in 'interest to Anaconda Wire &! 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 I3roadway 
Ncw York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney For Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42'ld Street 
New York, New York 10017 

j!3 6P3 PIeo 
SO OIIDERED, 

J2HOOIX.I 



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: 

MICHAEL DELVECCHIO and ROSA 
DELVECCHIO, 

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

: Index No.: 110669/0 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+ L  ,2011 

MAR - 1 2011 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Michael Delvecchio and Rosa Delvecchio 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-6499 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL DELVECCHIO and ROSA 
DELVECCHIO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 10669/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 32 12, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
4 .t' ,2011 

Attornev for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishma Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Michael Delvecchio and Rosa Delvecchio 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 1 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR - 1 2011 

2383-3082C 

i lU 1 9 B 4 2011 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL DELVECCHIO and ROSA 
DELVECCHIO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 10669/00@=> 

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 York New York 
%I \ ' ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Michael Delvecchio and Rosa Delvecchio 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,c. 

*. / (212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
y ' t l e i n  #eitler Hon. Sher 

-v r ]  
722-1289 



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

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

i Index No.: 1 10669/00&=> 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL DELVECCHIO and ROSA 
DELVECCHIO, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
\ MOTION AND ORDER 

PI aint i ffs , 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk New York 
37 L ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 1.4 2011 1122-6995 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL -_ - 

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

i Index No.: 124527/0- 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BRIAN J. MCGUIRE and SARAH MCGUIRE, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York + ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 - 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Brian J. McGuire and Sarah 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Yo& New York 10003 _. 2011 

/ (212) 558-5500 
, *  

'* * j '  7 

,-,, . ~ I L\,EF~KS OFFIm 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1 4  2011 2383-22350H 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BRIAN J. MCGUIRE and SARAH MCGUITCE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 124527/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York q l d  ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Brian J. McGuire and Sarah McG ' 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 1 2Qtt NbR - (212) 558-5500 

FEB 0 4  2011 1235-6514 



SUPREME C O m T  OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

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

i Index No.: 11 1253/04, 125793199, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARTIN ZUCKERMAN and THELMA f l - >  
ZUCKERMAN, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New ork, New York 4,- ,2011 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs v 
Martin Zuckerman and Thelma Zuckerman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P .C . 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 4 
(212) 558-5500 D 

454-10100 



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

‘ NYCAL IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT riEFERS TO: 

MARTIN ZUCKERMAN and THELMA 
ZUCRERMAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No,: 11 253/04, 125793/99, 0 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, 

Dated: New York New York 4 b’ ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 2 2012 p4.IAR - (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Martin Zuckerman and Th 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

2383-26916 



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

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

i Index No.: 11 1253/04, 125793/99, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARTIN ZUCKERMAN and THELMA -- 
ZUCKERMAN, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- \ MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 _, J i  4 CtE-.F;"UK;'S OFFICE1 

Martin Zuckerman and Thelma Zuckerman 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

- 1 ZUIF 

f L j t  A New York, New York 10003 

SO ODERED,  

1235-6540 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARTIN ZUCKERMAN and THELMA 
ZUCKERMAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No. :4%255 793199, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. , 

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

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 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 
t.1 , ’  ,2011 

G Matthew T. Fair ev. Esq. 

A 

Frank M. Ortiz, E 
& I  A 

-.I-_ ..--. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Martin Zuckerman and Thelma Zuckerman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New Y ork, New 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

722-1368 



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

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

i Index No.: 4 125793/99, 
113040/98 D 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARTIN ZUCKERMAN and THELMA 
ZUCKERMAN, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
% /  z ,2011 6"1m - 1 2011 

Martin Zuckerman and Thelma Zuckerman 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

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

, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, FE8 14 2011 

1122-7036 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES MURPHY and ARANELL MURPHY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- \ MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practi 

Corp., hereby requests summary 

e Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
q b  ,2011 

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

r P  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 L Y*“U 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
ldJ-i - 1 2011 

SO ORDERED, a- f W V  yOR/( 
‘OUNh\l 

0 F F l c ~ j  Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-22020A 1 4  2011 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES MURPHY and ARANELL MURPHY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index N f l z d  122297/00 

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 York, New York 
> L I  I ,2011 

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

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, CQUkQ~y GLERK'S OFFICE' 

mg - 1 2011 

\d? r?j' '{<];?!A 

FEB 0 4  2011 722-1122 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES MURPHY and ARANELL MURPHY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

ork, New York 
)L. ,2011 

\ 

Michele J. Mittlernan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James Murphy and AranelQI 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.Cb -'" 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

0 v 
wt - 1 2Qll (212) 558-5500 

n 
(212) 509-3456 

1235-6536 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: f h  
i Index N C  1 13 12 1 /93  122297/00 
i JAMES MURPHY and ARANELL MURPHY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 4% ,2011 

James Murphy and Aranell Murphy 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

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

1122-7032 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES MURPHY and ARANELL MURPHY, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 
~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump 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, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 41 3 ,2011 
MAR - 1 2011 

I 
i 

i 
I 
I 

I 

I 
!, 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company 

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

James Murphy and Aranell Murphy 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

'ELU x 4 20114 
454-1 



* i 

. -  e . -  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X * * - - - - - - - - - - -  

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

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

I 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

FEB 0 4  2011 
4248454. I 



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: 

SAM DONOFRIO, 

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

i IndexNo.: 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation Sam Donofrio 

SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-21161 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SAM DONOFRIO, 

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

i Index No.: 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York ..It ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Sam Donofrio 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

FEB 142011 
1122-21659 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

j Index No.: 107991/03 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SAM DONOFRIO, r 
Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- 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 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 disinissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 4 ,2011 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Sam Donofrio 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

FEB 0 4  2011 722-1026 



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

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

1 Index No.: 1 0 ’ 7 9 9 1 1 0 3 v ( 6 ~ ]  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SAM DONOFRIO, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in’ this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, 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 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Frank. M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Sam Donofiio 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG. P. 

MAR - 7 2011 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

454-9355 

FEB 14 2011 



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.) 

! Index No.: 107991/03, a 3 130/98 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SAM DONOFRIO, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3 /* ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Sam Donofrio 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 y&R - 1 2011 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 



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: 

WILLIAM A. WAGNER and ALICE WAGNER, i 

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

PI ain tiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j 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 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 Y rk, New York *I! ,2011 

Matthew T. Fairley, Esq. --’ 
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
William A. Wagner and Alice Wagner 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 0 4  ZOW 722-1179 r 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM A. WAGNER and ALICE WAGNER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests 

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

summary 

ismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
q jp  ,2011 

ook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

2 
(2 12) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

454-8793 



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: 

MANUEL ALMOZARA and CANDIDA 
ALMOZARA, 

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

i Index No.: 122872/0 

Plaintiffs , i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
-.I 2. ' ,2011 

/ 
c 

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

Manuel Almozara and Candida A1 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

-- 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

FEB I4 2011 
1122-1838 



.. . . 

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

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

i Index No,: 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MANUEL ALMOZARA and CANDIDA 109635/02 
ALMOZARA, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

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. 

,201 1 

v 

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

Manuel Alrnozara and Candida Almozara 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
" .  -."?_* 

722-1384 



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

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

i Index No.: 122872/61;:991/98.> 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MANUEL ALMOZARA and CANDIDA 109635/02 
ALMOZARA, 

___ 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 4.- ,2011 

Michele J. Mittfiman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank M. Ortiz, Lsq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Manuel Almozara and Candida Almozara 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-1355 



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

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

1 Index No.: 1 2 2 8 7 2 / 0 0 , f i G >  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MANUEL ALMOZARA and CANDIDA 10963Y02 

ALMOZARA, * :  

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants, j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 4 L- ,2011 

ok, Esq. 
~ Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating COT. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Manuel Almozara and Candida Almozara 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 MAR - 1 2011 

SO ORDERED, 
r + ! f i  . f . \ P  1 > < *  io! ’I I . , ! ” ! ;  

(-fjLjIV TV‘ CLEZKS Of-FlCk - I -  

2383-221 17C 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MANUEL ALMOZARA and CANDIDA 109635/02 
ALMOZARA, 

Index No.: 122872/00&=> 

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A, C. & S., INC., et 02. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York J,, ,2011 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, PC. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Manuel Almozara and Candida Almozara 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 

I New York, New York 10003 
58-5500 w 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

+” g ‘1 4 2011 
454-005OC 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
I Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 

Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, I 

Francis G. Callahan 

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

Index No: fi&& 
125 13 1/00 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Wcitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New Yark, New Yark 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaco 
Cable Co. 
150 East 4 Y d  Stre 

' New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 
Our File No. 07536.0291 6 

HAR - 1 2011 

r 7 w YORK 
CO~fi\r I T CLERK'S OFFICF- 

Hon. SheiTy K. Heitler 

.-i 4 2011 

SO ORDERED, u 
42807S4. I 



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

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

i Index No.: 107453/01 118210/98 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH S .  COSTANZO and JUNE E. 
COSTANZO, 

i=> 
i NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York ..pt ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating C o p .  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Joseph S. Costanzo and Jun 
WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 BL2 - 20jt 
(2 12) 509-3454 

v $! )'OR\< 
( y j ~ ~  i v GLERK'S OFFICE, 

SO ORDERED, 

a 4 2011 2383-22958 - J  . 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH S. COSTANZO and JUNE E. 
COSTANZO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 107453/01, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, d?ismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York Jt ,2011 

Joseph S. Costanzo and June E. Costan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(2 12) 558-5500 MAR - 1 2@11 (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

i ‘ : 1 i 4 2011 1122-7023 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH S. COSTANZO and JUNE E. 
COSTANZO, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 07453/0 1 182 10/98 0 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 0RZ)ER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York %b ,2011 

Attorn' m e  fendant 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Joseph S. Costanzo and June E. Costanzo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

~at ters in  Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 1 4  2011 454-11282 



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

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

j Index No,: 107453101$8=> 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH S. COSTANZO and JUNE E. 
COSTANZO, 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-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 4 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 

defendant, ,Avocet Enterprises, Inc., be and the same are 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
* I \  ,2011 

all claims and cross claims against 

iereby dismissed with prejudice and 

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

Joseph S. Costanzo and June E. Costanzo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

: d 0420t t  
722-1623 



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 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH S. COSTANZO and JUNE E. 
COSTANZO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 107453101&-] 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed wi 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York - 1 2.01’1 
9 J  t ,2011 

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

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

FEB 0 4  idij I 

1235-6527 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TERRANCE J. FOLEY, 

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

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

Michele J. Milheman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Terrance J. Foley 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-0286AB 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TERRANCE J. FOLEY, 

P1 ai nt i ffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
%It ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Terrance J. Foley 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

D MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 1 ZQIJ - (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, COUNfl 

1122-6979 



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 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: n 
TERRANCE J. FOLEY, 

i Index No.:(l18509/98 125131/00 '2 
Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants, ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
2PP ,2011 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 

* q s  v&I Terrance J. Foley 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P . q  uwI 

700 Broadway 

pjM 1 2011 New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

YORK 
couNTy CLERKS O F a  SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

FEB 14201\ 494-0281AB 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
lN RE: NEW YO% COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TERRANCE J. FOLEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York * ( L- ,2011 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Terrance J. Foley 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

MAR - 1 2011 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

; \ ' X ' d  YQRK 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 I +% - \ I  l e  V P l  C.RI('C nFFll?!I (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein keitler 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

TERRANCE J. FOLEY, 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

Plaintiffs, ; NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! 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 Y rk, New York ,PI ,2011 

v 

Matthew T. Fairley, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Terrance J. Foley D 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAR - 1 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

Hon, S h e 6  Klein'Heitler 

' 3 4  2011 722-1778 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DERNA COSTANZO, Individually and Executrix 
for the Estate of E210 COSTANZO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 0 ~ 0 2 / 0 4 6 & i ! h  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
b!C' ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Derna Costanzo and Ezio Costanzo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 n (212) 558-5500 !!/,2 - 1 2011 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry- Heitler 

1122-2424 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i Index No.: 102902/04, @rQ 
DERNA COSTANZO, Individually and Executrix ! 
for the Estate of E210 COSTANZO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

P 1 aint i ffs , 

-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 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, 

'201 1 

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

Derna Costanzo and Ezio Costanzo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

722-1913 



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

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

i Index No.: 102902/04 1 19470/98 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DERNA COSTANZO, Individually and Executrix ! 
for the Estate of EZIO COSTANZO, 

a 
[ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY .JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

. defendant, Tishman Liquidating C u p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
JL ,2011 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Derna Costanzo and Ezio Costanzo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (LIZ) 338-33UU 

SO ORDERED, 

.I 4 2011 2383-26731 



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.) 

i Index No.: 1 Om2/O4, &&& 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DERNA COSTANZO, Individually and Executrix 
for the Estate of EZIO COSTANZO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York + ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 

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

Derna Costanzo and Ezio Costanzo 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERIG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler FE8 

0 4 2 ~ ~ 1  -. 
1235-1941 



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

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

i Index No,: 1 0 1422107(6=> 
[ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHRISTOPHER KANE and BARBARA KANE, 

P 1 aint i ffs , [ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. [ 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
qp. ,2011 

MAR - 1 2011 

FICES 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishrnk Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Christopher Kane and Barbara Ram 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

, >  + I  2011 
2383-27591 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

j Index No.: 101422/0 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHRISTOPHER KANE and BARBARA KANE, / 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests 

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

plaintiffs’ compiaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York + ,2011 

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

Christopher Kane and Barbara Kane 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

I ’  :^I f 4 2011 
454-11185 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 101422/07, 1 19840/98 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

i"_s> 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHRISTOPHER KANE and BARBARA KANE, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. : 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
+' ,2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Christopher Kane and Barbara K 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 flbR - 1 20" 

.kc %;I )pi \ \i wLEHKrJOFF'Gt 
?,,"d yc.I6 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

135-1646 



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

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

j Index No.: 10 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHRISTOPHER KANE and BARBARA KANE, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 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. 

201 1 

Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Christopher Kane and Barbar 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

722-3963 



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

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

[ Index No,: 101 422/07@=d 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHMSTOPHER KANE and BARBARA KANE, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York ..p- ,2011 

Christopher Kane and Barbara Kane 
WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-2130 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHESTER HORNER and RITA HORNER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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, Tishmm Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
- 7 - L  ,2011 

77 Attorney for Defendant 

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

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Chester Homer and Rita Homer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 n .A 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHESTER HORNER and RITA HORNER, 

i 1,A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J*) 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- \ MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump 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, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Chester Homer and Rita Homer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC.  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

MAR - 1 2011 

NEW YrJ9K 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE! 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

454-0283A.O 

FEE3 1 4 ?011 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 

f-7 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: / 

CHESTER HORNER and RITA HORNER, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JlJDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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 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 ork, New York 
J l  ,2011 

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

Chester Homer and Rita Homer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB O d  7011 722-1971 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHESTER HORNER and RITA HORNER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

ork, New York 
,2011 

Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGKVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sher$Kleinh$eitler 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Chester Homer and Rita Horn 
WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. I \* E 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAR - 1 20\\ 

pIr~:u1’ yo,; 
C O U N ~ ~  CLERK’S OFF\% 

(212) 558-5500 

12351621 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S, Part 30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHESTER HORNER and RITA HORNER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 4% ,2011 

L E D  
MAR - 1 2011 Chester Homer and Rita Homer 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
, ’/f”’nl 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway ” I J n K  

I , ,  , ‘v , . ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ K S  OF 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-2105 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARK KAUFMAN, as Executor for the Estate of 
MARTIN S, KAUFMAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et 01. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.c-$104845/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York q2/ ,2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Martin S. Kaufman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
. -  

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1122-19986 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARK KAUFMAN, as Executor for the Estate of 
MARTIN S. KAUFMAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
a#?% ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
3 1122011 

2383-1 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: n 
MARK KAUFMAN, as Executor for the Estate of / 
MARTIN S. KAUFMAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

; NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York q b ,2011 

Michele J. Mi'ttleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Martin S. Kaufman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P . C F  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 f l h ~  

Q ', 

1 2011 
(212) 558-5500 

1235-19462 



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

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

i Index No : 122 176/98 104845/00 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARK KAUFMAN, as Executor for the Estate of i 
MARTIN S. KAUFMAN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

0 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
; 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 
3.L ,2011 

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

D Martin S. Kaufman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway - 1 2011 

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

722-2176 



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

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

j Index No.: 10871 3/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

00050/99 D THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH A. MASSARO and MARY JEAN 
MASSARO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
q-> Lr ,2011 

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

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-19099 



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: 

JOSEPH A. MASSARO and MARY JEAN 
MASSARO, 

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

i Index No.: 10871 3/01, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, 

Dated: New ork, New York J 5 ,2011 

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

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

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

J 4  2011 1235-18563 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH A. MASSARO and MARY JEAN 
MASSARO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et 01. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 108713/01, 100050/99 

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 5 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. 

,2011 

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

Joseph A. Massaro and Mary 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

1 2071 
y&R - (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

722-2201 



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: 

JOSEPH A. MASSARO and MARY JEAN 
MASSARO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No,: 1087 13/0 1 ,{00050/9fl 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE9 defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
J \3  ,2011 

Patterso; pump Company 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
MCGIVNEY & KLLJGER, P.C. 

Joseph A. Massaro and Mary J 1 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

WAR - 1 2011 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO OmERED, 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
~ 

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

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

i Index No.: 108713/01 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH A. MASSARO and MARY JEAN 
MASSARO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk New York YpG ,2011 

Attorney for Plaint 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Joseph A. Massaro and Mary Jean Massaro 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 
EB 142011 

2383-232510 



c 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND I 

ORDER 

I 

X 

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

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

Dated: NewYor , N  w York * 
c 

5 

.< ' * 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.02687 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

F l h  
SO ORDERED, 

MAR - 1 2011 

4248412.1 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICb 

FEB 0 4  2011 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GLADYS E. MdNxRAN, Individually and as--- - 
Proposed Executrix for the Estate of ROBERT J. 
MONAHAN, \ NO OPPOSITION 

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

Index No.: 110893/9 

i 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT i 
i 
I 

-against- 

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

Plaintiffs, MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, ’ 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 1 @‘I a ,2011 \$\ 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

(212) 509-3456 

8 SOORDERED, 

25714888 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DANK0 ORBANIC, 
i I Index N60=/$08713/01 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

I MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendant( s). I 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs . 

Dated: New York, New York 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Patterson Pump Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plainti 
Danko Orbanic 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

rz= 
1 201‘ 

“y ‘.‘s GLLR ‘ c KS 

(212) 558-5500 r\RR - 
-28.4 ‘I OGfi OFF\GS 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler c,csuiy ‘ 
454-001 

w (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

N0026808-1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S.Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DANK0 ORBANIC, I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

I 
I 
I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendant(s). I 
I 

~ ~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New 

y 

Ea I y. J I B  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Attorneys for Defendants 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 rk 10003 2011 

4 3  
Tishman Liquidating Corporation Danko Orbanic 1 L., L* 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 v im - 
~ e d  @"K~w\G~ 

SO ORDERED, G(y$4- GRU5 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-23251AD 

N0026808-1 



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.) 

I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DANK0 ORBANIC, I 

Plaintiff( s), I 

-against- I 

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

Defendant( s) . I 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

K&&d ok, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-1806 

N0026808-1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I LA.$, Part 30 
(Heitla, J.) 

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I 
I 
I 

DANK0 ORBANIC, 
I 

I 
Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- 

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

I 
I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendant( s) . I 
I 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

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

costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
~~ 

arnie A.Bartolomeo, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plainti 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Danko Orbanic 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 - 1 2011 

',u, - r ~  L k.fiK.5 OFFICE 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
; ' , * I  I \ P 1  .: 

h 
SO ORDERED, 

2082-0001 + \ \ ,  



' 
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.) 

1 I Index No.GlG3 108713/01 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I 
I 
I 

I 

DANK0 ORBANIC, 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- 

A,C. & S., INC., et al., 
I NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I 
I 

Defendant(s). 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

0 ok, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for P l w  
Danko Orbanic 
700 Broadway 
NewYork,NewYork loo$ I L, E D , 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 1 

MAR - 1 2011 

hL>Lv YGkM 
SO ORDERED, 

COUI'YI'I ucms oF*m 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ; I.A.S.Part30 
I (Heitler, J.) 
I - I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DANK0 ORBANIC, 
; Index No . 101 158/99,108713/01 
I 1 u 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), 

I -against- I 

: NO OPPOSITION : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendant(s). I 

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

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

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&b/W, ' 4 , W  lfgw 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

A /  
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sh 

Attorneys for P l a i n t i v  
Danko Orbanic 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DANK0 ORBANIC 
Index e=> 
10871 3/ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

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

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

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: I n 

A t t o r n e w n t  

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Weitz & Luxenber r-...) / - -  
Colleen M. Cronin 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

SO ORDERED, 

IFICE 



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

~ __ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DANK0 ORBANIC 10871 310 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

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

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

- n  
DATED: 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Colken M. Cron'in 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans M QwaY 



I I 

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

Index No.: 102317/99 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

CHARLES CLOBRIDGE, MOTION 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC,, (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: ,2011 
New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

FlwLE.D 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

New York, NY 10022 MAR - 1 2011 

NEW YORY 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFl& 

(2 12) 65 1-7500 

SO ORDERED, 1 

Hon. h e $  y Idein Heitler 

FEB 1 4  2011 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 104743/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

LEV1 H, WALTON, MOTION 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: r \ . i  ,2011 
New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 fib$ 

SINGER & MAHONEY, 

New York, NY 10022 I .(an” 
v \ W  BKS 
c\E 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 0 4  2011 



V 

t 

Gerald C. Carpenter 

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

Index wlK& 
100754/03 
1 14255/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

I 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, WEITZ & LUXENB 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 0 5 " p ' V O L  E li) 

SO ORDERED, 1 Zo1' MAR 

4248306.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN E: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GERALD CLAYTON CARPENTER and 
LILLIAN P. CARPENTER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 11425YO 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
W f t  ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Gerald C .  Carpenter and Lillian P. Carpenter 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2oT1 1235-31 18 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GERALD CLAYTON CARPENTER and 
LILLIAN P. CARPENTER, 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 14255/04,@=2 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. . ,  

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the swne are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New ork, New York 
I{. ,2011 

K 
A 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Gerald C. Carpenter and Lillian P. Carpenter 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Q i  MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

I 

MAR - 1 2011 (212) 509-3456 

, ” /  y(*y(;< 
SO ORDERED, ~ I _ ~ ~ ~ ~ T Y  CLERKS Q F F I ~ ~ ,  

2383-26978 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 114255/04,60=> 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GERALD CLAYTON CARPENTER and 
LILLIAN P. CARPENTER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et 01. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
cLp\3 ,2011 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Gerald C. Carpenter and Lillian P. Carpenter 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO OWERED, 
Hon. Sherry‘Klein Heitler 

(212) 509-3456 

SO OWERED, 

454-555 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No,: 1 1 4 2 5 5 1 0 4 6 & 3  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GERALD CLAYTON CARPENTER and 
LILLIAN P. CARPENTER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., NC., et ai. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York & ,2011 

Gerald C. Carpenter and Lillian P. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MAR - 1 2011 n / 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 3 
Hon. Sheny Klein lkitler 

1122-3595 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NICOLA SCALlCl and ANGELA SCALlCl 
g q  16/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NICOLA SCALICI and ANGELA SCALICI 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

udgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

Jismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

irejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

tgainst defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

irejudice and without costs. 

00 Broadway - 7th floor 
lew York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY &I 71538% r E  n . 

0 ORDERED, 

JAN 31 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DUANE KNAPP NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
a- \ 4, ,201 1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

D a 

McElroy, Deutscaulvaney  & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1527780-1 

2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 109513199 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MICHAEL DEBRO, MOTION 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant MIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (VEIL-  

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 3 \? ,2011 
New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 MAR - 1 2011 

New York, NY 10022 



" .. . ,. . . . . . . .. .. . ..... .., , . ... . . ,  , . , , , ,  

I .---- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitltler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: j Index N f i G 9  IO 1 O W 9 9  
GLADYS E. MONKHAN, Individually and as- - - i 
Proposed Executrix for the Estate of ROBERT J. i 
MONAHAN, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., WC,, et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, hc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oalxfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without \ 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Gladys E. Mon&an and Robert J. Monahan 
W m z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 112128/99 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ROBERT E. GARY, MOTION 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, TNC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendant sa 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLATN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Wed-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 1 3 - N  , 2011 
New York, New York 

WEITZ rpr LUXENBERG,P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

&-- 
T e e  N. Megerian, E q. 

SINGER & MAHONEY, 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 N ~ R  - 1 201’ 

New York. NY 10022 

SEGAL McCAMBRI U E  

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

FEB 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No,: 102335/0 112962/99, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

a THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, Individually and i 109600/97 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
RICHARD DANSON, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. / 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in . 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDEXUED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
0 7 / 3 1  ,201$ 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

/ 
(212) 509-3456 

Hazel Mildred Danson and Richard Danson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. x: 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway \ ,  

(212) 558-5500 IY%? - 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COlJNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RIE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 105280/0&=$ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JACK DONALDSON, SR. and MARY 
DONALDSON, 

103649/97 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C,& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 
~ 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York n_;/g ,20$ 

ie A. Bartolomeo, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P,C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Jack Donaldson, Sr. and Mary Donaldson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-7017 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 117282/99 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

JOHN GARY, MOTION 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against I 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

OIWERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: L\* ,2011 
New York, New York 

/ 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. L* 

WEITZ & LUXENB 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suit 

New York, NY 10022 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

FYIAR - I 2071 

N m /  YOR/.( 
SO ORDERED, 

coum 
OFF(& FOr:.B I 4  2018 * 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X ___II____-____------______lll_________ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
JOHN GARY, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

A.C. & S . ,  INC., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant GOULDS PUMPS, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.:117282/99 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

INC * , hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 53212 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' 

Complaint against defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a11 claims and 

cross claims against defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., be dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New Pcrrk 

lir, *. 7, <,' , % J ,  $ 4  I 
Weitz & Luxenberg Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 

700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Attorneys for Def endar&E'yv 
John Gary GOULDS PUMPS, IN(7;ouN-\y cLEkikc's drrr'Ci 

212-558-5500 
54-3623 

So Ordered: 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part 30 

A.C. & S. INC., gt a. 
Defendants. 

WHEREFOE, 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 Ooodyear Canada Inc. be and the 
same are hereby dismissed witb prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne 

WEI'I'Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Haintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
neys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 3 02-2400 MAR - 1 2011 

Hon. Sherry klein Heitler, J.S.C. 
FEB I 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
WILLIAM D. BUXTON I.A.S. Part 3 3 . )  

Index NoP12 1854/9 
90/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, 

Inc, fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier 
Refractories, Inc. W a  Adience, Inc. EIWa 
BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.861 15 

D (914) 345-7301 

PjfM - 1 2011 
. . 

SO ORDERED, 5 L ' m ? K  
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler m & k U  1 )' CLERK'S OFI'lCb 

E'EB04 2011 



ALBERT CASARIO SR., and ROSE CASARIO, 

Plaintiff, 

. 

N Y C A L  
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND I 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

- ~ JUDGMEXC - - 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, ~ 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

I 

MAIUN GOODMAN, LLP. 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintvf 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER b\E1" 
New York, NY 10003 COMPANY 
(21 2)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue-sui tap 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Nfl 
Harrison, NY 10528 

SO ORDERED- -- (212) 661-1151 

FEB 14 2011 



From: FAXmaker To: Rodrigo Armand Jr Page: 22 Date: 2/14/2011 5:28:37 PM 

Plaintiff* NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOlLER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. mELER-DORR- 

Defendmi, COMPANY 
X _"__11-------------_-----------1-*---_--_1------"c1----------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

d 
WEITZ & LUXENBERO, P.C. 
Attorneys for Pmintix Attorneys j b r  D e f e n h t  

C O M P M  
500 Mamaroneck Ave 
Harrison, NY 1 OS28 

700 Broadway KEEL ER4OIpR-OI;I~l l  BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

fl/$ - 1 201' 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


From: FAXmaker To: Kerryann Cook Page: 617 Date: 2/9/2011 2:31:49 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
M RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYcm 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I LA.$, Part 30 
I (Heitla, J.) 

THIS DOCUMEN?' KEFeKS TO: I 

KATHERINE BUXTON, EXECUTRIX FOR THE I 

ESTATE OF WILLIAM D. BUXTON AND 

I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

KATHERINE BUXTON, INDIVIDUALLY I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

NO OPPOSITION 
-against - I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I TION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defmdmt(s). I 

WHEREFORE, d e f m h t ,  Safeguard Industrral Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and moss claims agairwt 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice arid without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

SO ORDERED, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
EstateofWilliamD. B S n l  L E D 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 3 

~ A R  - 1 2011 

NEW YOR~: 
CQUN J*Y C ; L ~ $ ~ ~ ~ 5 ~ ~ p l ~ ~  

(212) 509-3456 

FEB I4 2011 
N0029723-1 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


From: FAXmaker To: Kerryann Cook Page: 7/7 Date: 2/9/2011 2:31:50 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOIUS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I LA.S, Part 30 
I (Heitla, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

KATHERINE BUXTON, ExECU'I'KlX FOR 'I'HE I 

ESTATE OF W I L L W  D. BUXTON AND 

I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

KATHERINE BUXTON, INDIVIDUALLY I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

NO OPPOSITION 
-against- I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

' I MOTION AND OFIDER 
I 
I A.C. & S . ,  INC., efal., 
I De fendant(s). 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation Estate of William D. Buxton MAR - 1 2011 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 ,NewYork 10003 P1K3vlT;h!L 
(212) 509-3456 COUNTY CLERK'S WFFlCa 
SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 

2383-261 69Q 

NoO29729-1 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://w.gfi.com 

http://w.gfi.com


Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ____"~~~"-----_________l______l_________~-~~~~~~~---------"-----"----- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. J 

Daed: Harrison, New York 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 105205/0 0 121983/9 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND LOBUS and JOAN CHURCH 
LOBUS, 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

! 
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 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 & KLLIGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Raymond Lobus and Joan Church Lobus 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 B (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

b!A/? - 1 2QII 

; . i p 9 ;  
SO ORDERED, 

L T  t ., y{:,;3$y 
;L irk i y, QEr'aKS 

, i i 4  2011 1235-1361 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105205/05, 121983/ 

AS BE S TO S LI TI GAT1 ON 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND LOBUS and JOAN CHURCH 
LOBUS, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York zp\3 ,2011 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105205/0 , 121983/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

a THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND LOBUS and JOAN CHURCH 
LOBUS, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York + ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Raymond Lobus and Joan Churc 
WEJTZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 fiAR 

1 2Q'' 
(212) 509-3456 

. y<ri"L *1 
%i*i- it : . ' 

T*T ("iLERh 
SO ORDERED, C,aJN 

1122-14215 



SUPREME. COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 10520905, 121983/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND LOBUS and JOAN CHURCH 
LOBUS, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
Lp & ,2011 

D 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGWNEY & ~UUGER, PC, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Raymond Lobus and Joan Church Lobus 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

I 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-27203 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: /---==% 

JERRY E. MALANEY, 
i Index No,: 107492/00(12 1984/99/ 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

, 2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

1235-13752 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JERRY E. MALANEY, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 074W0&1=9> 

Plaintiffs , i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York 
JL ,2011 

A@O,,Y for p a n t  
Courter & Co pany, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Jerry E. Malaney COLlNTY (;I:I23wS QFFCk 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-14342 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j NYCAL 
j J.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 107492/00 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JERRY E. MALANEY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., JNC.* et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with' prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
p ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Jerry E.-Malaney 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 HAR - 1 lo1' New York, New York 10004 

(2 12) 509-3456 . n  (212) 558-5500 

454-2122 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No . 121985/9 
i 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PHYLLIS GACH, Individually and Executrix for 
the Estate of MICHAEL GACH, 

112375102 0 
Plaintiffs , j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York .Le\. ,2011 

Phyllis Gach and Micha 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 ~ b f l  c 1 2011 

558-5500 
6Cy.J yoi3K "q*GLER~s OFF\@ 

COUNfl 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry 'Klein Heitler 

FEB 14 2011 454-6736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD J. FERGUSON and JEAN 
FERGUSON, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be .and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York qy ,2011 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUEER, P,c+ 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Edward J. Ferguson and Jean Ferguson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Shew Klein Heitler 

1235-1 1628 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S, Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105774/00, 9 121986/9 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD J. FERGUSON and JEAN 
FERGUSON, 

Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 'cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k New York 
PJL ,2011 

bttorney f o p f e n d a n t  
Courter & C mpany, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

n (212) 509-3456 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward J. Ferguson and Jean Ferguso 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P C S  1 1, 

New York, New York 10003 

EO 
700 Broadway h 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 1 4  2011 
1122-12194 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 121987/99 

RONALD W. KLOPFER and BARBARA 
KLOPFER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York q t  ,2011 

Ronald W. Klopfer and Barbara Klopfer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I ED 1' 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 
\\:$I - 1 ZQ" 

FFS 142011 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-7028 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i 1,A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD W. KLOPFER and BARBARA 
KLOPFER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 

A. C. & S., INC., etal. 

Defendants. I 

Index No.: 12 1987/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OlZDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York -p- ) 201 1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating C o p  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

RonaldW. Klopfer and Barbara Klopfer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-26069A 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O U  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD W. KLOPFER and BARBARA 
KLOPFER, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 121987/99 

~ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
ILK '2011 

&!4 
Michele J. M&lernan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ronald W. Klopfer and Barb 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P C .  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Q 
MAR - 1 2011 

; p.-i\' '.(OH6 
pr;blu y (.;LERK'S OFFICE ** 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

- -. 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry'Kleih Heitler 

1235-6532 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

/ Index No.: 100678/07, 121987/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN M. KING and ANGELINE KING, D 
Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 4 L  ,2011 

John M. King and Angeline King 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

" 

1122-22771 



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.) 

i Index No.: 1 16796/07 12 198&/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

D THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FELIX M. JUZDOWSKI and PATRICIA 
JUZDO WSKI, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York 
J \ 3  ,2011 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 _+, 558-5500 

SO ORbERED, 
Hon. S Ifie"rry klein Heitler 

I -  0 1 4  2011 454-11401 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SAM MUDARO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint' against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y~f,~New York 
,201 1 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 

-*-. ~ ~ 

SO ORDERED, 

I527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, S.) 
_ _ _ " - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - " " - - - - - " " - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 

KARL MULLER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Praducts Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Ya k New York 
,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1 

Hdefi Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

1527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JAMES NICOLAIDIS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company be and the same arc hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 4.q' ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

1527736 

Hefed Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLF 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

CLARK OVERTON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
. ._______ " _ _ _ r . . _ . . _ " " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ . " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ - " ~ ~ ~ . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ . . .  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

New Yo k, New York 
rLTq ,2011 

Dated: 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
New York, New York 10003 Products Company 

88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 

I521736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

FRANCESCO ORILIA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

B 
1 201' SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SCOTT McGRAW as Executor for the Estate of 
MERRICK McGRAW 

(%E%zY54'00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR - 1 2011 



This Document Relates To: 

SCOTT MCGRAW, as Executor for the Estate of 
MERRICK MCGRAW, 

Plain tiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 122189199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US INC,, f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, T U N E  US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., fMa  AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. F j B &a Q 
- 1 2''' 

h':" \>l  y 3 N K  & LLERI('S OFFlCE 1 

1 

lctr F E ,  ZSB . Lisa M. Pascarella, Eqgou,~ i 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

anisquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 1 New York, New York 10003 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 

FEE 0 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index No. : 10943 1 /OO, ,62=> 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN L. MATHIS and JUDITH MATHIS, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ; MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

' plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

' without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 4,; ,2011 

Q 

MAR - 1 2011 

Patterson Pump Company 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

John L. Mathis and Judith Mathis 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

M c G i w w  & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ _ _ _ r _ _ _ . _ _ _ . .  " " _ l _ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ . . . ~ ~ " - - - ~ ~ ~ - ~ " " ~ ~ - - - - - " . - - - - - - " - " - -  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

........I__.______ "__r__________________"~~"~...~"~-----"~~~-~------ 

This Document Relates to: 

SHELDON E. MCMANUS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
cL\f ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

- 
iou McGowan, Esq. 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 241h Floor 
New York, New York 10 

flAR - 1 2011 

SO ORDERED, YORK 
 CLERK^ OFFICE; 

C0UN-n'  Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE P. MCGOFF and MARGARET 
MCGOFF, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump 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, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
dp' ,2011 

7s- Attorney for Defendant 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

F I L E D  
- I 2011 

NEW YORiC 
LERK'S OFFICE\ 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
George P. McGoff and Margaret McGoff 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

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: 

GEORGE P. MCGOFF and MARGARET 
MCGOFF, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 1 0949 1 /00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

I 
1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 32 12, dismissing 
~ 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 'Lpc ,2011 

George P. McGoff and Margaret McGoff 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MAR - 1 2011 

11 1 KJJV YORK 
c ~ b ~ \  I Y GLERK'S O F F l a ,  

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
*- r! 7 4 2011 

1122-14922 



SUPREME COURT OF 'THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor New York 
4 4. ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

FtILED 
MAR - 1 2011 

NEW YORK 

Hch'n Antoniou McGowan, Esq, 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0, Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

I527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No: 122 190/99 1 0949 1/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE P. MCGOFF and MARGARET 
MCGOFF, 

D 
[ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i I 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York & ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 1 2 0 ~ ~  (212) 558-5500 v\&i - 0 t I -  

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-4009T 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A,S, Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No,: 122 190/99 10949 1 /00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

a THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE P. MCGOFF and MARGARET 
MCGOFF, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York + ,2011 

MtLJ4-& All\ 
Michele J. Miftleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 N h ~  1 ID'' 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
George P. McGoff and Mar 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-14332 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

" _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ . _ . . ~ _ " _ l _ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ . . . ~ ~ ~ . _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ . . . _ . . . . " _ ^ ~ - . ~ ~ . ~ ~ . . .  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, S.) " _ " _ _ . . " _ _ _ _ . ~ " _ _ _ _ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ " ~ . . ~ . . ~ . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " . ~ ~ . . ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - . . . .  

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES H. MCELROY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N e w Y ~ j  New,York 
201 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MERRICK MCGRAW NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

New York New York 
4-q'  ,2011 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

A 

Helen'Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street 24'h Floor 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

I527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DONALD SCHUSTER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

OFtDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 
_- 

New York, New York 10003 Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 

SO ORDERED, 

1 New York, New York 10005 Ilr Flil 

I527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O U  
IN E: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS SCERE and ROSE M. SCERE, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 11 11 14/00, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C ,  & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, 
- ~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests swnmary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rky New York 4- ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Thomas Scere and Rose M. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New Yerk 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

n 

SO ORDERED, 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 f f A n  - 1 2011 

0 4  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN A. SMITH NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NekYfrl:, New York 
,2011 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

I527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: _+"-I--.. 

! Index No.: 11 1 1 1410&& 
THOMAS SCERE and ROSE M. SCERE, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT I 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORJIER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summzlry 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and, cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2011 

Thomas Scere and Rose M. S 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

D 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

f E M  142011 I. 122-22072 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

A$BESTOS LITIGATION / I.A.S. Part 30 
1 (Heitler, J.) 

; Index No.: 13 1 1 14/00 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS SCERE and ROSE M. SCERE, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump 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, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York q\; ,2011 

Patterson Pump Company 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Thomas Scere and Rose M. S 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. L. 
- I 2811 

!"; dd VdRK 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, cyJF\ITy CLERKS QFFICE) 

_I ,i t 201\ 
454-153 



SUPFSME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

; Index No.: 1 1 1 1 14/00 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS SCERE and ROSE M. SCERE, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND O M E R  

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendwts, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

) 201 1 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & ~ U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Thomas Scere and Rose M. Scere 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 wn - 1 2011 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. She&T&Iein'Heitler 

FEB 142011 2383-26030AH 



This Document Relates to: 

JAMES L. SPENCE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

OXZDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDEWD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
%I q ,201 1 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
, New York, New York 10005 

MAR - 1 2011 

SO ORDERED, ELV TOHK 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler GLEWS OFFICE 

1521736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA ANN SMITH, as Executrix for the Estate of 
LESLIE J. SMITH SR., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUM MARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co. , hereby requests summary 

iudgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

orejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

irejudice and without costs. 

Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
dew York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

JAN 3 1  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
1141 35/00 

PATRICIA ANN SMITH, as Executrix for the Estate of /$RE$) 
LESLIE J. SMITH SR., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

Aaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

IATED: \ /  h ,2011 
A 

'Veitz & Luxenberg \ x: 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Atto rne ys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA ANN SMITH, as Executrix for the Estate of 
LESLIE J, SMITH SR., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

udgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

lismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

)rejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

igainst defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

rejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Jeitz & Luxenberg 
00 Broadway - 7th floor 
lew York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

0 ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PHYLLIS STEVENSON, Individually and WILLIAM H. 
STEVENSON as Executor for the Estate of WILLIAM V. 
STEVENSONl 

114167/00 
1 22 1 96/9 D 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PHYLLIS STEVENSON, Individually and WILLIAM H. 
STEVENSON as Executor for the Estate of WILLIAM V. 
STEVENSON, e167‘00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp.’, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Nor61 Star Maria 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

y )I 

888 Veteran 
Hauppauge, ! 

SO ORDERED, 
MAR - 1 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

PATRICK C. VANCHIERI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New:rr$ New York 
,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

- .  - 
Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0, Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Han. SherrfKlein Heitler 

1527736 



From: FAXmaker To: Jennifer A Page: 3/3 Date: 2/9/2011 2:43:28 PM 
$ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
- COTJ'NTY OF NEW YORK 

. IN RE: NEW YORKCOZTNTY i NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION j 1,A.S. Part 30 

i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No,: 1 0 8 9 0 5 1 0 0 L m  
1 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ARTHUR 1;. TAYLOR and RETA M. TAYLOR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
/ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. 1 

WHEREFORE, defendmt, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaixi-liffs' 

coinpla.int against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, kith prejudice in this action., and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to  all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwcll Corporation, bo and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
" " "  > 201Q 

MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yorlc 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

< 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax sewer. For more i n f o r m ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ h t t p : , / ~ . ~ f i . ~ ~ ~  

http://coinpla.int


SUPREME COURT OF 'IHE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CHARLES R. THURL0 NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests I 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

/ 

niou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleh Heitler 

1527736 I t  

F I L E D  
MAR - 1 2011 

ICEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE: 



Horn: tHKmaKer I 0: Jennlter A rage: z/Y uate: Z l Y l z U l 1  2:43:2/ PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COIJNTY OF NEW YORK - -< 

o INRE: NEWYORKCOUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT €LE3FERS TO: 

ARTHUR L. TAYLOR and RETA M. TAYLOR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC,, et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
LA,$. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Cower & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant tu Civil Practice Law aid Rules 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, with prejudice in this actj.on, 

axid there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and t he  same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
21 ?- ,201tJ P?AR - 1 2011 

Courter & Company, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Arthur L. Taylor and Reta M. Taylor 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P ,c. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h d y  KleiriHeitler 

FEB 0 4  soli 1122-lG32 

This fax was s e n t  with GFI FAXmaker fax sewer. For more information, visit: http:/hyww.gfi.com 

http:/hyww.gfi.com


From: FAXmaker To: Matthew 7" Fairley Page: 2/2 Date: 2/9/2011 2:38:24 PM 

7 SUPFtEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O R K  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

; Index No.: 
THIS D O C W N T  REFERS TO: 

MTHUR L. TAYLOR and RETA M. TAYLOR, 

Plaintiffss, : NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & $. NC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WEIEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

s~mmary judgment in the  above entilled case, pursuml to Civil PraGtice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

'dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with pIejudice in tlis action, and there being no opposition thercto, 

ORDERED, that upoii notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safcguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same ~ T B  hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York z//r ,201tJ 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & I~UGER,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suitc 23 00 
New Yak,  New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New Yak,  New York 1 

(212) 509-3456 

f EB 1 4  2011 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


From: FAXmaker To: Kerryann Cook Page: 5/7 Date: 2/9/2011 2:31:49 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOIRK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

! Index No.: IO8905/0g-) 
\ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ARTHUR E. TAYLOR and RETA M. TAYLOR, 
4 

Plaintiffs, ; NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 1 MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., et al. 
! 
I I 

I I Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law m d  Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, T i s h a n  Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in t h i s  action, 

arid there being nu opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same we hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without casts. 

Dated: New York, New Yorlc 

+! -.- """" "" J 201$ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yorlc 100 

80 Broad Strcet-Suite 23 00 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

f.EQrR - 1 2011 

NEW Y Q W  
cobl*qAr 'r CLERK'S O[CFI@E 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

2383-260661) 

http://www.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CLIFFORD F, WINTERHALTER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New:!?, New York 
,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

I =-- 
so ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

F \ L E D  
pz&R - 1 2011 

I 
i 

I 
! 
i 

1527136 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARK WITTER and BEVERLY WITTER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.; 10364YO 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
5 P 't- -2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Mark Witter and Beverly Witter 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

SO ORDERED, - 
H p$%&&&&n Heitler 

1122-18051 

FEB 14 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index N o . f i Z 9 3  114257/00, 
125333/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL D. ZOGBY and TONI D. ZOGBY, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
t P ' L  ,2011 

Michael D. Zogby an 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F;~\R - 1 2011 
(212) 558-5500 yp++- 

n Heitler 
FEB 

1122-18052 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 10364YOd-> 
1142&6/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARK WITTER and BEVERLY WITTER, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- [ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York J,. ,2011 

Q 

Patterson pump ~ornpany 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Mark Witter and Beverly Witter 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
/' A / -lllllll.l"+l ~ 

SO ORDERED, 

454-6909 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL D. ZOGBY and TONI D. ZOGBY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

-_ - 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.AS. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index N o . f i z 3  114257/00, 
125333/00 

j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
~ MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

I WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 4 , a  ,2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Michael D. Zogby and Toni D. Zogby 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-217 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S, Part 30 
! (Hcitler, J.) 

[ Index No.: 103645106 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARK WITTER and BEVERLY WITTER, 1 14286/00 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
b/ G- ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Mark Witter and Beverly Witter 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

------- 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index N&2=9114257/00, 
1 2 5 3 3 3 /O 0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL D. ZOGBY and TONI D. ZOGBY, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York 4% ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Cop ,  
MCG~VNEY & mUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Michael D. Zogby and Toni D, Zo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

\{kR 1 20" (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 



-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC., gal., Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

BY 

L. 700 Broadway 

By: 
LawrenceG.Lee fl 

264 West 40fh Street 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 flaR - 1 201' 

Dated: New York, New York 

FEB I4 2011 
.... " .. . 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index No.: 103645106,&=d 
1142&6/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARK WITTER and BEVERLY WITTER, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case,’pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
v/,* ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Mark Witter and Beverly Witter 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 k ? *  

er FiCt ??{. 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

/ I 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-17497 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 103645l2006 

NO OPPOSITION 
S U W Y  
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant KEELER- 

DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff \ Attorneys for Defendant 

New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

700 Broadway KEELER-DOH-OLI VER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 

C" 

SO ORDERED: 

F EB 9.4 2011 

Harrison, New York 10528 
(2 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index NoC-3 114257/00, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL D. ZOGBY and TONI D. ZOGBY, 125333/00 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York q* ,2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Michael D. Zogby and Toni D. Zogby 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.G. d L E D  

i;;.x - 1 2011 (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

ynw< 
..- L ;'3 OFFIGQb 

Q 420IfLd+< 
SO ORDERED, 

9 7 ,  

1235-1 7498 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JAMES V. ZITO, JR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New-Yrtk, New York 
,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 
MA,El - 1 2011 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
p ' - * ' \ I  \;oRK 

1527136 



From: FAXmaker To: Margaret J Page: 2/2 Date: 2/9/2011 3:06:59 PM 

MARK m E R ,  

Plain tiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLlVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No.; 103645/2006 
114286/2000 
p- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDG:RIENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COTvlPANY hereby requests summary 

judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintifi' 

complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant KT4ELER- 

DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New YorlkNEw York 

W&Z & LUJ 
Attornqs for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5 500 

SO ORDERED: #I 

Atiorncys for Defemdant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOLEER 

FEB 1 4  2011 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information. visit: httn:liwww.afi.com 

http://httn:liwww.afi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-.! 4 , 201 1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

D 
n MAR - 1 2011 

SO ORDERED, 

IS27736 >,.j 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JAMES C. REYNOLDS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

I WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defkndant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York q$ ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Hklkn Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

1527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

......___ " _ _ _  .._I___ " "  ~ . . ~ ~ ~ -  "--- . . .~---- . - - - . - - - - - - - . - -~-~~-~--~.~- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S,)  
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

..._____-___..._-----.-..~~- "~~~~ . . .~~ - - .~ " . .~ . - - - .~ -~ - - - " - - - - - -  
This Document Relates to: 

ROCCO PAPAPIETRO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York New York L14. ,2011 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 

New York, New York 10003 

1527736 w? II 4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
[ (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index No.: 104363/06,@=> 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD FLOWERS and BARBARA 
FLOWERS, 

12 1829/97 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

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 J\ ,2011 

0 

'**c Matthew T. Fairley, Esq. - Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
-\ 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs \\ 

Avocet Enterprises, Inc, 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 00 

Donald Flowers and Barbara Flowers 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 

SO ORDERED, 

722-378 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

; I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 0 4 3 6 3 / 0 6 , @ 5 ~ >  
12 1829/97 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD FLOWERS and BARBARA 
FLOWERS, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORDER 

A, C. & S., INC., et a/. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York -."r;- ,2011 

Donald Flowers and Barbara Flowers 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

rtrvm * 
+: 9 bibs L m  '' 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
MAR - 1 2011 

GQUNT'{ CLERKS a m a  
i i 3 J  YQRK SO ORDERED, 

-,i 2011 1122-2533 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 104363/0@r$ 
12 1 829197 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD FLOWERS and BARBARA 
FLOWERS, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., PIC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
L ,2011 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Donald Flowers and Barbara Flowers 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-2051 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, 3.)  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

i Index No.: 104363/0 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD FLOWERS and BARBARA 
FLOWERS, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump 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, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
,2011 

9 - 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

itiffs &wDefendant Attorney for Plair 
Patterson Pump Company 
M c G i w w  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Donald Flowers and Barbara Flowers 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

/ 
(212) 509-3456 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD FLOWERS and BARBARA 
FLOWERS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 104363/06, 
12 1 &29/97 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
3 ?.. ,2011 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAR - 1 2011 

rdE'N YORK 
G Q U N ~ Y  CLERK'S OFFICE, 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-29622 
f r d  I4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 12361999 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

JAMES R. STANDER, MOTION 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: &- \ 4 ,2011 
New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

aerie N. Megerian, Es 
SEGAL McCAMBRI a G 
SINGER & MAHONEY, 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

New York, NY 10022 MAR - 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

i Index No.: 11 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD W. JEMIOLO, Administrator for the j 122879/9 
Estate of EDWARD L. JEMIOLO, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
,rb ,2011 

Edward L. Jemiolo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

1122-2784 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i 1,A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ED WARD DEVINE and ARLENE DEVINE, 1223 13/97 

P 1 aint i ffs , 
! NO OPPOSITION 

-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. / 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon qotice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+. ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

A 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward Devine and Arlene Devine 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-2259 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i 1,A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

j Index No.: 1 1 1829/03, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD W. JEMIOLO, Administrator for the ! 122879197 
Estate of EDWARD L. JEMIOLO, 

PI ainti ffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' , 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and , 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York *! d ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Edward L. Jemiolo 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P,c. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 NAR - 1 2a11 

(212) 509-3456 
\ , \ \ " 3 < ' b j  y 3  h ' l  

I y LLWKS OFFGk 
SO ORDERED, 

1235-2304 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

j Index No.: 11 1829/ 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD W. JEMIOLO, Administrator for the 
Estate of EDWARD L. JEMIOLO, 

122879/9 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

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. 

,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & UUGER, PC. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Edward L. Jemiolo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 0 4  2011 
722-439 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 122078/97, $;2=2 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PHILIP MULE and CYNTHIA MULE, 109854/02 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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 Y k, New York 
s T \ ,2011 

bfatthew T. Fairley, Esq. L J 
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Philip Mule and Cynthia M 
WEITZ & LLJXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway IpgJ - 1 2011 

722-530 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 109854/02&=& 
122078/97 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PHILIP MULE and CYNTHIA MULE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C, & S., INC,, et al. 

! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

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 there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York 
,2011 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Philip Mule and Cynthia Mule 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 110506/0 123724/99, 
1223 13/97 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD DEVINE and ARLENE DEVINE, 

Plaintiffs, 

0 
j NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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 § 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 2.p! ,2011 

MAR - 1 2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward Devine and Arlene Devine 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORJIERED, 

722-343 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index No.: 1 10506/03@-> 
1223 13/97 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD DEVINE and ARLENE DEVINE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. [ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
q z c '  ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward Devine and Arlene Devine 

MCGIVNEY & mUGER,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

!F 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 a D 

F E B  x 4 2011 1122-2739 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD W. JEMIOLO, Administrator for the 
Estate of EDWARD L. JEMIOLO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 1 1829/03(f-] 
122879197 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
r&/ t' ,2011 

Kerry; 
Attorr 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward L. Jemiolo 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 

2383-26431 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 109854/02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PHILIP MULE and CYNTHIA MULE, 122078/97 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York 
%..- ,2011 

Tishmk Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Philip Mule and Cynthia Mule 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,S,C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yo 
(212) 558-5500 ' *.. 

2383-25679 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 1 1829/03&=2 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: - EDWARD W. JEMIOLO, Administrator for the ! 122879197 
Estate of EDWARD L. JEMIOLO, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 
, 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump 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, Patterson Pump Company, be and .the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York %I!. ,2011 

Frank M, Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward L. Jemiolo 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.c 
700 Broadway 
New York,New York 10003 M A ~ Z  - 1 1011 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

:-It( \!y,q ' ; b, 
qouc ;y CLSFRKL i..~i.WZE' 

SO ORDERED, 

434-9647 



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.: 110506/0 , 123724/99 
1223 13/97 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

a THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD DEVINE and ARLENE DEVINE, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
2( L ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Edward Devine and Arlene Devine 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

\ L E D  i 
MAR 1 2011 (2 12) 509-3456 

t ’ ; ” q p j  yyJ;2;{ 

SO ORDERED, c o u ~ ~ ’ ~  CtE,FNS OFFICE 

2383-26421 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD DEVINE and ARLENE DEVINE, 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No.: 110506/03&=3 
1223 13/97 

j NO OPPOSITION 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT : MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S,, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump 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, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
fL P \= ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Edward Devine and Arlene Devine 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-1 
~ € 0  1 4 20'' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 109&54/0 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PHILIP MULE and CYNTHIA MULE, 122078/97 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
4 , 2 0 1  1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Philip Mule and Cynthia Mule 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

- 1 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

. ny #” 3;:r< 
‘Ic4c;!~p1 1 ‘L’ ;L (; +;..;IS GFFICE 

1122-20747 

-? I 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
\ (Heitler, J,) 

j Index No.: 125074/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD W. BROOKS and JUDITH HASELEY / 
BROOKS, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
ZtL. ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Richard W. Brooks and Judith Haseley Brooks 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F I L E D  80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

MAR - 1 2011 

SO ORDERED, r\le:\sJ YQRA 
COUN I Y CLERK'S OFFICE 

FEB 142011 
1122-19395 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OFNEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANET W. FITZGERALD, as Executrix for the 
Estate of ADOLF V. WEBER, 

j I.A.S, Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 125761199 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: N e L T 2  New York 
,2011 

;La;dJqW w 
Michele J. Mihleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Adolf V. Weber 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MAR - 1 2011 

(2 12) 509-3456 :;:-‘:b \r’cs;cr 
COUNTY GLERi i ;  FICE, 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-625 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANET W. FITZGERALD, as Executrix for the 
Estate of ADOLF V. WEBER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 125761/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York ’L,I 2, ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Adolf V. Weber 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1 122-1 1 1 1 

w3 14 2011 



UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

HIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

4NET W. FITZGERALD, as Executrix for the Estate of 
DOLF V. WEBER 

Index No. 125761/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDE M ENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

dgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

smissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

.ejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

gainst defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

ejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

AT5D: ,2010 

feitz & 1 
IO Broaaway 
ew York, NY 

+or mmt ~4 ye/ pg4ljdcl)7~ 
-uxen berg 

Anna M. DiLinardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP 
r - 7th floor -1.. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

FLORENCE D. MCMANUS, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of SHELDON E. MCMANUS 

I.A.S. Part 30, 
IndexNo: ~~ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. flWa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMT, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience flWa BMT, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Ma 

Adience, Inc, fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc, f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN ANTHONY MEEHAN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

New York New York 
d$ ,2011 

Dated: 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company New York, New York 10003 

New York, New York lvO4 e -op F D  *P 

88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

.I 

Won. ShertJ 

1527736 



J 
-_ .". 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against - 

A.C. & S., INC., gt 4. 

NYCAL 

Index Noc-1 
107203/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

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 
*I 4 th 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

By: \ 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

1 201' 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 HbR 

(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

(212) 302-2400 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
\ (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 125767/99 105494/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

a THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES E. LEWIS and MILDRED LEWIS, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., NC.,  el al. 

Defendants. \ 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k New York ,I.'.: ,2011 

TishmA Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

James E. Lewis and Mildred Lewis 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN D. LARKIN and VIRGINIA A. LARKIN, ! 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York yt: ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
John D. Larkin and Virginia pfkk E D 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 @& 1 2nl 
(212) 509-3456 

145W YQRK 
C(’)LIN I Y  CLEM’SWF& 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-26048X 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COTJNTY OF NEW Y O N  
- 

IN RE: NEW Y m C O U N T Y  j NYCAL 
j 1.A.S Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index N o * e ,  105494/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES E. LEWIS and MILDRED LEWIS, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- \ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York + ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York lOOOF \ 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 

1 ZQ" 
(2 12) 509-3456 

yAR " 
SO ORDERED, 

1122-18334 



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: 

JOHN D. LARKIN and VIRGINIA A. LARKIN, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

! 

: NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., TNC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFOFE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
zg, ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 1, Treadwell Corporation 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New Yo 

D (212) 558-5500 

NAR - 1 2011 

f ?:\,$‘ ‘w‘ORK 
C0UN-J Y CLERK‘S 0Ff;lCE 

123513356 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

“t3 0 4 2 ~ , ,  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES E. LEWIS and MILDRED LEWIS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York zPt ,2011 

- 
Michele J. Ihttleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGJVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James E+ Lewis and Mildred Lewis 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 

K(L!4 I&&&@*, 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, ke”r2 - 1 2011 

FED a4JhR )‘Lt-t,< 
L”IK‘S 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES E, LEWIS and MILDRED LEWIS, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York %I\-' ,2011 

p Attorney for Defendant 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

James E. Lewis and Mildred Lewis 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN D. LARKIN and VIRGINIA A. LARKIN, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
J! 3 ,2011 

Attorne r efendant 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

John D. Larkin and Virginia A. Lar 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

r % $  

tqAR - 1 2011 

pj:ipi j’f.;YM 4 COUNTY CLERKS O F F W  

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No fig& 105475/00 
: 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN D. LARKIN and VIRGINIA A. LARKIN, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
%YL ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
John D. Larkin and Virginia A. Larkin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

1122-13960 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.> 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD E. MANGOLD and PATRICIA 
MANGOLD, 

-against- 

; NO OPPOSITlON 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo , New York -r% ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ronald E. Mangold and Patricia Mangold 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

0 
2 IQ" 

F 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

flm - 
V\Gb 

SO ORDERED, 

.' 4 2011 
1235-13700 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DOUGLAS F. MATHEWS and JENNIE 
MATHEWS, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index N o . c z 3  107D7/00 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 2.9% ,2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 E’ikrf - ‘’’’‘ 700 Broadway 

Hon. 

1235-13672 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD E. MANGOLD and PATRICIA 
MANGOLD, 

-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT : MOTION AND ORDER 

P1 ain ti ffs , 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk New York & ,2011 

Ronald E. Mangold and Patricia Mangold 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

Hon. She%-Kkd 1 

1122-14290 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORJS COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DOUGLAS F. MATHEWS and JENNIE 
MATHEWS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I A S .  Part 30 
(Hei tler, J .) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing I 
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 
a 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
* -; I-’ ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Douglas F. Mathews and Jennie Ma 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 flAR - 1 2”’ 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-14262 FEB 14 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DOUGLAS F. MATHEWS and JENNIE 
MATHEWS, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j T.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 4 , s  ,2011 
K E D  

31?K 
K'S OFFICE' 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Douglas F. Mathews and Jennie Mathews 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 1 4  2011 454-6812 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j NYCAL 
j T.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DOUGLAS F. MATHEWS and JENNIE 
MATHEWS, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC,, et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York + ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Douglas F. Mathews and Jennie Mathew 
WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. F \ L E D 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MAR - 1 2011 (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
. r  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kkin Heitler 

FEB 14 2017 2383-26054AK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 125768/99, 10732 1/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD E. MANGOLD and PATRICIA 
MANGOLD, 

a 
[ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. ! 
Defendants. \ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump 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, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
+j ,2011 

M ook, Esq. a+;. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. e--- or Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 MAR - 1 2otf 

Ronald E. Mangold and Patricia Mangold 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

FB D 

NE'N ';'OTTRK 
SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFI=> 

454-7304 r . t B  142011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
0 1  JNTY OF NEW YORK 
I N - a N E W Y O R K  COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD E. MANGOLD and PATRICIA 
MANGOLD, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York ,p1- ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishrnan Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC. 

Ronald E. Mangold and Pat& Mangold 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

i&ll 
N@ - 

FEB 142011 
2383-260543 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD R. KENT and KRISTINA KENT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
-[I- ,2011 

7 Frank M. Ortiz, - Esq, 
ok, Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ronald R. Kent and Kristin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway MAR - 1 2011 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Shkrry Klein Heitler 

FEB 14 2011 2383-26170AF 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 125769/99 

NORMA HUFF and LOVELL HUFF, 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

A. C. & S., INC,, et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2-I L ,2011 

7-p Attorney or Defendant 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Norma Huff and Love11 Huff 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. ShedKle in  Heitler 

FER 1 4  2011 
2383-26170AG 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
[ (Heitler, J.> 

j Index No.: 125769/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NORMA HUFF and LOVELL HUFF, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
ZfL ,2011 

AM 
Michele J. MiAleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCEIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

D WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 - 1 20'' 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
0. \ 

$ \ ' *  ,'dKs QFF\C~ 
LLL SO ORDERED, P#,'.,lt.t\ 1 

1235-19910 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.AS. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index  NO.:[-^ 105342/00 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD R. KENT and KRISTINA KENT, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Cj 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
G f P  ,2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

-%: 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Ronald R. Kent and Kristina Kent 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York,New York le3 I L E D 

(2 12) 509-3456 

- 1 2011 

NEW YQFW 
SO ORDERED, 

~0IJ~J-x GLER'S mw' 
454-6186 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD R. KENT and KRISTINA KENT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C, & S,, INC, et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N 0 . ~ ~ $ 1 0 5 3 4 2 / 0 0  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. I 

Dated: New Y rk, New York .f% ,2011 

1 -  

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NORMA HUFF and LOVELL HUFF, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 125769/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York J ,  ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 142011 1122-20424 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD R. KENT and KRISTINA KENT, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 
I 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York qL4 ,2011 

Michele J. dh leman,  Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Ronald R. Kent 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York l O O O p  1 

\ 

(2 12) 509-3456 (21 2) 558-5500 
flhR - 1 20'' -_ 

F,\"=,2' ym-% 
ERK'$ OFFICE, SO ORDERED, 

pf)L\d-i  iL 

1235-6492 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.(i;;;GZ&041*~/00 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HERBERT L. STENGEL, JR. and FLORENCE 
STENGEL, 

Plaintiffs, / SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

I 

Dated: New ork, New York 
%[?# ,2011 

Herbert L. Stengel, Jr. and Florence Ste 1 %?\ Eourter & ~Umpany, Inc. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. k%R - 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway . .\ I j y I 3, 

'- i;LE,K(s r,b-l.-lC1.. , New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 C{) \J44  1 'i 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TIAN M. CHAPKO, Executrix for the Estate of 
RAYMOND ST. GELAIS, 

Plaintiffs, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Raymond St. Gelais 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

D E E D ,  w - 1  V 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1122-16580 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TIAN M. CHAPKO, Executrix for the Estate of 
RAYMOND ST. GELAIS, 

! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., TNC., et al. 

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 there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
%f% ,2011 

m kdJq-& - 
Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Raymond St. Gelais 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

~ p l ~  - 1 ZQlI 

$,<;L’lJy YORK 
c,{-)u\\r [Y CLEW.C’S OFFICE, 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-16016 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_____ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HERBERT L. STENGEL, JR. and FLORENCE 
STENGEL, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in I 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York JL ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Herbert L. Stengel, Jr. and Floren 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
MAR - 1 20tt 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, L,U 
, , r tJuyL"'w Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler I L -  

1235-15993 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

[ Index No., 125771/99 104164/00 
i 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

a THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TIAN M. CHAPKO, Executrix for the Estate of 
RAYMOND ST. GELAIS, 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC,, et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump 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, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
A\\; ,2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Raymond St. Gelais F 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway flAR ” 1 2’’’ 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 , , :\N .(OG:’,C 

IC: OFFICE 
CQuN-~  CLERKd 

SO ORDERED, 

FFd 142011 454-5730 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
[ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 125771/99, 104164/00 
j 

j NO OPPOSITION 

t MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

D THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TIAN M. CHAPKO, Executrix for the Estate of 
RAYMOND ST. GELAIS, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are .hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York qw ,2011 

Tishmk Liquidating Corp. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. 

I) 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Raymond St. Gelais 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway MAR 1 20‘’ 

New York. New York 10004 New York. New York 10003 .. 
(212) 558-5500 

v-  -.-- . ” ~ .  . 

SO ORDERED, 

(212) 509-3456 

Hon. &&q klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j LAS. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index N o + 6 a  I04 1 8 1. /00 
/ 

i NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HERBERT L. STENGEL, JR. and FLORENCE 
STENGEL, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., NC.,  et al. 

Defendants. j I 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Coip., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York 
Jw+ ,2011 F I L E D  j 

FFlCf ’ 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-26073T 
FEB 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Hden Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

1527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MACIE REYNOLDSl INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF JAMES C. 
REYNOLDS 

l1l1~J&lQi"3/00 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 
udgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

lismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

Irejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

igainst defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

)rejudice and without costs, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
lew York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

10 ORDERED, 
r\hR - 1 232' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.. . 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MACIE REYNOLDS, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF JAMES C. 
REYNOLDS 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. , with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

irejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

fi Attorneys Julie L. er for Defendant 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans M 
Hauppauge, N 

'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
4ew York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
index No. 107003/00 

MAClE REYNOLDS, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS c-Gzim--) 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF JAMES C. 
REYNOLDS 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

:he above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

Aaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

lew York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Hiah- 

i0 ORDERED, - 
Hon. 

31 2072 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
; (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

j Index No,: 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH M. HARCROW, SR, and EVELYN 
HARCROW, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
? / S  ,2011 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Joseph M. Harcrow, Sr. and Evelyn Harcrow 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleh  Heitler 

W3 I4 2011 2383-26074AF 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A,S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 10978/06, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

5775/99 0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH M. HARCROW, SR. and EVELYN 
HARCROW, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
VI L' ,2011 

w ~ ~ 4 - ~  ... 
Michele J. Miftleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Joseph M. Harcrow, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 - 1 i?kla (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

NEW Y O M  
P,CIIJN'\ Y GLERK'S OFF= SO ORDERED, 

1235-22220 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS To: 
JOSEPH M. HARCROW, SR. and EVELYN 
HARCROW, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

! NYCAL 
1.A.S Part 30 
(Hei tler, J .) 

/ /-/-------j 
Index No,: 1 10978/06, 12577Y99 / 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York %( t' ,2011 

Joseph M. Harcrow, Sr. and Evelyn H 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 1 2QII 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-22702 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 11 0978/06, 25775199 D T H E  DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH M. HARCROW, SR. and EVELYN 
HARCROW, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, [ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump 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, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
%I!O ,2011 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC.  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDEED, 

454-10867 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YO= 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH J. GALDYS, JR. and SUZANNE 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

SEILER-GALDYS, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4 9  ,2011 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 PIA!? - 1 2011 

700 Broadway 

(2 12) 509-3456 A I  (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 7 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

FFB 142011 2383-26057A1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No: 125779199, 104670/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH J, GALDYS, JR. and SUZANNE a 
SEILER-GALDYS, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump 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, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork New York 
QT, 3 ,2011 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Joseph J. Galdys, Jr. and Suzanne Seiler-G 
WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. F 1 Ly D 
700 Broadway 

FEB 14 2011 454-3207AI 



-against- 

Plaintiff( s), 

A.C. & S., INC., 3 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Chada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

By: 

700 Broadway / 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

and Goo bar Can da Inc. E ?  
W Lawrence G. Lee, Esq. 

264 West 40h Street 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 8 
(21 2) 558-5500 (2 12) 3 02-2400 MAR - 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH J. GALDYS, JR. and SUZANNE 
SEILER-GALDY S, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York ..r, ,2011 

@ttorney for efendant 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Courter & C k pany, Inc. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs ' % '  

Joseph J. Galdys, Jr. and 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 
(212) 558-5500 

1122-12131 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.. 125779/99 104670/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

c19 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH J. GALDYS, JR. and SUZANNE 
SEILER-GALDY S, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., TNC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
V ! Z  ,2011 

a4- &w. 
Michele J. hkittlernan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Joseph J. Galdys, Jr. and Suzanne Seiler-Galdys 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 

1235-1 1583 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I .  

j Index No.: 11 1253/ 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARTIN ZUCKERMAN and THELMA 
ZUCKERMAN, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEMFOM, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross,claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
2./ i ,2011 

F"IL,R - 1 2011 

Martin Zuckerman and Thelma Zuckeman 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, FEB 14 2071 

1122-7036 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COTJNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index No.: 11 1253/04&=3 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARTIN ZUCKERMAN and THELMA 113040/98 
ZUCKERMAN, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York J\#& ,2011 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Martin Zuckerman and Thelm 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 i:' 1 D 
(212) 558-5500 

454-10100 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

/ I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

j Index No.: 11 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARTIN ZUCKERMAN and THELMA 
ZUCKERMAN, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and.Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEWD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

. 

I 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
M c G m u  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Martin Zuckerman and Th 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

2383-26916 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ; I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 11 1253/0 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARTIN ZUCKERMAN and THELMA 
ZUCKERMAN, 

P 1 aint i ffs , ! NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j ! 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2011 

Michele J. dittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Treadwell Corporation 
M c G m m  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

Martin Zuckerman and Thelma Zuckerman 
WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Ftp,$< - 1 ZUTI 

!Ul A 
, . d r 4 1  '6' CtEEKS OFFiGEj 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-6540 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARTIN ZUCKERMAN and THELMA 
ZUCKERMAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 11 1253/04,&=> 
1 13040/98 

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 4 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 
v !  , ' ,2011 

Matthew T. Fairk$, Esq. 1 
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, h c .  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Martin Zuckerman and Thelma Zuckerman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDEFLED, 
Hon. Sh&y Kldin Heitler rr- h 

722-1368 



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: 

CARL LUNDERMAN and ISABELLA 
LUNDERMAN, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 115493/0 
1 2 1 774f 9 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
V[b ,2011 

Carl Lunderrnan and Isabella Lundeman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 
I 

(212) 509-3456 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 15493 /O40=3  
12 1774/97 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARL LUNDERMAN and ISABELLA 
LUNDERMAN, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., etal. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice a d  

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York %r, ,2011 

$ L E D  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Carl Lunderman and Isabella Lundeman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERE, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Coy. 
MCGIVNEY & QUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-27040 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, I.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARL LUNDERMAN and ISABELLA 
LUNDERMAN, 

i Index No.: 1 
12 177414 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et 02. 

Defendants. i 
~~~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York *- \ 3  ,2011 

Carl Lunderman and Isabella Luna I '  

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.'" 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 ~~~ + 1 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heiiler 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 15493/04fi=$ 
12 1774/97 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARL LUNDERMAN and ISABELLA 
LUNDERMAN, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
-Lp, ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Carl Lundeman and Isabella Lunderman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

(2 12) 509-3456 

~ f ZOTT 

t i  

SO ORDERED, 

1235-1374 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 100550/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HAROLD RINEHART and MARILYN C. 
RINEHART, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2011 

Michele J. Mi'ttleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Harold Rinehart and Marilyn C .  Rinehart 
WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. F I h E D 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 MAR - 1 2011 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 0 4 2011 1235-19431 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 100550/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HAROLD RINEHART and MARILYN C .  
RINEHART, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump 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, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
W ~ W  ,2011 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAR - 1 2011 

, I (212)558-5500 

Hon. Sm Klein Heitler k LB 14 

NEW YORIC 
c0ubl-N CLERK'S OFFICE, 

zu1\ 
454-1137 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 : (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 100550/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HAROLD RINEHART and MARILYN C. 
RINEHART, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
%/L ,2011 

F I L E D  
rlja - 1 ae,l\r 

Harold Rinehart and Marilyn C. Rinehart 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Hon. Sherry Kleinxeitler 

1122-19955 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 100552/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARIE H. BRANN, Individually and as Executrix ! 
for the Estate of ROBERT E, BRANN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. I i 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
+’  ,2011 

Marie H. Brann and Robert E 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

1 201’ 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-19936 FEE3 142011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No,: 100552/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARIE H. BRANN, Individually and as Executrix ! 
for the Estate of ROBERT E. BRANN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 2./L ,2011 

6) 

~~4~~ - 
Michele J. Mitt&nan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

1235-19413 



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.: 100552/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARIE H. BRANN, Individually and as Executrix ! 
for the Estate of ROBERT E. BRANN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., JNC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump 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, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
J,a ,2011 

F I L E D  
MAR - 1 2011 

w Patterson Pump Company Marie H. Brann and Robert E. Brann 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. SGm Klein Heitler 

454-1772 



Robert E. Brann NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

d 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.10649 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
MAR - 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS L, BALLING, JR. Executor for the 
Estate of THOMAS L. BALLING and JO ANNE 
RADER BALLING, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100553/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C, & S,, INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
06' c$ -.! c ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-22033 



Thomas L. Balling 

1 

4248279.1 

I c 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100553/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

-x 
WHEREFORE, defendant A,W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

New York, NY 10003 

A / A  /-+'Our File No. 05335.10648 . .. 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

FEB 0 4 2011 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100553/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS L. BALLING, JR. Executor for the 
Estate of THOMAS L. BALLING and JO ANNE 
RADER BALLING, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereb! requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
0 ,2011 

Attorne 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Thomas L. Balling and Jo Anne Rader ?falling 
WEITZ & LUXENBERE, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-'5500 ___I.*- -. 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

454-1741 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100553/00 

j 
i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

THOMAS L. BALLING, JR. Executor for the 
Estate of THOMAS L, BALLING and JO ANNE 
RADER BALLING, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary idgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
4 2  ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Thomas L. Balling and Jo Anne Rader Billing 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 - 

SO ORDERED, 

(212) 558-5500 

1235-21547 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS L. BALLING, JR. Executor for the 
Estate of THOMAS L. BALLING and JO ANNE 
RADER BALLING, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquids 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.j 

Index No.: 100553/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

ing Corp., hereby requests summ ry 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Thomas L. Balling and Jo Anne Rader Balling 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-26007 
* _  3 I4 2011 



SUI'REME COURT OF TIIE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COlJNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ l _ _ _ _ r r - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100557/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: 

SIMMONE DESSUREAULT, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of ROGER R. DESSUREAULT 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _ _ _ _ _ r _ - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ l _ _ r _ _ -  

WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERJCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Ilatod: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 

Our File No. 07536.12194 
2 12-490-3000 

F",AR - 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ' (Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SIMONNE DESSUREAULT, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of ROGER R. 
DESSUREAULT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 100557/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby reques s summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 4% ,2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq* 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Simonne Dessureault and Roger R. Dessureault 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  
w - 1 2011 (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

FEB 1 4  2011 
2383-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SIMONNE DESSUREAULT, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of ROGER R. 
DESSUREAULT, 

Plaintiffs, 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 OOS57/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto: 

OKDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
J * ,2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq, 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Simonne Dessureault and Roger R. Dessureault 
WEITZ & LUXENBEKC, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MAR 1 P D t l  (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

I Y9QK 
!"' 

SO ORDERED, - '' "-dl 1 I 1 bLcRK'S OFFICI), 
Hon. Sherry klefX/Heitler 

FED 142011 1122-21777 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100557/00 

SIMONNE DESSUREAULT, Individually and as ! 
Executrix for the Estate of ROGER R. 
DESSUREAULT, i NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York 7 L- ,2011 PpikR - 1 2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Simonne Dessureault and Roger R. Dessureault 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-21282 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM T. FRANKLIN and ANNE L, 
FRANKLIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No.: 100592/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2-I 7 ,2011 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 



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 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100592/00 

WILLIAM T. FRANKLIN and ANNE L. 
FRANKLIN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York + ,2011 

I D 

OFFICE ~ ~ ? - ~  w 
Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

William T, Franklin and Anne L. Franklin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-6502 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION t I.A.S. Part 30 , 
(Heitler, J.) 

I 

I Index No.: 119394/00, 00621/00 c I 3  I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

JOSE F. FERNANDEZ AND ARLENE 
FERNANDEZ, 

Plainti ff(s), 

-against - NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I Defendant( s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Jose F. Fernandez and Arlene Fernandez 
700 Broadway 
New York, New ~ ~ 1 ~ 0 ~  lkf 4 

(212) 509-3456 ewe 

C1,) ~ 

SO ORDERED, ZQii 
!/ :r,r  

' ~ '';jCs @!$5660W 
t.?.'iT 

1 -  L- 7 

F F B I 1) ief 1 1 /cE 

N0026517-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORR 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSE F. FERNANDEZ AND ARLENE 
FERNANDEZ, 

I I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 1 19394/00, !'=> I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I 
I Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests s ~ m m a r y  

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Tishma'n Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ney York, New York 
9 2011 C 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishrnan Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

[ WEITZ'& LUXENE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Jose F. Fernandez an 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yo 

!{j,R - 1 2011 

, d 1 . )  * *  ws OFFICE 

(212) 509-3456 

'\, ~ i \mRK SO ORDERED, 

2383-26057L 

N0029301-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNA BLOCKER, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of CARY BLOCKER, 
SR., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

Index No.: 101032/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary ddgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-../ b ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Anna Blocker and Cary Blocker, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
* \  

1235-906 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNA BLOCKER, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of CARY BLOCKER, 
SR., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 101 032/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

without costs. 

1 ZQI' 
y@ e 

Dated: New York, New York 
?/ L ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Anna Blocker and Cary Blocker, Sr. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-1391 

FEB I 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 101455/00 

CHARLIE CAMPBELL, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. / 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York + ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Charlie Campbell 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1 20tl 1122-10732 
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Index No.: 101455/2000 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests su~mary  

judgment in the abve-entitlod case, pursuant to Civil Practice JAW and Rules Section 3212, di-g plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant KEELE&DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, md thsra being no 

opposition thereto. 

URDJW?D, that upon notice to all cpdefandanw, all claims and cross-claims against defendant KEELER- 

DORR-OLWR BOILER COMPANY, IN and the m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice atld witbout corn, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
1N RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLIE CAMPBELL, 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 101455/00 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York ,/L ,2011 

I 
RAR - 1 2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant 

Treadwell Corporation Charlie Campbell 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P,c. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-10194 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
\ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 101455/00 

CHARLIE CAMPBELL, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules lj 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
q , ( L  ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp, Charlie Campbell 
MCGTVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway - 1 2011 
New York, New York 10003 HAR 

Y 
1 Heitler 

2383-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHARLES A. VITALE, as Executor for the Estate of 
WESLEY A. SCHWARTZ, and EVELYN J. SCHWARTZ, 
Individually , NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 101760/00 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: /aba ,2010 

Attorneys for maintiff p m  +&\ %&\! 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Hi 
Hauppauge, N 



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.: 101760/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EVELYN J. SCHWARTZ and WESLEY A. 
SCHWARTZ, 

j NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
; MOTION AND ORDER 

A.' C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York q,3 ,2011 

ook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

1 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 MAR - 1 2011 

pp,v YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S  OFFICE^ 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

454-2102 



S U P E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COTJNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

\ Index No.: 101760/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EVELYN 1. SCHWARTZ and WESLEY A. 
SCH WARTZ, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York ,.fc ,2011 

w ~ ~ 4 " ~  - 
Michele J, Midleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

a 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAR - 1 2071 (212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 h 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler FEB 0 4  2011 

1235-2598 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EVELYN J. SCHWARTZ and WESLEY A. 
SCHWARTZ, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 101 760/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York + ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Evelyn J. Schwartz and Wesley A. Schwartz 

700 Broadway 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

1122-3078 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EVELYN J. SCHWARTZ and WESLEY A. 
SCH WARTZ, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 10 1760/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

ork, New York 
t ,2011 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Evelyn J. Schwartz and We 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F4.42 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAR - 1 2011 

(2 12) 509-3456 
NEW YQRK 

~ ~ I J N T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, 

2383-26008 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 102466/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANCIS BROOKS and GENEVIEVE 
BROOKS, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Coip., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
-?I ,2011 

&g&kz--- Attorney or efendant 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P,C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. \ 
F I L E D  Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Francis Brooks and Genevieve B ok 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

FEB 14 2011 2383-25949 



SlJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANCIS BROOKS and GENEVIEVE 
BROOKS, 

; I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 102466/00 

! NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
; MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump 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, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York & ,2011 
F I L E D  

mu? - 1 2011 

Francis Brooks and Genevieve Bro 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

++ Attorney or Defendant 

Patterson Pump Company 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P .c . 

(2 12) 509-3456 0 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

f'En 1 4  2016 
454-2963 



WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 4 z ’2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Francis Brooks and Genevieve Brooks 
W ~ r r z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

MAR - 1 lo1’ 

SO ORDERED, YORK 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I,A.S, Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 102466/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANCIS BROOKS and GENEVIEVE 
BROOKS, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j lndex No.: 102466/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANCIS BROOKS and GENEVIEVE 
BROOKS, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New y k ,  New,York 
- L  201 1 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

\\ Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Francis Brooks and Genevieve Brooks 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-2994 



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.: 102468/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN PALASZYNSKI and MAUREEN 
PALASZYNSKI, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
%rb ,2011 E D  

John Palaszynski and Maureen Palaszynski 

700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-18962 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN PALASZYNSKI and MAUREEN 
PALASZYNSKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et af. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102468/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 4- ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & JSLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

John Palaszynski and Maureen Palaszynski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 D 

(212) 509-3456 
MAR - 1 2011 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler GQUNTV CLERK'S OFFICE] 

2383-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN PALASZYNSKI and MAUREEN 
PALASZYNSKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102468/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New rk, New York 7- ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

-72 

m 
0-1: " &a 

_I 3 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
John Palaszynski and Maureen P!&?k!wxFLERY'S LJ I I IGE ' 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-18424 



SUPMME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS J. CRUGER and BARBARA 
CRUGER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S,, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 1 124310 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing I 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York %I,.-) ,2011 

F I L E D  : I 
I 
\ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Thomas J. Cruger and Barbara Cmge? 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler FEB a 4 2011 

454-6698 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 103412/00 
WAYNE WALLACE as Executor for the Estate of 
WARREN E. BURNHAM, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York % I t '  ,2011 

ook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Warren E. Bumham 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

c 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

I-*EB 1 4  2011 2383-25939 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WAYNE WALLACE as Executor for the Estate of 
WARREN E. BURNHAM, 

P 1 ain t i ffs , 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 10341 2/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
+(L ,2011 

MAR - 1 2012 

w kdJ4+had,tau - 
Michele J. Miheman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Warren E. Burnham 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-1 727 I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I . A S  Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 103412/00 

WAYNE WALLACE as Executor for the Estate of / 
WARREN E. BURNHAM, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York q,3 ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Company WarrenE. Bumham 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

FE.B 142011 454-3307 



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: 

WAYNE WALLACE as Executor for the Estate of 
WARREN E. BURNHAM, 

j I . A S  Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No,: 103412/00 

i NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York + ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Warren E. Burnham 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

1 201‘ New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 WkR * 

; \EYJ ‘ ‘oFy)k~,Gb 
,.i &EWS 

P,().Ji* 

1122-17825 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM A. WAGNER and ALICE WAGNER, 
j Index No.: 1 13 177/98, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
9 . p  ,2011 

EQ 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

William A, Wagner and Alice Wag 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.AX Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

: Index No.: 113177/9 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM A. WAGNER and ALICE WAGNER, i 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 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 $ 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 
I 

defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaint 
William A. Wagner and Alice Wagner 
WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Matthew T. Fairley, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIWEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

500 (212) 509-3456 _I_..1 - 

SO ORDERED, 

722-1179 FEB 042011, 



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.: 103416/00 

j 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANCIS X. HOYLES, JR., as Administrator for 
the Estate of FRANCIS X. HOYLES and ANNA 
HOYLES, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. : 

r, In WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Compan , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
" f L  ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Francis X. Hoyles and A 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 1 Tal' 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 WAR @ 
I .- 

OR% (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 14 2011 
.=E' 

1122-3187 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANCIS X. HOYLES, JR., as Administrator for 
the Estate of FRANCIS X. HOYLES and ANNA 
HOYLES, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 103416/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary ddgment 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. E 
Dated: New York New York 

% / % I  ,2011 
1 

A62 
~~4~~ ” 

Michele J. Mikleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Francis X. Hoyles and Anna Hoyles 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-2706 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
c o m n  OF NEW YOKK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1034 16/00 

j 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANCIS X. HOYLES, JR., as Administrator for 
the Estate of FRANCIS X. HOYLES and ANNA 
HOYLES, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
21 k’ ,2011 

F I L E D  

Sgg9G-P Attorney or Defendant 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Francis X. Hoyles and Anna Hoyles 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

FEB 142011 2383-1 



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 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 103500/00 

BEVERLY B. ELTER, Individually, and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JOSEPH J. ELTER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York %I%, ,2011 

Tishman Liquidating Cow. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Bever1y-B. Elter and Joseph J. Elter 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-26160 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BEVERLY B. ELTER, Individually, and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JOSEPH J. ELTER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 103500/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
2 8, ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 6 
1 201' MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway VhR 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, : 
Hon. 

FEB 142011 1122-1760 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BEVERLY B. ELTER, Individually, and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JOSEPH J. ELTER, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 103500/00 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
z P L -2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Beverly B. Elter and Joseph J. Elter 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-1 273 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

WILLIAM D. BUXTON I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo: 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, 

Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f M a  BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

D 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

so ORDERED, 

ience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier 
Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. W a  
BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.861 15 
(914) 345-7301 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

~~~ - 1 2011 



From: FAXmaker To: Kerryann Cook Page: 6/7 Date: 2/9/2011 2:31:49 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAI, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A,S. Part 30 
; (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 121854/99,@-> 
THlS DOCUMENT KEFEKS 'TO: I 

KATHERINE BUXTON, EXECUTRIX FOR THE I 

ESTATE OF WILLIAM D. BUXTON AND 
KATHERINE BUXTON, INDIVIDUALLY 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I Plaintiff(s), I 

NO OPPOSITION 
-against- I SUMMARY JUDGMENT : MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC,, et al., I 
I 
I 
I Defmdmt(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, .Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and moss claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed. with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo& New York 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New Yark, New York 10004 

SO ORDERED, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of William D. B 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

*12) 558-5500 MAR - 1 2011 

/JEW Y8Rr: 
mufd  TY k*.LF&i('<': 

324-5dyS@ ' i' ' ct: 

(212) 509-3456 

3 4 2017 
N0029723- 1 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


Fram: FAXmaker To: Kerryann Cook Page: 717 Date: 2/9/2011 2:31:50 PM 

r 
" *  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY N Y C A L  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I LA.& Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
I I Index No.: 121 854199,&-> 

KATHERINE BUXTON, EXECU?'RlX FOR THE I 

ESTATE OF WILLLAM D. BUXTON AND 

I 

I 
1 

I 
I 

KATHERINE BUXTON, INDIVIDUALLY I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

I NO OPPOSITION 

I I MOTION AND ORDER 
-against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests s&ary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defadant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of William D. Buxton MAR - 1 2011 
700 Broadway 

, New York 10003 r l q v  yc;!':!; 
CQUNTY CLERK'S OFFIQ 

2381-26169Q 

NOO29729-1 

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 YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, I.) 

j Index No.: 125771/9 104164/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

D THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TIAN M. CHAPKO, Executrix for the Estate of 
RAYMOND ST. GELAIS, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, j 

WHEmFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same qre hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2011 

I 
I 

Raymond St. Gelais 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sheny Klein Heitler 



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.) 

1 Index No.: 1 2 5 7 7 1 1 9 9 ~ ~ ~  
j 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TIAN M. CHAPKO, Executrix for the Estate of 
RAYMOND ST, GELAIS, 

Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
tf% ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Raymond St. Gelais 
WEnZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MAR - 1 2ai1 

;\,,yu' '(GiRK 
$,f)u,a r\l Q-ETiK§ OFFICEA 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-16016 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TIAN M. CHAPKO, Executrix for the Estate of 
RAYMOND ST. GELAIS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 12577 1 /99, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
A\!. ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIWEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Raymond St. Gelais 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway flbR - 1 20’’ 

454-5730 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index No.: 125771199&4 l>  
! 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TIAN M. CHAPKO, Executrix for the Estate of 
RAYMOND ST. GELAIS, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

.defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York .;py ,2011 

Q Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Raymond St. Gelais F 
W&TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

J 4 71111 2383-260730 



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.: 125771/99, 04181/00 
[ 

i NO OPPOSITION 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HERBERT L. STENGEL, JR. and FLORENCE 
STENGEL, 

a 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! - ~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Herbert L. Stengel, Jr. and Florence 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

, ; , ' I  ) "  

h 

(.;\ i;,fl[L:':3 \.~Ir-? Lk r ; ;  ) V i *  i ' 6  
"" -* 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

PIAX - 1 2011 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION t I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HERl3ERT L. STENGEL, JR. and FLORENCE 
STENGEL, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Cwporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 4% ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

1235-15993 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 125771/9 104181/00 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HERBERT 1;. STENGEL, JR. and FLORENCE 
STENGEL, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A, C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Coip., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New Yark 2 ,  ,2011 F I L E D  

FFlCE 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Tishman Liquidating C o p  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC.  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 - 

New York, New York 10004 

Herbert L. Stengel, Jr. and Florence Stengel 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 n (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-260737 
FEB J 4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN R. CATANZARO and JOETT 
CATANZARO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 114151/05, 125799/00, 

QF!!!T 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
*\\a ,2011 

John R. Catanzaro and Joett Catanzaro 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 100 
(2 12) 509-3456 

/'I- - - 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

454-10658 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 114151/05, 125799/00, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN R. CATANZARO and JOETT 
CATANZARO, 

<,pi-GmJ 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC, et 01. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to' all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York .-( 1, ,2011 

K e r r y d M ,  d k ,  Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishrnan Liquidating C o p  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 

John R. Catanzaro and Joett Catanzaro 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

-- 
Hon, Sherry Kleh Heitler 

33 1412011 2383-27316 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

, 
JOHN R. CATANZARO and JOETT 
CATANZARO , 

Plaintiffs, t NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER -against - 
, 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 
, 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York + ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 b\pft/ YQRK (212) 509-3456 RK$ O F W t  

COLlf’lTY 

SO ORDERED, 

’ : Z O I !  1122-10509 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 114L51 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN R. CATANZARO and JOETT 
C ATANZARO, 

(3G.44 25799'003 910 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

. defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
% I t  ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

John R. Catanzaro and Joett Catanzaro 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-7771 



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.) 

/ Index No.: 125779/99, 04670/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH J. GALDYS, JR. and SUZANNE 9 
SEILER-GALDYS, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork New York 
ar, 3 ,2011 

Attorney for Plaint 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Joseph J, Galdys, Jr. and Suzanne Seile 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

v = \  
MAR - 1 2011 (212) 558-5500 

p , "-.\,8 I y ; 7 ;; 4% : -oiiiu ry (;E,ERgd:;'+3 OFF 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e w  Klein Heitler 

FEE3 14 2011 454-3207AI 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 125779/99,’104670/00 3 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH J. GALDYS, JR. and SUZANNE 
SEILER-GALDYS, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs , i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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, Treadyell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
vi%’ ,2011 

\ 

* 
&A 

Michele J. htlittlernan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

~~4~ 
Joseph J. Galdys, Jr. and Suzanne Seiler-Galdys 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-11583 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

' NYCAL IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH J. GALDYS, JR. and SUZANNE 
SEILER-GALDY S, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et 41. 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 125779/99, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New Y k, New York 
J9- ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Joseph J. Galdys, Jr. and 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, Y 

Hon. Shenyklein%kler 

1122-12131 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH J. GALDYS, JR. and SUZANNE 
SEILER-GALDY S, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et ai. 

Defendants. i 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 125779/99, 04670/00 a 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 4 1 %  ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishma Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Joseph J. Galdys, Jr, and Suza 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 kkfl - 1 21111 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

FFB 142011 2383-26057AI 



-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., gt 4. 

NYCAL 

Index N o s & s  
125779199 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc, hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

By: 

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 

MAR - 1 2011 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

\/f ' I ;  , 

9 I i' u~Lhic["S OFFIm 
I 

Dated: New York, New York Ct '. 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

, 2011 

I 

Martin S. Kaufman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 , New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

~ 

1122-19986 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
\ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARK KAUFMAN, as Executor for the Estate of ! 
MARTIN S. KAUFMAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 122 1 76/98, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 122176/98,104845/00 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARK KAUFMAN, as Executor for the Estate of i 
MARTIN S. KAUFMAN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

/2 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., N C . ,  et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary udgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
%! 'L ,2011 

Michele J. Mhtleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGKVNEY & KLUGER, P C  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Martin S, Kaufman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 iJijj~ 1 2011 
(212) 558-5500 . ,  

SO ORDERED, 

1235-1 9462 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1221 76/98; 104845/00 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARK KAUFMAN, as Executor for the Estate of j 
MARTIN S. KAUFMAN, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

2 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-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 5 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 J, ,2011 

datthew T. Fairley, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Martin S. Kaufman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway pjjjF7 - 1 2011 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 QFti.C 
T'r w OFFICg-. 

SO ORDERED, 

- -  

722-2176 
042011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARK KAUFMAN, as Executor for the Estate of 
MARTIN S. KAUFMAN, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 122176/98, (6=> 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Martin S. Kaufman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

3 1 4 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

2383-1 



NYCAL 

Index No. 104982/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

3212, dismissing 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 
LI I 411, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F l b E D  
New York, New York 100 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York MAR - 1 2011 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 16794/07 104983/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANN SHAW, as Executrix for the Estate of 
NATHAN GLOWATZ, 

a 
i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S,, INC., el al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed, with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
s! & ,2011 

Nathan Glowatz 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I , e ' :  yu"();?;', MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 ~ C & N  i k ii."c;ii*.l s {j,uFj( 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

! 7 4 2011 2383-27763 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No,: 1 16794/07, 104983/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Q THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANN SHAW, as Executrix for the Estate of 
NATHAN GLOWATZ, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j __ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York %I w ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Nathan Glowatz 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 MAR - 1 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

i'4EVd )'OF{K 
SO ORDERED, COUNR CLERK'$ of'FI& 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

' 042011 1235-19834 



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 
! (Heitler, J.) 

: Index No.: 1 16794/07. (/-3 104W3/00 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANN SHAW, as Executrix for the Estate of 'd 
NATHAN GLOWATZ, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York -I".- ,2011 

Nathan Glowatz %..' 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10@@3 
(212) 558-5500 y? 

7m 

1 201' - - .  

(212) 509-3456 

k 

Frank M. Okz ,  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

SO ORDERED, 

FEE3 142011 
1122-20352 



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: 

ANN SHAW, as Executrix for the Estate of 
NATHAN GLOWATZ, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 16794/07, 104983/00 CTI, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump 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, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Patterson Pump Company Nathan Glowatz 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

t"iR - 1 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIG&,, 
454-1 1395 



WH8REFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys fox Plaintifs 

(212)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue-Suit& '@k 

Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway DELER-DORR-OLIVER 
New York, NY 10003 COMPANY 

Harrison, NY 10528 
SO ORDERED: (212) 661-1151 

FEB 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN TORCHICK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 105288/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
J L  ,2011 F I L E D  

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

John Torchick 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 1 4  2011 1122-19045 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
[ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No,: 105288/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN TORCHICK, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S,, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York + ,2011 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 

(2 12) 509-3456 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN TORCHICK, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, 1.) 

j Index No.: 105288/00 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3 ,2011 

Keny- 3 Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

F I L E D  WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 m-- I m11 
- 

SO ORDERED, 

- 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, kFi&$ Kldn Heitler 

454-2143 

~'i:.3 I 4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN TORCHICK, 

P1 ai n t i ffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 105288/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
.-pL ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

n 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
John Torchick 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

[ L E D  
f.m - 1 2011 

(212) 558-5500 

"". 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 123 166/02, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT E. DOYLE and GERALDINE C. 
DOYLE, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
%[P ,2011 F I L E D  

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert E. Doyle and Geraldine C. Doyle 

(212) 509-3456 58-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e w  Klein Heitler 

454-7789 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~. 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT E. DOYLE and GERALDINE C. 
DOYLE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 123 166/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York JL ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
TishmA Liquidating Cop.  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS O F f i c ~ j  

Robert E. Doyle and Geral 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MAR - 1 2011 

NEW YORK 

F EB 1 4 20 11 2383-25787 



F e b .  3. 2 0 1 1  1 0 : 5 6 A M  M a r  i n  G o o d m a n ,  L L P  No.  6 9 0 0  P o  3 

- -  
This document relates to: 

ROBERT E. DOYLE and GERALPPNE C. DOYLE, 

NYCAL 
I.&$, Part 30 
(Hc&ler, J.) 

hdex No.; 123 166 /l#dEkJ 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANI, 
ORaER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
C O ~ ~  

WREREFURE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOIER COWANY hereby rquests 

summary judgmwt in the above-entitled CWE, p m t  to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plahtiffs' complaiot against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORBERED, that upon notice to all cedefendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

and without costs. 

DaFg: ~-J,~W(; ~ -L\3 \ \ \  

F d  ortiz, Esq 
WEITZ & LUXFNBER 
Attorneys for Plain@ e, 7 
700 Broadway &EEI;ER-DORR-OLIVER B q v  
New York New York 10003 COMPANY e. * 2 . l p  

(212)558-5500 

0 I /  

500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suie 50 i 
Mamison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

F t d  1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT E. DOYLE and GERALDINE C. 
DOYLE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 123 166/02, 9 105292/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby .dismissed with prejudice and 

8 without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7.( &- ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-20704 



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: 

ROBERT E. DOYLE and GERALDINE C. 
DOYLE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

/-----7 
Index No.: 123 166/02:! 05292/00/ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice aqd 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
1 !*' ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert E. Doyle and Geraldine C. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 n . I  

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 342011 1122-21202 



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.) 

1 Index No.: 125769199- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD R. KENT and KRISTINA KENT, 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York q2 ,2011 

Ronald R. Kent and Kristin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 1 4  2011 1122-6988 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y0R.K 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
[ (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD R. KENT and KRISTINA KENT, 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE7 defendant? Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
or,@ ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Company Ronald R. Kent and Kristina Kent c' 

MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 

(212) 509-3456 

WR - 1 2011 

b];:v&! J{OKK SO ORDERED, 

r:(-)uNm:  CLERK"^ BFFGE' 

454-6186 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index No.: 1 2 5 7 6 9 1 9 9 , < a  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD R. KENT and KRISTINA KENT, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. / 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York -.p.- ,2011 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

Ronald R. Kent and Kristin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAR - I 2011 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 ; "; ':'ORK 
y,4 J ~ T  c,~..VIK'S OFFfCE] 

SO ORDERED, 

~*-EB I 4 2011 2383-26 170AF 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD R, KENT and KRISTINA KENT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC, et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 125769/99, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York + ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Ronald R. Kent and Kristina Kent 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. i 

(212) 509-3454 (212) 558-5500 
flbR - 1 201' 

\F\*J YO"$ 
b ' q#$OFFICF=, SO ORDEED, 

ye'-)b ,.I \ 'i L b  

1235-6492 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN D. LARKIN and VIRGINIA A. LARKIN, 

i 1,A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 125767196=> 
\ 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc.’, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice ta all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 4.- ,2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq, 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
John D. Larkin and Virginia A. Larkin 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

I 

(21 2) 509-3456 
k\WR - 1 2011 

,q cy C&ERK‘S OkF% 
? “ . , , . i  2 i ; j  YBRK SO ORDERED, 

1122-13960 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
- COUNTY ._ OF NEW YORK 
~. 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~~ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN D. LARKIN and VIRGINIA A. LARKIN, 

P 1 aint i ffs , 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., el al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
+ a  ,2011 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 HAR - 1 20?1 

t'v ~ ._ . r ;  4 . y(";r~d< 
C-JuNXy CLERKS B F W  

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN D. LARKIN and VIRGINIA A. LARKIN, 
j Index No.: 125767/99 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
7 1 %  ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 4 Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLWGER, P C  
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

John D. Larkin and Virginia A. Lar 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yo 02 e (212) 509-3456 

MAR - 1 2011 SO ORDERED, 
h r.-i' I 1  7 b  u'C>RK 

courd i x i  CLERK'S OFFICE 
1235-13356 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN D, LARKIN and VIRGINIA A. LARKIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 125767/99 05475/0 a 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York J w ,2011 

Tishman Liquidating Coy.  John D. Larkin and Virginia 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LLKENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 Hm - 1 2@tt 

700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 
i 4 E fl/ YORK 

CfUfJ  7"Y CLERKkS Qj+,wf 
SO ORDERED, 

I4 2011 2383-26048X 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES E. LEWIS and MILDRED LEWIS, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S, Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 12576719 , 105494/00 D 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et 41. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
%/z- ,2011 

James E, Lewis and Mildred 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

1 201' 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

VhR 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-18334 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES E. LEWIS and MILDRED LEWIS, 
j Index No.: 125767/9 

Plaintiffs, ; NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S,, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

OIIDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York + ,2011 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

James E. Lewis and Mildred Lewis 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

12 12) 509-3456 

'c) 

Hon. Sherry Klein H 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 125767/9 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES E. LEWIS and MILDRED LEWIS, 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

. ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New Y rk New York J.L: ,2011 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, PC.  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

James E. Lewis and Mildred Lewis 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

York 10004 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORR 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 125767/99 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES E. LEWIS and MILDRED LEWIS, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et 41. 

Defendants. \ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Colp., hereby requests swnmary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
%/L ,2011 

Tishman Liquidating C o p .  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

James E. Lewis and Mildred Lewis 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

A 
(21 2)  509-3456 

2383-26048AQ 

FEB 1 4  2071 



WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DQRR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby quests  

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all cdefendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

. KEELER-D0R.R-OLIVER BOILER COMPANYg be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. . f  

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

- ". 

. J 

Judge. Shu-ry GiGHeitler. 

MARIN GOODMKN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Befendant 
KEBL EIz,DO;RR-OLn?ER BOLZER 
c0mAhT 
500 Mamaroneck Ave 
Hamisoxi, NY 10528 , 

(212) 661-1151 

flAR - 1 2011 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://w.gfi.com 

http://w.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD J. FERGUSON and JEAN 
FERGUSON, 

PI ai n t i ffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Edward J. Ferguson and Jean Ferguson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-1 1628 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD J. FERGUSON and JEAN 
FERGUSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k New York 
a[& ,2011 

Bttorney f o p f e n d a n t  
Courter & C mpany, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

(21 2) 509-3456 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward J. Ferguson and Jean Ferguso 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway P 

New York, New York 10003 4 I@' 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 142011 
1122-121 94 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD W. KLOPFER and BARBARA 
KLOPFER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.AS, Part 30 
(Hei tler, J .) 

Index No.: 106483/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEEFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump 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 

defendaqt, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York d , , 3  ,2011 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank M. Grtiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ronald W. Klopfer and Barbaa 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAR d 2 0 ~ ~  

Hon. Sherry klein Heitler 

3 142011 454-1941 1 .  



DEFENDANT FORD MOTOR 
COMPANY'S NO OPPOSITION 

WILLIAM WARD, 

Plaintiff(s), : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

-against- Index No.: 106666/00 

A.C. & S., INC, (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 

Defendant( s). : 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby request summaq 
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 againsl 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudict 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
February 7,201 1 

By: Michael Croce, Esq. 
LAW OFFICES OF JOHN C. DEARIE & 
ASSOCIATES 
Attorneys for PLAINTIFF(S) 
5 1 5 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
T: 2 12-980-0404 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 

F: 212-980-9889 T: 212-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 

SO ORDERED: 

(00375 107.DOC) 
958086~.  1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YQRK 

DQMINICK J. RICCIARDI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New:jr3New York 
,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLI 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

--_. "._, ~ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Meitler 

1527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MACIE REYNOLDSt INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF JAMES C. 
REYNOLDS 

12577419 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

&-- Attorneys Julie L. M for r Defendant 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
>OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

N RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

rHlS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MACIE REYNOLDS, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
SDMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF JAMES C. 
3EYNOLDS 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

udgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

jismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

mjudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

3gainst defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

wejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

w Attorneys Julie L. er for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans M 
Hauppauge, NY 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
2OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

N RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index 6 7 = >  
125774/99 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VlACIE REYNOLDS, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
4DMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF JAMES C. 
3EYNOLDS 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

:he above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

daintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Julie L. er ? Attorne s for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CELESTINE SHEDLOW as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of STEPHEN M. SHEDLOW and CHRISTINE 
KLIMEK as Personal Representative for the Estate of 
VERONICA SHEDLOW SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Index No, 107086/01 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

F 
- 1 70'' 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPFEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

FLORENCE D. MCMANUS, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of SHELDON E. MCMANUS 

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J,) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMAFtY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMT, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elrnsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR - 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN ANTHONY MEEHAN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WX EREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
dy ,2011 

New York, New York 10003 

SOORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
__r______________________r_____________l------_---------------"- X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

____________1___"________l________l__lr__--"----_-"-------"----- X 
FLORENCE D. MCMANUS, Individually and as : 
Executrix for the Estate of SHELDON E. 
MCMANUS, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., gt 4. 

NYCAL 

Index Nos. 125766/99 
r I 0 7 2 0 3 m  
c 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

J '  

I 

! 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

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 
th 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

i 

- -"-T *<" * 

\ 

\ 2071 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10018 WhR ! 

I '  
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New$4k, New York 
,201 1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

_." " 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

I521736 
FEB 1 4  20tl 



-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 

Index No. 107270/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

ar Canada Inc. 

Lois Kim, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

PEB 14 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MATTHEW Z. KALINOWSKI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there bcing no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I n  

Hdeh Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler MAR - 1 2011 

1521736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN Rl2: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 125768/9@67=03 
THIS DOCUMENT EUEFERS TO: 

DOUGLAS F. MATHEWS and JENNIE 
MATHEWS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 
r*. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
* */ I, ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 - 1 2’” 

SO ORDERED, 

FER 1 4  2011 112244262 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 125768/99, c3 107297/00 

i NO OPPOSITION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DOUGLAS F. MATHEWS and JENNIE 
MATHEWS, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., WC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 4% ,2011 

Michele J. flfileman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 C";kr{ - 1 2011 

SO ORDERED, 
Li3 s) 4 2011 

1235-13672 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index No.: 1 2 5 7 6 8 1 9 6 l d  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DOUGLAS F. MATHEWS and JENNIE 
MATHE WS, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and. the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 4 , s  ,2011 
D 

:i K 
S OFFiCE' 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Douglas F, Mathews and Jennie Mathews 
WEITZ & LUXENBERE, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

I 

I 

I 

FEB X 4 2011 454-6812 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

[ Index No.: 125768/99 107297/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DOUGLAS F. MATHEWS and JENNIE 
MATHEW S, 

D 
i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S. ,  INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishmm Liquidating Corp,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 4 ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Douglas F. Mathews and Jennie 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 MAR - 1 2011 

SO ORDEmD, 

I 4  2071 2383-26054AK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 125768/99 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD E. MANGOLD and PATRICIA 
MANGOLD, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
; MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & s., INC., et a ~ .  

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter 62 Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 7.fL ,2011 

Ronald E. Mangold and Patricia Mangold 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

1122-14290 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE; NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 125768/99,60;=3 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD E. MANGOLD and PATRICIA 
MANGOLD, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S . ,  INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 
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. 

Dated: New Yo , New York 
q - G  ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Ronald E. Mangold and Patricia Mangold 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

1235-1 3700 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

/ I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.; 125768/99 107321/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

D THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD E. MANGOLD and PATRICIA 
MANGOLD, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump.Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York cL\i ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Company 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Ronald E. Mangold and Patricia Mangold 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 MAR - 1 20IF 

t.pN "3RK 
SO ORDERED, C ~ U N ~  CLERKS OFFIE,  

454-7304 



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.) 

i Index No.: 1 2 5 ’ 7 6 8 1 9 9 , G z d  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD E. MANGOLD and PATRICIA 
MANGOLD, 

! NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant? Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York ,p, ,2011 

Attorney for Plaint 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Ronald E. Mangold and Patricii Mangold 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. * 

2@S 
, ** 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORJIERED, 

FEB 142011 
2383-26054P 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JERRY E. MALANEY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S . ,  INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York 
2o(L ,2011 

Jerry E. Malaney 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC& 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

n 
SO ORDERED, 

1122-14342 FE.B 142011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JERRY E, MALANEY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., N C . ,  et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York ./L ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Jerry E. Malaney 

r" "E T" MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway F'" i! t, ,m h w  
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

I i A X  - 1 2011 

p i  ; v  '1 ChrC 
C;~XJN IY f3..ERK'S OFFQ -L 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-13752 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JERRY E. MALANEY, 

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., NC. ,  etal. 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump 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, Patierson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York -1 p ,2011 

Jerry E. Malaney 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 558-5500 
NAR - 1 201' 

.. Nf&J YORK 
couNn CLERK'S OFFICE. 

\ & 142011 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-2722 



NYCA 

Index No. 107534/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

&k-fi 1 
Lois Kim, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 1 D (212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York pMR - 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ARTHUR L. TAYLOR NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York %p, ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 241h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

IS27736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LAWRENCE STINE, Individually and as Proposed 
Executor for the Estate of ANTOINETTE STINE 

Index No. 107801/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, MAR - 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LAWRENCE STINE, Individually and as Proposed 
Executor for the Estate of ANTOINETTE STINE 

Index No. 107801/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Plaint 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

~ Noriel ta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LAWRENCE STINE, Individually and as Proposed 
Executor for the Estate of ANTOINETTE STINE 

Index No. 107801/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

~~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

w-*+ *- 

\-,* 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



This Document Relates To: 

SCOTT MCGRAW, as Executor for the Estate of 
MERRICK MCGRAW, 

Plain tiffls), 

-against- 

Index No.: 107854lOO 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

L E D  

* !-' YORK Lisa M, Pascarella Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Braaten & Pas&&&ffLkCLERK'S ot"'Ttck 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(732) 528-8888 

12011 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SCOTT McGRAW as Executor for the Estate of 
MERRICK McGRAW 

1221 89/ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2011 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

F 
SO ORDERED, 

P"IM - 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SHELDON E. MCMANUS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
3UDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
---_"_-_--------____-~------""--.--.~.-"---------"-----~------"---"- 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and lhere being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
Pb\f  ,2011 

New York, New York 10003 

. "  
I 17nt l  

IS27736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

New York, New York 10003 

JAMES A. MACK, JR. 

Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

+---. 

SO ORDERED, A" [Ion. Sherry Klein EIeitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

EDWARD GUNTRIPP NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 214 ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  

Heleh Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
SS Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

~ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitfer 

1527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

PAUL J. DRANK 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index Np: 
108 
1 1 9  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc, f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

File No.: 473.85735 
. - y Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

FRANK S. COSTANZO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Ma Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc, flWa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.85734 
(914) 345-7301 

MAR - 1 2G11 

1 , )  J J  y[:lg;< 
$f%k,u I G;itr_fii<'S (j;-F/CE 

SO ORDERED, 

' ' D 4 2011 . I  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

FRANK S. COSTANZO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
z ,201 1 

New York, New York 10003 

Hon. Sherry Rleif; heitler ~I 

I527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

PETERCEFALY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upan notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
5 ,201 1 

New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

IS27736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+4 ,2011 

Weitz Luxenberg, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

H&n Antoniou dcGbwan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  
MAR - 1 2011 

1521736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA PAPADINO as Administratrix for the Estate q-3%%?y64'00 
WILLIAM PHILIP ALLOCA 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: , 2011 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

New York, NY 10003 

HauDr ,awe, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, -/- v 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CONRAD G. AUBIN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

OFtDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
d q  ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Helkn Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 F I 

1 .  

MAR - 1 2011 

biEW YORK 
. *. ?OUNlY CLERK'S OFFICE 

'- ,'9 ?UIf' 

SO ORDERED, 

IS27736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN F. BANIK NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
2.14 ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1527736 

FEB 14 2011, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GEORGE L. BALL NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Heled Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

I527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ANTHONY C. BAGNETT NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without casts. 

Dated: New York New York 
%h ' ,2011 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

New York, New York 10003 

IS27736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

CONRAD G. AUBIN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.85728 
(914) 345-7301 

- " " ~  . ~ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PAMELA BLUMENTHAL, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of ROBERT L. TRAVIS, SR., and 
PAMELA BLUMENTHAL, as Personal Representative for NO OPPOSITION 
the Estate of PAULINE M. TRAVIS SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No. 108359/00 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Noriel 'Sa. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppay@% pvp A l p 8  

? - 1 2017 

"; C' b* 
Y<* L*aa 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PAMELA BLUMENTHAL, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of ROBERT L. TRAVIS, SR., and 
PAMELA BLUMENTHAL, as Personal Representative for NO OPPOSITION 
the Estate of PAULINE M. TRAVIS SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No. 108359/00 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Norief Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

I 

I i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PAMELA BLUMENTHAL, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of ROBERT L. TRAVIS, SR., and 
PAMELA BLUMENTHAL, as Personal Representative for NO OPPOSITION 
the Estate of PAULINE M. TRAVIS SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No. 108359/00 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

201 1 
u1 

- *"? - .  

y\: Attorneys for Plaintiff 9 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WILLIAM T. WEIR NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New-Yr:, New York 
,201 1 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Hekn Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

.-_.. 

SO ORDERED, 

I521136 

Won. Sherr-ein Heitler 

FEB I 4  2011 

I L,E D 
MAR - 1 2011 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIG€ 

u* 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MILTON STROBER NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

.-_-- 

SO ORDERED, 

1 New York, New 

I521136 m3 I 4  2071 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ROBERT L. TRAVIS, SR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New;!? New York 
,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

\ 

SO ORDERED, 

1527736 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLI 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

Hon. Sherry Klein Mitler 

i I 4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES L. SPENCE AND HAZEL SPENCE 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

01 I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

D 



SUPREME COURT OF Tt 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

E STATE OF NEW YORK 

-- 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES L. SPENCE AND HAZEL SPENCE 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway I 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

14’ 
Nori Sta. -Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

D 
MAR - 1 2011 

F\JE14/ YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

*‘ fi i _! hfm CERK’S 

JAN $1 2017 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
4772/00 

GENEVIEVE A. SMITH as Proposed Administratrix for 
the Estate of JOHN A. SMITH and GENEVIEVE A. 
SMITH Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

udgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

lismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

irejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

igainst defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

wejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
lew York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

MAR - I 2011 
;O ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GENEVIEVE A. SMITH as Proposed Administratrix for ' '/ 108382/00 
the Estate of JOHN A. SMITH and GENEVIEVE A. 
SMITH Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

iaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

:here being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

3gainst defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

*- j-'" 

Utorneys for Plaintiff \. %?*# 
Rleitz & Luxenberg "%,P 
'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
dew York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GENEVIEVE A. SMITH as Proposed Administratrix for 
:he Estate of JOHN A. SMITH and GENEVIEVE A. 
SMITH Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ' 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

udgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

lismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

lrejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

igainst defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

rejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

00 Broadway - 7th floor 
ew York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

F I L E Q  
\4kR ZQJl 

0 ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ROBIN M. SORRENTINO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York New York 
%/+' ,2011 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

L .  \ 1 ' j I 42011 
1527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THEODORE R. ZAKRZEWSKI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York +! ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Hele'n Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McEiroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 1 5 1 1  

I % l . -  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

MAR - 1 2011 

I527136 

1E 42011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

JAMES H. MACK, JR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 0 7 3 / 0 4  6k3 
112123/00 & 08387/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as . 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc, f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.85752 
(914) 345-7301 

-.-, 

SO ORDERED, 



C. 

JAMES H. MACK, JR.(Dec.), : I n d e x N o C s  
1 12 123100 

Plainti ff(s), 102903/04 

"against- 

A.C. & S., INC., gt 4. 

Defendants. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York *I .1/1# 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

ubber Company and, Goodyear Canada Inc. 

Lois Kim, Esq. 
: cs-csw 

F1L 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

MAR 1 ID'' (212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ ~ _ " y . . _ _ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ . . - ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ . - - - - - - - - - - -  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

..__ "__________"__.-...~------------------~"~---------"------------- 

This Document Relates to: 

DONALD MONACO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York New York *I4 ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0, Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

si L k  F/W' 
' ' G&j& 

FEB 14 2011 
IS27736 



"against- 

A.C. & S., INC.,&d. 

NYCAL 

Index N6-2 
2/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 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 
+ / I t  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. awrence G. Lee, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New 264 West York, 40th New Street York 10018 F I L E D  
(212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

MAR - 1 2011 

FEB 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CHARLES MURPHY RUMFOLA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
-L(( ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, Now York 10003 

H e 1 6  Antaniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

I521736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YQRK 

NICOLA SCALICI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no apposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
New York, New York 10003 

1527736 FEB 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RONALD C. RHODES SR. and ETHEL RHODES 
Index No. I 13756/00 

,/- ylrmE-3 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

iudgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. , with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway Lockheed Martin Corp. 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. he r  
Attorneys for Defendant 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
7th floor 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

D 
p e  r . 7  - 1 'LO11 SO ORDERED, 
t r z , * .  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RONALD C. RHODES SR, and ETHEL RHODES 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto,' 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Neitz & Luxenberg 
TOO Broadway - 7th floor 
\lew York, NY 10003 

$0 ORDERED, MAR - 1 2011 

1 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RONALD C. RHODES SR. and ETHEL RHODES 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co. , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert: A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

wejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

4ttorneys for Plaintiff 
Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
flew York, NY 10003 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

yz 
i! 

$0 ORDERED, 
El32 - I 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DOMINICK J. RlCClARDl and ANN RlCClARDl 
T l , n ~  5710 0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

udgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

lismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

irejudice in this action, and 'there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

xejudice and without costs. 

IATED: ,2011 

Meitz & Luxenberg 
'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
dew York, NY I0003 

j0 ORDERED, 

Julie d M e r  
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hautsoauae. NY 11788 v 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DOMINICK J. RlCClARDl and ANN RlCClARDl 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

Attor eys Mer for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppai B 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DOMINICK J. RlCClARDl and ANN RlCClARDl 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

daintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
dew York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 1 

j 

io ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JANET SHUSTER, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of DONALD SHUSTER 

Index No. 108394!00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Hi 

Hauppaugel NF 

JAN 3 1  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JANET SHUSTER, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of DONALD SHUSTER 

Index No. 108394/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUM MARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

201 1 

5 - 3 Weitz & Luxenberg k? 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JANET SHUSTER, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of DONALD SHUSTER 

Index No. 108394/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

- 

Attorneys f< <::i. Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 

SO ORDERED, MAR - I 2012 

pi:.:W YQRK 
LERK'S OFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

LELSIE J. SMITH, SR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York qq ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

- 1  "_ 1 loll SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler !"yrti'. 

I527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ANGEL0 TESTA NO OPPOSITION SUMn R 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

New York New York 2.1 4,' ,2011 
Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

A A  

v 

HelezAnto&u McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24Ih Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

I527736 

MAR - 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NANCY G. SOLURI as Administratrix for the Estate 
of MILTON STROBER 

Index No. 108551/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. , with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: I/- ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NANCY G. SOLURI as Administratrix for the Estate 
of MILTON STROBER 

Index No. 108551/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plai 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 

SO ORDERED, BAR - 1 Tall 

JAN 3 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

LEO A. WYSOCKI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

New ork, New York 
,2011 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

oniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York,NewYork mi 1 E fl 

I I - - -  
-. 

BAR - 1 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherrv Klein Heitler ~tG':w YORK 

I521136 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF% 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

N RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

rHIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 108553/00 

FRANCES WEIR, Individually and as Administratrix 
for the Estate of WILLIAM T. WEIR 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  

1 
FFlCE 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 3 12011 



d 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRANCES WEIR, Individually and as Administratrix 
for the Estate of WILLIAM T. WEIR 

Index No. 108553/90 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Cor 

prejudice and without costs. 

e are hereby dismissed with 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRANCES WEIR, Individually and as Administratrix 
for the Estate of WILLIAM T. WEIR 

Index No. IO8553100 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  \ 
MAR - 1 2011 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, % 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 3 12011 



Plaintiff(s), 

NYCAL 

Index No. 108553/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, I -. 

IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, ew York aP;il'ai 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys fq Defendants The Goodyear %re & 

C. - 

264 West 40* Street 

-. . 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York H4R - 1 2011 

hJQv VOR!< 
k" CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

FEB X 4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA PINO as Executrix for the Estate of 
CHARLES R. THURL0 

Index No. 10&721/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
2OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

N RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

rHlS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

=ATRlClA PINO as Executrix for the Estate of 
2HARLES R. THURL0 

Index No. 108721100 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATE& t 1- ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

- 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA PINO as Executrix for the Estate of 
CHARLES R. THURL0 

Index No. 108721/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner LesniakLLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1 7 8 8 ~ ~ ~  YOHK 

MAR - 1 2011 

muN I"y CLERK'S OFFJC 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
comn OF NEW YORK 

__"___- -~"___________________I__________.~~~~~~~~~.~ .~~"~-~-~- -~- - " -  

IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 122198/99;6-> 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

PATRICK C, VANCHIEFU NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

OFtDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NewJfT, New York 
,201 1 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

M 

Y 

Hefen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLF 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
- 1 2011 

1527736 



Plaintiffs, 
-. against - 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

OlZDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s M a  The B.F. Goodrich Company, 

hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules, Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH 

CORPORATION, s/h/a B .F. GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against 

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

BflMPV.y 
WEIIIZ UXENBERG, P.C. ,/ WEIIIZ MUXENBERG, P.C\ 
700 Broadway 
New Yorlc, NY 10003 

Attomeys for Plaintiff 
Matthew Park 

(2 12)5 5 8 -5 500 

0 

SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER & 
BRENNAN, U P  
2 Research Way, 
Princeton, NJ 08540 

Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION 
(609)924-6000 

FEB 04 2011 



From: FAXmaker To: Jennifer A Page: 3’3 Date: 2’9’201 1 2:43:28 PM 
I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COJlNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
-- ~, 

I -  ’IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ARTHUR E. TAYLOR and RETA M. TAYLOR, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

1 
Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintXfs’ 

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, Treadwcll Corporation, bo and tho same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
D 

Z p 7 - .  _ _  I 2019 

M c G m y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

h 1235-1 145 

0 
This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more in fo lma~~.ht ip : / /~ ,~~i ,~~m 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CHARLES R. THURL0 

..._ 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 1 2 2 1 9 8 1 9 9 f i ) ~  

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
XI+ ,2011 

Y 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

J) /- 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLF 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

,New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
M M  - 1 2011 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

I527736 



From: FAXmaker To: Jennifer A Page: 2/3 Date: 2/9/2011 2:43:27 PM 
7 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
-- COIPTY OF NEW YORK 
.-.IN &E: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ARTHUR L. TAYLOR and RETA M. TAYLOR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S. JNC., et aL 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
LA& Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
n 

Index No+ 10&905/00 122198/99 
f ,L-----J 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

arid there beiiig no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and t h e  same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

K E D  j 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 2/ ?- ,201$ MAR - 1 2011 
I 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Strect-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Arthur L. Taylor and Reta M, Taylor 
WEMZ & LuxENBEKO, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Shelfy KleinHeitler 

FEB 0 4  2Q11 1122-1632 
I 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http: l /w.gf i .com 

http:l/w.gfi.com


From: FAXmaker To: Matthew T Fairley Page: 2/2 Date: 2/9/2011 2:38:24 PM 

* SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
I' 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

*? - h 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ARTHUR L. TAYLOR and RETA M. TAYLOR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., etal. 

Defendants. 

N Y C A L  
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

slnmmary judgment in the  above entitled case, pursuant tu Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in th is  action, and there being no opposition thcreto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safcguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-. y l r  ,2013 

! 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P,C. 
80 Broad Strcct-Suite 23 00 
New Yorlc, New York 10004 

and Reta M. Taylor 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 

FEB 142011 324-SO87D 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


From: FAXmaker To: Kerryann Cook Page: 5/7 Date: 2/9/2011 2:31:49 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ARTHUR L. TAYLOR and RETA M. TAYLOR, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

I I 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSXTION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

! 
A. C. & S. INC,, et al. 

Defendants. I 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Ldw and Rules 3212, clissnlssing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Carp., with prejudice in this action, 

arid there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and thc same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
9 201$ 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishrnan Liquidating COT. 
M c G m v  & JSLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Strcct-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Arthur L. Taylor and Reta M. Taylor 
W EITZ & LUXENBERG, P .C . 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2383-260661) 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax sewer. For more information, visit: http:/hhrww.gfi.com 

http:/hhrww.gfi.com


JOHN MARKEY, 

Plaintiff, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo.: 12197 a 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT . 

MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
l 

Attorneys. for Defendant I 

Attorneys for Plaintifs 

Harrison, NY 10528 

FEB 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YQRK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

Index No,: 1 101 8 2 / 0 0 [ ~ 3  

ANTHONY NASCA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. ' 

Dated: New Yojk, New, 1;;; 
'2 - *  

New York, N'cw York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

! 

D '; 

1527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

FRANCESCO ORILIA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 'defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y$+New York 
,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

I521136 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CLARK OVERTON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without casts. 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Hele*n Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street. 24t" Floor 

Y 7 

1527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES NlCOLAlDlS and CAROL NICOLAIDIS, et. al. 
Index No. 109064/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: \Iw ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

JAN 31 2011 

888 Veterans 
Hauppauge, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.AS. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

! Index No.: 122 1 9 0 / 9 9 e i  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE P. MCGOFF and MARGARET 
MCGOFF, 

-against- 

; NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, 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, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
q c  ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
George P. McGoff and Margaret McGoff 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

E D  SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

1122-14922 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE P. MCGOFF and MARGARET 
MCGOFF, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.AS. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 122190/99, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs.’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York + ,2011 

Michele J. Miftleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
George P. McGoff and Mar 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 N h ~  1 2Qrt 
(212) 558-5500 

1235-14332 



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: 

GEORGE P. MCGOFF and MARGARET 
MCGOFF, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 122190/99 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC,, et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in,the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York -i"- ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
George P. McGoff and Margare 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 1 ZQIl 

I .<gF& 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 t\ri{ 

I GRKJ l P  OFPIOfl 
\ t i  CL+ 

c o ~ ~ y  SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

FEB J 4 2011 2383-4009T 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
SOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

rHIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES NlCOLAlDlS and CAROL NICOLAIDIS, et. al. 
Index No. 109064/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

:he above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

ilaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Hauppauge, 
888 Veterans M Y 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

JAMES C. REYNOLDS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and tho same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
q+ ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

I527736 

niou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLI 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York. New York 10005 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

FREDOW REEDER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

OliDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A, 0, Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York New York 
+' ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

/ -  

Helen Anto= McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys far Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

A MAR - 1 2011 

SO ORDERED, 

I527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ROCCO PAPAPIETRO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice 'and without costs, 

Dated: New York New York 
- ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Hel;; Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

I527736 E B  1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

KARL MULLER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
_...- 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith WatCr Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

1527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MERRICK MCGRAW NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law arid Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendint A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being na opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

New York New York 
a&, ,2011 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I 

n 

Helen'Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

I527734 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New 3% New York 
,201 1 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

I 

1521736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

VICTOR G .  MELILLO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. FrILED 
MAR - 1 2011 

NEW YORK 

Dated: New York, New York 
4 * ,201 1 

n 

SO ORDERED, 

I527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No. 10943 1 /00 122 1 89/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN L. MATHIS and JUDITH MATHIS, a 
PI ainti ffs, i NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump 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, Patterson Pump Company, be and the s a n e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 4,; ,2011 
F I L E D  i 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-5582 

FEB 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JAMES NICOLAIDIS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yark New York 
*(y' ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

I521136 

Hefed Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y0R.K 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index No.: 1 22 190/99,6-> 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE P. MCGOFF and MARGARET 
MCGOFF, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

I 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York d!.' ,2011 

K 
Attorn 

1 D 
- 1 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
George P. McGoff and Margaret McGoff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Company 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DONALD SCHUSTER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

OFtDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Heieh Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

FRANK S. COSTANZO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
a ,201 1 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

; He1 n Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney 8; Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

I527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
FRANK S. COSTANZO I.A.S. P a ~ a  

Index No. 1 10077/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.85734 
F I L E Q  (914) 345-7301 

MAR - 1 2011 

SO ORDERED, I )'(-);-;;< 

fY2.ii.i I 'I LLMK'S (j;-FICt 

\ I F3 0 4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.... "___________"__..--- . . . .~~"~"------~---"--~-.- . .~--~~-""~---""--  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No. 1 10 1 80/00 1 10306/0O 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
______.-__ "._.__.___________l_l_________..~~"~~~~~~~~~~"~~~.......-~ 

0 This Document Relates to: 

ANTOINETTE STINE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
" . _ . * "  " _ " " _ _ _ _ _ _ " . " _ _ _ . . . . ~ . ~ ~ . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " " ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ . . . ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NewLIr: New York 
-9 201 1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Helkn Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

I527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARK SORRENTINO, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of ROBIN M. SORRENTINO, and MARK 
SORRENTI NO, lndivid ually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

udgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

Jismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

irejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

igainst defendant Robert A, Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

irejudice and without costs. 

IATED: ,2011 

DO Broadway - 7th floor 
ew York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 7 1788 

0 ORDERED, 

FJlAR - 1 2O'' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARK SORRENTINO, as Personal Representative for $%q 
the Estate of ROBIN M. SORRENTINO, and MARK 
SORRENTINO, Individually 

306/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. , hereby requests summary 

udgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

jismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

irejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

sgainst defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

irejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Uto rn eys for Plaint iff 
Neitz & Luxenberg 
‘00 Broadway - 7th floor 
dew York, NY 10003 

$0 ORDERED, 3 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARK SORRENTINO, as Personal Representative for 
The Estate of ROBIN M. SORRENTINO, and MARK 
SORRENTINO, Individually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

:he above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

Ilaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

md without costs. 

‘00 Broadway - 7th floor 
Jew York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Me 
Hauppaug 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

" . . _ . _ _ _ _ " I _ _ . . _ _ _ _ _ ~ ~ . . . ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ . . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " " . . - ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ . . ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ . . . . - - - ~  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

____..________...___________________I___- "~"-.~-.---".~-----"---~--- 
This Document Relates to: 

SALVATORE J. LIBERATO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

New ork, New York 
,2011 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

BLED 
MAR - 1 2011 

Herex Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 5~~ 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitier 

IS27736 
FEB 1 4  2011 



-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., gtd. 

Plaintiff( s), 

NYCAL 

Index N < e  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
si4 \ \  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

ber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: - .  
Lois Kim, Esq, 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40fh Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 
(212) 302-2400 

MAR - 1 2011 
(212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry KleinHeitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- .  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RAYMOND J. SCHWARTZ 
Index No. 110182/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

N RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

rHlS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 11 01 82/00 

3AYMOND J. SCHWARTZ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

udgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

Drejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.____...____________~-~---- " - . ~ . ~ ~ . ~ - - ~ ~ " - ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ - - " - - - - ~ - - ~ " - - -  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No,. 110182/00 11 18366/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
........_.._.__ " " _ _ _ ~ ~ ~ " " ~ ~ " . . " ~ " . . . . . . ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ - " ~ ~ - - - - ~ - - . . . ~  a This Document Relates to: 

ANTHONY NASCA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
. . .___________ " _ _ _ _ _ - " - " " - ~ . . . . . . - . ~ ~ - - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - " ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - ~ - " " ~ ~ ~ - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yojk, New,:;;: 
- 9  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. - -  
-4 

Weitz & ~uxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Helln'Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 

\ 

1527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

FRANCIS S. CLEMENTE, as Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of SAM MUDARO IndexNo: 1 

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc, f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/k/a EM1 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C, & S., INC., gt a. 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 York, New York 
%IWh 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

By: 

\ 

264 West 40h Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WR 1 2011 (212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York I 

-" . 

SO ORDERED: 

FEB I4 2011 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ANTOINETTE STINE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WI-EREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company ' 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDEREII, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New:r>, New York 
,201 1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

H e l h  Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, Y '4 E D  

I527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

6 /  c'd7 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARK SORRENTINO, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of ROBIN M. SORRENTINO, and MARK 
SORRENTINO, Individually 

Index N . 1,?_0306/00/ 
1 I 01  80100 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: -A\ ,2011 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index Nd 110306/00 
I 101 8010 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARK SORRENTINO, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of ROBIN M. SORRENTINO, and MARK 
SORRENTI NO, Individually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Plaintiff ’* 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highwav 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
;OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

N RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No. /(3 110306/0 
1 10180/0 

rHlS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARK SORRENTINO, as Personal Representative for 
The Estate of ROBIN M. SORRENTINO, and MARK 
SORRENTINO, Individually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

:he above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

ilaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: r"l. \ /  ,2011 

4ttorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Me 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNARD SIKKAS and JEANETTE SIKKAS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 1 8 2 0 7 / 0 @ 6 i i % =  
12 1939197 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York ,& ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York J 0 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-1732 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

‘ NYCAL IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNARD SIKKAS and JEANETTE SIKKAS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC, et al. 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 1 18207/0$-Q 
121939/97 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York 
- d , s  ,2011 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 2 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Bernard Sikkas and Jeanette Sikk 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 r\hR - 1 7-01’ 
(212) 558-5500 w 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

FER 142011 454-7233 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j X.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

j Index No.: 1 1 &207/02, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNARD SIKKAS and JEANETTE SIKKAS, ! 121939/97 

-against- 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, th,at upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Bernard Sikkas and Jeanette Sikkas 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

HAR - 1 201' 

SO ORDERED, HEIV Y(onrl\ 
CLERK'S OF 

C 0 N - f  
ICE, 

2383-309OX 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 18207/0& 1 10522/00/ 
/ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNARD SIKKAS and JEANETTE SIKKAS, 1 2 1 93 9/97 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
2T-Z ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Bernard Sikkas and Jeanette Sikk 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

~ ' 2071 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 Y*,7 

SO ORDERED, d 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

___"__.._.______"_..__l__________l______~~.~."~--"~"~~--"---"-----~" 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

" _ _ . . . _ _ _ _ _ ~ - ~ " . . . ~ - - - - ~ ~ . ~ ~ . . - " ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ " - - - " - ~ - - - - - - - - - ~  

This Document Relates to: 

PETER CEFALY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-cntitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without casts. 

Dated: New York, New York 
?- ,2011 

New York, New York 10003 

- 

S 0 

1527 

ORDERED, 

736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

W RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

PATRICIA PALADINO, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of WILLIAM PHILIP ALLOCA Index No: 1 10564/00 

T.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flWa BMI, Tnc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Tnc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 
Adience, Inc. flWa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 Inc, f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 

530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 1052 ,, x-M 

File..No.. 4-73.85727 
(914) 345-7301 tm P 

r 'tn . .? ,I  - 1 2011 

61- : ; : . I  , , \J.":f ,t:,; rjY-FICt 

Y ,  m >  ~ 

$ >  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WILLIAM PHILIP ALLOCA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-1 Y 1 ' 1  ,2011 

Weitz Luxenberg, P,C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Hden Antoniou IdcGbwan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys far Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

I 
MAR - 1 2011 

Iion. Sherry Klein heitler 

1527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index q G 6 4 I 7 2 d  
10835610 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA PAPADINO as Administratrix for the Estate of 
WILLIAM PHILIP ALLOCA 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2011 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

Sherry Klein Heitler 

, NY 11788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

+ \ 

Y 

Helkn Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
%(q ' ,2011 

New York, New York 10003 Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York GO 

I m 

I527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

88 Pine Street, 24ih Floor 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and crass claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4 4  ,201 1 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Helkn Antoniou McGowan, Esq, 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 

._ 

SO ORDERED, 
MAR - 1 2011 

t4EW YORK 
TQUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

1 . "  ?pill* 
IS27736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

CONRAD G. AUBIN I.A.S. Part 30, (+ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Tnc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. flWa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Ma Adience, Inc. flWa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMT, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. f1Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YOKK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN F. BANIK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

I WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3.. ,201 1 

New York, New York 10003 

H e l d  Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24Ih Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

D r'*Q 
k I b? 

4, :,Q - I zai1 

I , ~ a~:~ws OFFICE' 
, I : f . l  r 

0 ~ tl 

. <  

SO ORDERED, < 
Won. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1527736 

FEB 14 Z O R  
I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GEORGE L. BALL NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff 3 complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

; Hele Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0, Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 

SO ORDERED, 

1527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RONALD C. RHODES, SIR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys far Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 

I527136 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
__r -_____" l________r______ l l___________ l -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Michael Delvecchio 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1 1049/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
d'efendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Ca,, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
Ncw York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
EliXCSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42'ld Street 
Ncw York, New York 1001 7 

@ 6 1 3 C l ~  
SO ORDERED, 

12HOO IH. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S, Part 30 
i (Heitler, J . )  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL DELVECCHIO and ROSA 
DELVECCHIO, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S,, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 2.1 p ,2011 

w ~~4~ I 

Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Michael Delvecchio and Rosa Delvecchio 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-6499 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL DELVECCHIO and ROSA 
DELVECCHIO, 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 21 21 ,2011 

ook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Michael Delvecchio and Rosa Delvecchio 

i 
MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

/-- 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, A 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 
700 Broadway I L E 

Hon. S 

23833082C 

I;" i t 3  1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.AS. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No, 1 10669/00, 1 12534/98 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL DELVECCHIO and ROSA 
DELVECCHIO, 

a 
i NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S . ,  INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Michael Delvecchio and Rosa Delvecchio 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 g\LED 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 1 201' 
Nm 

(212) 509-3456 

y \c:hl ORV'. F\GL, 
@@ OF 

~,0,\3 î*i 
SO ORDERED, 

FEE 1 4  2011 1 122-6995 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O K  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL DELVECCHIO and ROSA 
DELVECCHIO. 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, 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 
%I I ' ,2011 

" 
Mitthew T. Fairley, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Michael Delvecchio and Rosa Delvecchio 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

722-1289 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORUBRED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

prejudice and without costs. 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

ED 
ork, New York 

, 201 1 
Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

-- - 7 Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New Yark 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index N f i z O a l 2 2  193/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS SCERE and ROSE M. SCERE, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

I 

Thomas Scere and Rose M. Scere 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

FEB 142011 1122-22072 



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: 

THOMAS SCERE and ROSE M. SCERE, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.(=& 122 193/99 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 4- ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New Yerk 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 - 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS SCERE and ROSE M. SCERE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

[ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump 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, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
%!I$ ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

6 Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Thomas Scere and Rose M. S 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAR - 1 2011 

ri!:,*~\ YBRK 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF@ SO ORDERED, 

' I . _  " l  .i JL p 2011 
454-1 53 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS SCERE and ROSE M. SCERE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York J.- ,2011 

Tishman Liquidating Cop.  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Thomas Scere and Rose M. Scere 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 1 2 0 1 ~  p@R 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-26030AH 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

New York, New York 10003 

._..___ " _ _ _ "  -._ " _ " . " ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ " ~ . . ~ . . ~ " " " ~ ~ ~ ~ . . . ~ ~ ~ ~ " - ~ . . ~ " - - - - " ~ - - " - - - -  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 122193/9 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
" _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ " ~ ~ " . ~ . . . - - . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " - ~ ~ . " ~ ~ ~ " ~ - - - - - ~ - " ~ - - - - ~ - - ~ - " - -  
This Document Relates to: 

JOHN A. SMITH NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and wiihout costs. 

Dated: NekYr;:, New York 
-9  201 1 

SO ORDERED, c NAR - 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

I527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NICOLA SCALlCl and ANGELA SCALlCl 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

iudgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co. , with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DA 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

I B Hauppauge, NY $AI 788~ 
.* 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
;OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

N RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

rHlS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WOLA SCALlCl and ANGELA SCALlCl 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

he above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

ilaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

md without costs. 

Neitz & Luxenberg *.. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

. . "__ "__ . ._________ . " "~~~~~" .~~" -~~-~~~ .~~~-~~ .~ - - - - . .~ - - - - " -~ - " - - - "  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 108352/00 1 1 1674/QO 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1,A.S. Part 30 
. _ _ _ _ " _ . . " _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ - " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ . ~ - . - - ~ " - . . - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ . " - - - - . . - " - ~ " " - ~ - - - - - -  c3 This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD GUNTRIPP NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismisskg plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York -1.i ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenderg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MAR - 1 2011 

Heleh Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElray, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Won. Sherry Klein Heitler 



-against- 

A.C. & S., I N C . , e t l  

Defendants. 

NYCAL 

Index No. 1 12 1 1 O/OO 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-49 I b  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Defendants The 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

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 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DONALD MONACO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintifrs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York ,I4 ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

A /  A 

Hel& Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 

FEB 1 4  2011 
I527736 



Plaintiff($), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., gt 4. 

NYCAL 

Index Nos. 108 pab 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
..[ q h  ( 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

264 West 40* Street F I L E D  
New York, New York 1001 8 
(2 12) 3 02-2400 

FfAR - 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

JAMES H. MACK, JR. I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

102903/04 & 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Tnc, f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc,, improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 
Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without I 

costs. 1 .  

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& c o u r n ~  P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.85752 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

FE9 0 4  2011 



JAL 

JAMES H. MACK, JR.(Dec.), : Index Nos. 108387/00 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., gt d. 

Defendants. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York -1 q/t, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

ubber Company and. Goodyear Canada Inc. 

Lois Kim, Esq. 
: c81sw 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

264 West 40fh Street 
New York, New York 10018 
(212) 302-2400 

FEB 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GEORGE J. MALICK NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Compan'y 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NewJTk, New York 
,201 I 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

D 

. .  - 
Helen Antoniau McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

-.-, . " " 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1521136 FEB I 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 112438/00 

JOSEPH D. GALANTE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N e w l i r a  New, ?k& 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MAR - 1 2011 

Elelk; Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, Bth Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, e 
Hon. Sherry glein Heitler 

I527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._........._._ 

IN RE: NEW YQRK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 112462/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
__________________...---...~-.. ~~~~"-----------"-----"--....-..-"-~- 

This Document Relates to: 

PAUL J. DRANK NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2011 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulv 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

New York, New York 10003 

I New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1521136 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

PAUL J. DRANK I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index N o f i = &  

108353/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Tnc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc, f/Wa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc,, 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

FI D 
SO ORDERED, 

MA!? - 1 2011 



From: FAXmaker To: Russell Jamison Page: 3/8 Date: 31  41201 1 55057 PM 

JAMES BALDWIN and m L E N  A. BALDWIN, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELEK-DOKK OLI'VBK BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCPIZ, 
X.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,)  

NO OPPOSTTTON 
ST JMMARY 
JLJDGMENr 
MOTION ANU 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELEK-DO=- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DO=-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLTVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby disnlissed with prejudice 
n 

and without costs. 

WETTZ & LUX-ENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

' Attortrep for Plaintifl 

(2 1 2) 5 5 8 -5 5 00 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 

E D  
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., 
Harrison, NY 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

f l A R  - 1 2011 

2i7 I? : "V YORK 
'.- 3 I I Y CLERK'S OFFICE 

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 YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X __ l__r____lr r____r__r_____l l l r__rr_____l~  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10075 3 & 
James Baldwin 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant EKICSSQN INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anacanda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

4280403. I 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 

Our File No. 07536.02604 

El 
212-490-3000 

MAR - 1 2011 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICL 

I "  

FEB 0 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH ORILIA, as Executor for the Estate of 
FRANCESCO ORILIA, and BENEDETTA ORILIA, 
Individually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

udgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

Jismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

irejudice 'in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

irejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
Jew York, NY I0003 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 - 

F 
io ORDERED, MAR - 1 2012 

JAW 3 x 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH ORILIA, as Executor for the Estate of 
FRANCESCO ORILIA, and BENEDETTA ORILIA, 
Individually 

1 15787101 12680/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUM MARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

3gainst defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Neitz & Luxenberg * ^  

TOO Broadway - 7th floor 
qew York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

JAN $ 1  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH ORILIA, as Executor for the Estate of 
FRANCESCO ORILIA, and BENEDETTA ORILIA, 
Individually 

Index No. 1 
1 1 U 8 7 , O I B  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: [ I ,2011 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
Vew York, NY 10003 

--- 
Julie L. Mf 
Attorneys or Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1178 

B 
3 0  ORDERED, 1 2QI' 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler \M * 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X _____________________________l___lr___l_--"----------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ______"1c____1___"--___I________________-------------~------------ 

This Document Relates To: 

MICHAEL SOLAZZO and CONCHETTA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
SOLAZZO, JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 

FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

Index No.: 112972100 
Plaintiff(s), : 

-against- 

A.C. & S,,  INC. (AFWSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 

Defendant(s). : 

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 
i w j u d i c e  defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dis 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
January 28,201 1 

By: Charles FkgumfJEsq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: MICHAEL SOLAZZO and 
CONCHETTA SOLAZZO 

AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 
DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 
T: 212-593-6700 

SO ORDERED: 

954495v.1 

I 

I I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICK C. VACHIERI and MARGARET VACHIERI 
Index No. 11 31 96/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

, 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Noriel Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICK C. VACHIERI and MARGARET VACHIERI 
Index No. I 1  31 96/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Noriey Sta. maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Y! 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

JAN 312011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
... " " _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _  .--- ~ " - ~ - - ~ - " - " ~ ~ - " - -  . - -~-----  "~-...---------"-" 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 122199/99fi-G 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
.._ " _ _ _ ^ _ " " _ _ " _ _ " _ . . . . . " ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ . ~ . " ~ ~ ~ . ~ . ~ ~ " ~ ~ - ~ " . ~ ~ ~ " " ~ " ~ ~ ~ . ~ . .  

This Document Relates to: 

CLIFFORD F. WINTERHALTER 

- . . - " 1 - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 - _ . - . - - ~ - ~ - - - - - - - - " " " - . . ~ - ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - - " . " " - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there bcing no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N e w 2 r r  New York 
,201 1 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 

! 
! 
1 

SO ORDERED, 

1527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 112521/9 113350/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND WEBER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER I 
A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' 'complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 
~ 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York 
LTL ,2011 

Raymond Weber 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 142011 1122-7038 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 112521/98,- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND WEBER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 
~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
*f’L ,2011 

Michelk J Mitfleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Raymond Weber 

1 201‘ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.  
700 Broadway MhR 

T’n I New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

12354542 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i N Y C A L  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNo.: 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND WEBER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S.,  INC., etal.  
I 

Defendants. 

WHEREIFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 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 
Y [  1 ,2011 

Mkthew T. Fairley, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New 
(212) 509-3456 

L 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ravmond Weber 

.I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.  1 ? O ~ ~  
700 Broadway @ 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

PAUL E. FAYLOR NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
- . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  _ _ _ _  "_"_._..... 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
-14 ' ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  
flAR - 1 2BTt 

Helei xntoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

I_ .- 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitlcr 

1527136 
h 4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RONALD C. RHODES SR. and ETHEL RHODES IO8388100 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

udgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

irejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

mjudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

I 

Utorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
dew York, NY 10003 

Julie L. her  
Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

j0 ORDERED, 

Hauppauge, 
n 

NY 

u 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CHARLES MURPHY RUMFOLA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no apposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
- d y  ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Hehn Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

MAR - 

FEB I 4  2017 
1521736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RONALD C. RHODES SR. and ETHEL RHODES 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

E D  
SO ORDERED, 

MAX - 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index N o G z a  
108388/00 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RONALD C. RHODES SR. and ETHEL RHODES 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

]- Attorn s for Defendant 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

MAR - 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NICOLA SCALICI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintifrs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 Products Company 

88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 

I521136 
FEB 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DOMINICK J. RlCClARDl and ANN RlCClARDl 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., 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 Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

I* 

Julie O L  d M e r  -> 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

py*R - 1 2011 

yjE'$J yQ;i$, 

SO ORDERED, 

CQ:&jNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

(--- THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DOMINICK J. RlCClARDl and ANN RICClARDl 
Index 0. 113757/00 
108388/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

Attor eys Mer for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DOMINICK J. RlCClARDl and ANN RlCClARDl 108388/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

\. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 BMCE Inc. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

I 

I 

i 

I 
j 

i 
i 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

EBER VERNON JOHNSON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Newqr$, New, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Hile; Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

Elon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1527736 FEB 14 2011 



-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., d. 

NJ 4 

Index No. 1 14024/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
TAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
&'/\\ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. T< Lois Kim, Esq. 

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street -4 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 pw 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

MAR - 2011 
Dated: New York, New York 

a ' n t S V  P'QRK 
C ~ L W T Y  CLERKS 0~~1% 

B 14 2011 SO ORDERED: 



S U P E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YQRK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JAMES L. SPENCE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-L!Y ,2011 

.. 
'z -1 ' y - .  

Frank Qrtiz, Esq, 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P,C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Helen' Aitoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 

I527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
-~ ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA ANN SMITH, as Executrix for the Estate of 
LESLIE J. SMITH SR., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: - Z& ,2011 

2. Weitz & Luxenberg %*. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

NoriefS'ta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans M aY 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA ANN SMITH, as Executrix for the Estate of 
LESLIE J, SMITH SR., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

4ttorneys for Plaintiff 
Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
Vew York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Hi hway 

Ll74a A 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA ANN SMITH, as Executrix for the Estate of 
LESLIE J. SMITH SR., 

1 22 I 96/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

. . 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No. 114167/0 
1 22 I 96/9 /> THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PHYLLIS STEVENSON, Individually and WILLIAM H. 
STEVENSON as Executor for the Estate of WILLIAM V. 
STEVENSON, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

____ ~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

9 Noriel Sta. Maria 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK, 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

m.-----k- 

Index No 3 114167 
I 22 I 96/99 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PHYLLIS STEVENSON, Individually and WILLIAM H, 
STEVENSON as Executor for the Estate of WILLIAM V. 
STEVENSON, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby 

and without costs. 

DATED: I/- ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
PN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 
, , , 
j Index No.: 122201/9 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL D. ZOGBY and TONI D. ZOGBY, 

Plaintiffs, , 
i NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. ! 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

~~ - 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitIed case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 2-pL ' ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Michael D. Zogby and T 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 - 1 2011 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

,*c> 
SO ORDERED, 

1122-18052 

FEB 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

! Index No.: 1 2 2 2 0 1 / 9 9 , v ( f 6 ~ 9  
125333/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL D. ZOGBY and TONI D. ZOGBY, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 
I 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against I 
defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York q%# ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

p t q , ?  - 5 2011 (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

i (*I$< 9: 

, < ' -  !JFFI(;G :1 

Ly 

SO ORDERED, 

9 .  1235-17498 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

[ Index No.: 122201/9 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL D. ZOGBY and TONI D. ZOGBY, 1 25 3 3 310 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 
[ SUMMARY JUDGMENT -against- 
; MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

’ ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 4,. ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Michael D. Zogby and Toni D. Zogby 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

454-217 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYGAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

j Index No.: 122201/9 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL D. ZOGBY and TONI D. ZOGBY, 125333/00 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York 9% ,2011 

Attorney €or Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating COT. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 t4P-R 1 20‘’ (212) 558-5500 

n 
(212) 509-3456 

2383-26035AH 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARY JEAN ZITO, as Executrix for JAMES V. ZIT0 JR., 
and MARY JEAN ZITO, Individually 

Index No. 114258/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

rrejudice and without costs. 

Vtorneys for Plaintiff 
Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
rlew York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

$0 ORDERED, 

JAN 3 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 

I 
I 

m 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARY JEAN ZITO, as Executrix for JAMES V. ZIT0 JR., 
and MARY JEAN ZITO, Individually 

Index No. 114258/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
Vew York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for D W W  GLEHK3 "'I IWr 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 3 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARY JEAN ZITO, as Executrix for JAMES V. ZIT0 JR., 
and MARY JEAN ZITO, individually 

Index No. 114258/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

iudgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
Vew York, NY 10003 

,,.r;Ri.C 
. clh.c ~ i;\q\is OFF\' 

Attorneys for Defendant , >  
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLw0' '' 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

~--" .  

50 ORDERED, 

JAN 3 1  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 114264/00 

THEODORE R. ZAKRZEWSKI and HELEN 
ZAKRZEWSKI 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

iudgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

orejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

mjudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

30 ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 114264/00 

THEODORE R. ZAKRZEWSKI and HELEN 
ZAKRZEWSKI 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

iudgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

jismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

mjudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

xejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

4ttorneys for Plaintiff 
Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
rlew York, NY 10003 

I ::'\hi yog-:;Y. Noridgta. haria 
Attorneys for Defendad' I- CLE~~KS ' " OFFlCE 
Lockheed M a r t i m a .  
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

-, 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 31 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REIATES TO: 
Index No. 114264/00 

THEODORE R. ZAKRZEWSKI and HELEN 
ZAKRZEWSKI 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff \\ 
-* Weitz & Luxenberg 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Norid Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Mernotil Hig 
Hauppauge, NY ,*lr1788'*9, P 



.+-- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARTIN WSOCKI as the Executor for the Estate of 
LEO WYSOCKI and FLORENCE WYSOCKI, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 114271/00 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Noriel Sta. Maria JvTy 
Attorneys for DefeGQhnt 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP Yew York, NY I0003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1  788 

JAN 31 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARTIN WSOCKI  as the Executor for the Estate of 
LEO WYSOCKI and FLORENCE WYSOCKI, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 114271/00 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE] defendant] Lockheed Martin Corp. hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Weits & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Lockheed Martin Corp. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 312011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARTIN WYSOCKI as the Executor for the Estate of 
LEO WYSOCKI and FLORENCE WYSOCKI, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 114271/00 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

Norief Sta.rMaria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial t 

JAN 3 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JAMES V. ZITO, JR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New+Yr;k, New York 
,201 1 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Helkh Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1527736 



From: FAXmaker To: Margaret J Page: 212 Date: 2/9/2011 3:06:59 PM 

MARK WTITER, 

Plain tiff, 

"against- 

KEELER-DORR OLlVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 
X -----_____________________________________________________-_"__-__I 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1036450006 
fl4286/2000 3 
7 2220 1 / 1 999 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMXNT 
MOTION AM3 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOZLER 
COMPANY 

W H m F O R E ,  defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintif€%' 

complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant KEELER- 

DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5 500 

SO ORDERED: .c- ~ 

Attorneys for D e f c n h t  

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIPER B O n E R  

FEE 1 4  2011 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information. visit: httD:/hw.afi.com 

http://httD:/hw.afi.com


WHEREFORE, defendant REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOLER COMPANY hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant KEELER- 

DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIWR BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

#- 

SO ORDEAED: 

Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

n > r . r Y  y ~~ 

t r *  I* 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j J.A.S, Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARK WITTER and BEVERLY WITTER, 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

"against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all, co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
V / L  ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 '?x 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

r \> 4 2011 
1235-1 7497 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARK WITTER and BEVERLY WITTER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo.: 14 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORJIER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York L p z  ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Mark Witter and Beverly Witter 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

1122-18051 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARK WITTER and BEVERLY WITTER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
I j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 103645/06,12220 1 /99, p m j  

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
L/ ,2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Mark Witter and Beverly Witter 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 

Tishman Liquidating Cow. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

so or”’”’” 
-&in Heitler 



CAROL BAKER, as Executrix for the Estate of : Index NocZ:::lr> 
MARK WITTER, and BEVERLY WITTER, 
Individually, 

114286/00 

: NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 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 ,NewYork a'fl't,, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

By,) Matthew Park By: a 
I L. 

700 Broadway 264 West 40fh Street . 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 WAR - 1 2071 

Dated: New York, New York 

~ F-El3 1 4  2011 
SO ORDERED: 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitkr, J,S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, I.) 

j Index No.: 103645/06, 12220 1/99, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARK WITTER and BEVERLY WITTER, <iiza> 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. / 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
(VPP ,2011 

Patterson Pump Company 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-6909 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GENEVIEVE A. SMITH as Proposed Administratrix for 
the Estate of JOHN A. SMITH and GENEVIEVE A. 
SMITH Individually, 

108382/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ‘ 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: ,2011 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

Vew York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No. /J 11477210 
108382/00 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GENEVIEVE A. SMITH as Proposed Administratrix for 
the Estate of JOHN A. SMITH and GENEVIEVE A. 
SMITH Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, N” 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 1 **** 

IY 1uuu3 Weiner Lesniak LLP 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No. 114772/00 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GENEVIEVE A. SMITH as Proposed Administratrix for 
the Estate of JOHN A. SMITH and GENEVIEVE A. 
SMITH Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: - J 0 , Lul l  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

MAR - 1 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE d 

JAZj 3 k 2011 



SUPIWME COIJR?' OF TI-FE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ROBIN M, SQRliENTXPYO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

W l i t X i ~ l X X L ,  dckndant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company harcby rcyucsts 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ j u d g r n e n t  in rhc above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law md Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing ~ l ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ $  complaint against dcfmdmr A. 0. Smith Water Products Campany 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the s m c  are: h m b y  dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

we it^ & Imcnberg, P,C. 

New Yo&, New York 10003 
700 Broadway 

Hakh hntoniou McEowan, Esq* 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

88 Pine Street, 241h 1;loor 
New York, New Y 

McElroy, Ikutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenterer, L I P  

Products Company 

I 

SO ORDERED, 
I.lon. Sherry Klein 1 Ieitler 

I527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MILTON STROBER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A', 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDEED,  that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

H&n Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 

I521736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES L. SPENCE AND HAZEL SPENCE 
Index No,I 1477- 
108382/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

I& 
Attorneys for Plaintiff \>> 
Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

? Nori ta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

F I L E D  
MAR - 1 2011 

NEW YQRK 
"S'E;.!N-IY CLERKS ojqq(& 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 8 1  2071 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES L. SPENCE AND HAZEL SPENCE 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaint iff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

F I L E D  
MAR - 1 2Qll 

NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

___ . 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
. _. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ACHILLE TESTA as Executor for the Estate of ANGEL0 
TESTA and ACHILLE TESTA as Executor for the Estate 
of MARIA TESTA, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 114808/00 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs, 

DATED: rr \/- ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaint iff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

SO ORDERED, 

Noriel Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ACHILLE TESTA as Executor for the Estate of ANGEL0 
TESTA and ACHILLE TESTA as Executor for the Estate 
of MARIA TESTA, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 114808/00 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: rr \ lw ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg y g 7  % 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Noriel Si;. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Haumauae. NY 1 1788 

Hon. S h w l  -._... . ._..._. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ACHILLE TESTA as Executor for the Estate of ANGEL0 
TESTA and ACHILLE TESTA as Executor for the Estate 
of MARIA TESTA, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 114808/00 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

v. , 
k” Weitz & Luxenberg 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

Noriel h a .  Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

MAR - 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ROBERT L, TRAVIS, SK. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New:!? New York 
,201 1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

toniou McGowan, Esq. 
Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
New York, New York 10003 Products Company 

88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, MAR - 1 2011 

NEN YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

1527736 '2 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN ERICKSON, as Administrator for the Estate of 
CLARK OVERTON 

Index No. 115219/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc,, with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memor 
Hauppaug 

JAN 31?011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN ERICKSON, as Administrator for the Estate of 
CLARK OVERTON 

Index No, 115219/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: ‘/a ,2011 
a 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 Lockheed Martin Corp. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 

SO ORDERED, 

aY 888 Veterans Memor 

JAN 31 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

LOUIS F. PAONESSA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York +, ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

1527736 

Hele'n Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 115221/00 

DAVID R. HAIRSTON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
_ _ _ _ _ _ r . . _ _ . . . . _ .  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

F\L-  prejudice and without costs. 

New Y rk, New York 
'LpcI ,2011 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

H e l h  Antaniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitl& 

I521136 FEB 14 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

. _  ~~~ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DORIS WINTERHALTER, as Executrix for the 
Estate of CLIFFORD WINTERHALTER 

Index No. 11 5261/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATEQ: 1 

Weitz & Luxenberg yl c .' 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

201 1 

- 
P & l  YORK , Noriel ad. Maria 

Attorneys for Defendan$ bLEnws OFF1 
Lockheed Martin @P@v 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DORIS WINTERHALTER, as Executrix for the 
Estate of CLIFFORD WINTERHALTER 

Index No. 115261/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDE MENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: A ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 312011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DORIS WINTERHALTER, as Executrix for the 
Estate of CLIFFORD WINTERHALTER 

Index No. I 15261/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

I/ I \LED 
Attorneys for Plaintiff '".A 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

NorielYSta Maria 1 201' 
Attorneys for DefendaMR 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP NE'd y,$!lOFF\c 
888 Veterans Mepr#'l%&I%ay 
Hauppauge, NY 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
comm OF NEW YORK 

THEODORE R. ZAKRZEWSKI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0.' Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York New York 4;' ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

McGowan, Esq. I 
McEIroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 241h Floor 

I527736 



Plaintiff( s), 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

X 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt 4. 

Defendants. 
l_l____l_____l_______-----lr-----r-_--_-----~-----*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 

I 

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 
- 1 q 1 ,  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Cop4Lpany and G o o d y e a r p a d a  In1 

(7 *Xi4 West 40th Street 
\I- - 

New York, New York 1001 8 
(212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 
MAR - 1 2011 

p\E;N YOR!*. 
f y y J N a T y  CLEWK'S OFFIR'  

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF Tt 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

E STATE OF NEW YORK 

.- - 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BEATRICE ANNE MEEHAN, as Executrix for the Estate pm> 
of JOHN A. MEEHAN, and BEATRICE ANNE MEEHAN, 
Individually 

Index No. I 1  9380/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

udgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

jismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

irejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

mjudice and without costs. 

IATED: @b,xl ,2011 

Ad 
korneys for Plaintiff - m ~ k / o c  I FU(~. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
dew York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1  

1 
Wb*R - 1 20" i0 ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ELOISE M. ZOYHOFSKI, Individually and as Executrix $&%?J 
for the Estate of DONALD J. ZOYHOFSKI 

106242102 

NO OPPOSITION ' 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: , 2011 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ELOISE M. ZOYHOFSKI, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of DONALD J. ZOYHOFSKI 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismisse'd with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2011 

I I  

''rovJ;fi Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ELOISE M. ZOYHOFSKI, Individually and as Executrix $%%k> 
for the Estate of DONALD J. ZOYHOFSKI 

106242/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, ' . 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are'hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: ,2011 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Hiahwav 

700 Broadway I 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 

Index No. 1 15972/00 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S . ,  INC.,gtd. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
%W, 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 flkR - 1 m'r 

By: 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitla-, J.S.C. 



-against - 

A.C. & S., INC.,etd.,  

NYCA 

Index No. 1 16672/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

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 
+ ( I ,  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 10018 F I L E D  ~ (212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SALVATORE J. LIBERATO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
_...______ "________""--"-""--~---.."...."""~----~--.--..-~"-~----"- 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company' 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: "";I";, New York 
,201 1 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

E D  
rlnR - 1 2011 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO OWERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitjer 

I527736 
FEB z 4 2011 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NYCAL 

Index Nos. 110 
IT=, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment. in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
%I 4 \ \  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

bber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: - 
Lois Kim, Esq. 

700 Broadway West 40t" Street 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

MAR - 1 2011 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



NYCAL 

Index No. 1 17700/00 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, d. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE7 defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
%/-I 1 It\ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

4 Y  
264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 F I L E D  (2 12) 302-2400 

MAR - 1 2011 

YORK 
c~~~~ I Y CLERKS OFFIC$~ 

Hon. Sherry Klein HeitlAr, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

IAFAYETTE D. YOUNG, JR., As Executor for the Estate 
of LAFAYETTE D. YOUNG, SR. 

Index No. 117855/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

m Nor' I Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 3 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LAFAYETTE D. YOUNG, JR., As Executor for the Estate 
of LAFAYETTE D. YOUNG, SR. 

Index No. 117855/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

D 

c .  

Attorneys for Plaintiff T\ Weitz & Luxenberg v* I 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LAFAYETTE D. YOUNG, JR., As Executor for the Estate 
of LAFAYE-TTE D. YOUNG, SR. 

Index No. 117855/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: - +\ ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 3 1  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

FRANCIS S. CLEMENTE, as Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of SAM MUDARO 

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitl 

Index No:, & 
110182/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMT, Tnc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMT, Tnc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & COUR , P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. hi&& Klein Heitler M R  - 1 2011 



-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Hein Heitler, 
A.C. & S., INC., gt 

IASPart30 Defendants. 
-I-- ----------------- ----- "...._".. -".----- "--" ---- ----------- x 

WHEREFORE7 defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request swnrnary 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 
I r ( -wt \  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

By: 

< 

700 Broadway 264 West 40* Street E) 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 

- 1 2011 (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York d 

SO ORDERED: 

FEd 1 4  2011 Hon. Sherry Kkin Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
c o m n  OF NEW YORK 

ELVIRE M. DU BRITZ, INDIVIDUALLY and as 
the Executrix for the Estate of MICHAEL DU 
BRITZ, 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 

(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 1 18679-00 Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S.,  INC., et ai., 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

Defendants. 

X __-___l______1111____------------r1lll--"-"---"----------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherfy Klxn Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
X _________________I_________I____________------------------------ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

: 

________________________-__--_______________-____--_-__-____-_-- 
ELVIRA M, DU BRITZ, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of MICHAEL DU BRITZ, 

NYCAL 

Index No. 1 18679/00 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC.,gtd. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
V I 1  f t r  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASJSAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
.. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BRIDGET JONES, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
CHARLES E. WILLIAMS 

Index No. 119159/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BRIDGET JONES, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
CHARLES E. WILLIAMS 

Index No. 119159/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

FFICE, 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, .- 

JAN 31 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BRIDGET JONES, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
CHARLES E. WILLIAMS 

Index No. 119159/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ILLt ,2011 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORYLl\LU, 
Hon. Shery-itler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x rlrl_r______________lll_ll__ll_____l_ll_- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 19375/00 

Nathan Jack Filbert Woodworth 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

c 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. -7" \* 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney far Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

C[ '1 4 &r6 
~ &ii .. 

Julie R. Evans, h q .  
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New Y 

Our File No. 07536.01918 
2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, MAR - 1 2011 

4280405.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MAURI SAVOLAINEN and SILJA SAVOLAINEN 
Index No. 119379/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

I 
i 
i 
! 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MAURI SAVOLAINEN and SILJA SAVOLAINEN 
Index No. 119379/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: \(s ,2011 

4ttorneys for Plaintiff 
Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
Yew York, NY 10003 

5 0  ORDERED, 
Hon. 

Anna M. biLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc, 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppaug qK 

L 

Sherry 

- -  

JAN 31 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VlAURl SAVOLAINEN and SILJA SAVOLAINEN 
Index No. 119379/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

udgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

lismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A, Keasbey Co., with 

wejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

irejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

4ttorneys for Plaintiff 
Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
\lew York, NY 10003 

Anna M. DiLonardb 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

I 

I 
i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X _______________ll_r____r________________---__------~------------ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ ~ - - - _ _ _ - - - - _ _ - - - - _ _ - m - - - - _ " - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

JOHN A. MEEHAN(Dec.), 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, gt d. 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

____h-l___-l ________________________1_11________ -____d-___- x 
WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+Vl, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

700 Broadway West 40' Street 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 
(212) 558-5500 (21 2) 302-2400 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index N & a  
1 15696/00 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BEATRICE ANNE MEEHAN, as Executrix for the Estate 
of JOHN A, MEEHAN, and BEATRICE ANNE MEEHAN, 
Individually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: @b$ ,2011 

&?.W 
qttorneys for Plaintiff - M , ~ A C I  FW~[. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York %I..\, ,2011 

New York, New York 10003 Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

1 New York, New York 

I527736 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS GO,, & a& 

NYCAL 

Index Nos. 104633/07 

&E% 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
*I 4 I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 w York, New York 100 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

" " >  , I , ',?riK \t * 
Dated: New York, New York 3 *. *r~*$;$oFPG~*. 4 

';,u, i ..AL" 

SO ORDERED: 

Aj  7 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

I I I.A.S. Part "ecE, 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I (Heitla, J.) 

Index No.: 119393/00 
GRACE FOWLER, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF JOHN T. 

i 
I 
I 

I 

I 
I 
I 

FOWLER, I 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER A.C. & S., INC,, et al., I 
I 
I Defendant( s) , I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant Kentile Floors, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2014 

Mamie A. Bartolomeo, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

' AttoMs  for Plaintiff 
D Estate of John T. Fowler 

700 Broadway 

WAR - 1 20'' (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherrv Klein Heitler 

2082-8750 

$KH - DAm-- 

N0025278- 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

k. 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 I.A.S. Part 30 

I (Heitla, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

Index No.: 119393/00 

*! %90 8 

*(l‘ 

GRACE FOWLER, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF JOHN T. 
FOWLER, 

I I 

Plaintiff( s), I 60 I 
I 

I 
I 

-against- I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

,- 

a 
New York, New York 10003 HbR - 1 201’ 

‘Attorneys for Plaintiff 
EstateofJohnT. Fowler F \ L E 
700 Broadway 

(2 12) 558-5500 (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-0616A 

N0025278- I 



GRACE FOWLER, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of JOHN T . FOWLER, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ______-______f-------------------------------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dat-ed: Harrison, NY 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Honorable S 

RusseliS. Jamison, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LL 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

KEELER-D OAR- OL IVER 

- 1 2011 VAR 
(212) 661-1 151 



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.) 

; Index N F G h J  0062 1/00 
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

FERNANDEZ, I 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

JOSE F. FERNANDEZ AND ARLENE 

Plaintiff( s), 

; NO OPPOSITION -against- 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
; MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
I 
I Defendant(sl. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N e p  York, New York 

J 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WIG$ @.ExENBERG,PZ-.- ' 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

A t t o s y s  for Plaintiff 
Jose F. Fernandez and Arlene Fernandez 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

N0026517-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S.Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 119394/00 100621/00 c3 I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

JOSE F. FERNANDEZ AND ARLENE 
FERNANDEZ, 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I Defendant (s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne York, New York 4 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishrnan Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Jose F. Fernandez an 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yo 

rn 
p"E,aR - 1 20'1 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

b,< ~ ,<! SO ORDERED, I r-vlc OFFICE' 
p, > Y i , L d -  r* 

2383-26057L 

NO029301 -1  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VERA ZABLOSKI, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of ALEXANDER ZABLOSKI 

Index No, 11 9673100 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc, , be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

s Noriel Sta. Maria 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

D 
MAR - 1 2011 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 31 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VERA ZABLOSKI, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of ALEXANDER ZABLOSKI 

Index No. 119673/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

% - - ,  \I- 201 1 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

JAN 3 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
C'OIJNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l l l l l l _ - - - I - - - " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119673/00 

Alcxander Zablozki 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X ____________"__________l_l__l_lllll_____- 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co,, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Wcitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
Ncw York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New Yo 

Our File No. 07536.16988 
PIIL E D 2 12-490-3000 

S O  OIIDERED, MAR - 1 2011 

P'EWYORK 

FEB 04  2011 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC.,gtd. 

NYCAL 

Index No. 12 1 197/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F I L E D  New York, New York 10018 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

I 

I 

I 

I 

! 

i 

! 
I 

I 

1 
I 

Dated: New York, New York MAR - 1 2011 

r IFW Y3RK 
COUI'U i Y CLERK'S OFFICF! SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_. . 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANTONINO SCLAFANI and ROSARIA SCLAFANI 
Index No. 121686/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

udgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

jismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

orejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

P 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANTONINO SCLAFANI and ROSARIA SCLAFANI 
Index No. 121686/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

udgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

lismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A, Keasbey Co., with 

wejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

irejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Neitz & Luxenberg 
'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
rlew York, NY 10003 

Noiel Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway - 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

Hon. Sfi 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
>OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

N RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

[HIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

4NTONINO SCLAFANI and ROSARIA SCLAFANI 
Index No. 121686/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

he above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

daintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc,, with prejudice in this action, and 

here being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

tgainst defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

ind without costs. 

IATED: + \  ,2011 

Utorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
’00 Broadway - 7th floor 
dew York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

JAN 3 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
___- -_ -__" -___" l__ -_ l r______________ l__r -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I . A S  Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 12 1686/00 

Antonino Sclafani 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER i 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co,, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Wcitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
Ncw York, New York 10003 

SO OIIDERED, I-- 
IIon. Sherry K. €lc'itlcr 

Julie R. Evans, Esd. 
W I I, SON, EL S ER, M OS KO W ITZ , 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
inturcst to Anaconda 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
- _  2 12-490-3000 
Our File No. 07536.13419 

F f L  
MAR - 1 2017 

42XOOHO. I 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES MURPHY and ARANELL MURPHY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 113121/ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York d* ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James Murphy and Aranell Murphy 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

1122-7032 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A,S* Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

i Index No.: 1 13 12 1 /9 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES MURPHY and ARANELL MURPHY, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFOREy defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims,against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New ork, New York #I./ ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James Murphy and Aranell &lyrp 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 p. . . 

h- MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, p.ci: ~ ': $,, ~~ 

(212) 558-5500 ,$Ai$ - 1 ~ ~ 1 1  (2 12) 509-3456 

1235-6536 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES MURPHY and ARANELL MURPHY, 

PI ain t i ffs , 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 13 12 1 /9 , 122297/00 L/J 
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 5 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 
s l  I ,2011 

i 
I 
I 

Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

James Murphy and Aranell 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 k\kR - 1 2011 

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 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No,: 113121/98 122297/00 
j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

c I3  THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES MURPHY and ARANELL MURPHY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

I ’  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James Murphy and Aranell Murphy 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO OmERED, 

454-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES MURPHY and ARANELL MURPHY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: I 13 12 1 /98, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint' against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
d b  ,2011 

Tishman Liquidating COT. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

James Murphy and Aranell Murphy 
WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway t(' $ I K"31 

&>.e 
hw Xtrn 

(212) 558-5500 
ii$,R - I zOl1 (212) 509-3456 

WLq yORK SO ORDERED, r ~ Q ~ m ~  CLERK'S 

2383-22020A 



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 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 1223 1 O/OO 

MARY KATE FISHER, Individually and as 
Personal Representative for the Estate of GERALD j 
E. FISHER, j NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York --‘f. ,2011 MAR - 1 2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Mary Kate Fisher and Gerald E. Fisher 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
p r-d J 4 2011 

fl (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-22103 



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 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1223 1 O/OO 

MARY KATE FISHER, Individually and as 
Personal Representative for the Estate of GERALD j 
E. FISHER, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump 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, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York + ,2011 k * @  

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S l k q k l e i n  Heitler 

FFg 142011 
454-12 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY KATE FISHER, Individually and as 
Personal Representative for the Estate of GERALD 
E. FISHER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 1223 1 O/OO 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary ddgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
OS(o& ,2011 

F I L E D  
MAR - 1 2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Mary Kate Fisher and Gerald E. Fisher 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 r (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-6539 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY KATE FISHER, Individually and as 
Personal Representative for the Estate of GERALD 
E. FISHER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1223 1 O/OO 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Compan! Inc., hereby requests summaq 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Mary Kate Fisher and Gerald E. Fisher 
WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. F \ L E 
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
MAR 1 2’’’ 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

FEE 1.42011 1122-7035 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA A. RUSSELL, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of THOMAS E. RUSSELL 

Index No. 122496/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~~ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA A. RUSSELL, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of THOMAS E. RUSSELL 

Index No. 122.496100 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA A. RUSSELL, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of THOMAS E. RUSSELL 

Index No. 122496/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2011 

Attorneys 6 r  Plaintiff 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg '.*I' 

SO ORDERED, 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MANUEL ALMOZARA and CANDIDA 
ALMOZARA, 

1 0963 5/02 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump 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, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York & ,2011 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Manuel Almozara and Candida Almozara 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 58-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

; - I -  1 4  2011 
454-005OC 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index N62=114991/98, 
10963 5/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MANUEL ALMOZARA and CANDIDA 
ALMOZARA, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

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. 

,201 1 

Nk:.W YORK 

Y 

Matthew T. Fairley, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Manuel Almozara and Candida Almozara 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 
* "  -_ 

722-1384 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MANUEL ALMOZARA and CANDIDA 
ALMOZARA, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index F s d 1 4 9 9  1 /98, 
10963 5/02 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
,2011 

ke.(Ljs h w  " 

Michele J. Mittfiman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Manuel Almozara and Candida Almozara 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

- (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-1355 



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 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index "06- 1 14991198, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MANUEL ALMOZARA and CANDIDA 1 9635/02 
ALMOZARA, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-.! zc ,2011 

&torney for pefendant ~ 

Courter & Company, Inc, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

FEE I4 2011 
1122-1838 



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 
i (Heitler, J*) 

1 Index N o . : f i G )  114991/98, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MANUEL ALMOZARA and CANDIDA 109635/02 
ALMOZARA, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Cop , ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York %I t ,2011 

ok, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Manuel Almozara and Candida Almozara 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  

c 
(212) 558-5500 MAR - 1 2011 

COUN TY CLERK‘S OFFICF 

(212) 509-3456 

t4; \ P I ’  YOR!; 
SO ORDERED, 

2383-22177C 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JANICE TOMASKI, Individually and as Administratrix for 
the Estate of JOSEPH TOMASKI 

Index No. 123565/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: - 1 I - \  ,2011 

Attorneys for Plain tiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

N%el Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888Veterans 
Hauppauge, NY 

flbR - 1 20" 

F\E$/ YORS OV'Q 
SO ORDERED, 

C;Ol!Nfl 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JANICE TOMASKI, Individually and as Administratrix for 
the Estate of JOSEPH TOMASKI 

Index No. 123565/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-- 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

31 207, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JANICE TOMASKI, Individually and as Administratrix for 
the Estate of JOSEPH TOMASKI 

Index No. 123565/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 



NYCAL 

Index No. 123870/00 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC.,gtgl. 

Plaintiff(s), 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
-&I+ 1 '\ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



: Index Nos!J24331/00 d 
Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc, hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

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 
% l 4 ,  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BRIAN J. MCGUIRE and SARAH MCGUIRE, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. [ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York + ,2011 

Michele J. MiBleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Brian J. McGuire and Sarah McG ir 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

0 
1 z a ~ ~  

F l  
flhR - (212) 558-5500 

-. 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kl&n Heitler 

FEE 0 4  2011 1235-651 4 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BRIAN J. MCGUIRE and SARAH MCGUIRE, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
v/,, ,2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Brian J. McGuire and Sarah 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney or Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

YFLED 1 
K e T o k ,  Esq. 

y$\: - 1 2011 

r{ , ~ .i I ’v’ LLERK’S oE.FI= 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
+J , ,  

:i I .. *& % 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

FEE 14 2011 2383-223508 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

lN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ l _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l r r _ _ -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Francis G. Callahan 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 17768/98 
, m j  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

- 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON XNC,, as successor in 

D 
interest to Anacon 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 
Our File No. 07536.02916 

MAR - 1 2011 

," J n: w YQRK 
COcjf\r I i GLERKS OFFICF 

_. " -  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4280754.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHESTER HORNER and RITA HORNER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

3 NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

Index No.: 11 9874/98, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOW, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York & ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Chester Homer and Rita Horner 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yor i&Q 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 i (212) 509-3456 

MAR - 1 2011 

fqEy, '\fP r t *. 
i ;,4.:n 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

cOUf'dP/ CLERK'S OFFICE! 
454-0281AO 



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: 
j Index No.: 1 1 ! 8 7 4 / % 3 ( 2 9  

CHESTER HORNER and RITA HORNER, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T i s h a n  Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
-Jt ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Chester-Homer and Rita Homer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, 3.) 

i Index No.: 1 18509/9 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TERRANCE J. FOLEY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without 'costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York %p?- ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Terrance J. Foley 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 Nj$ - 1 ZQI' 

(212) 558-5500 
n 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2 2011 1122-6979 



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 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 1 9874/98, 

CHESTER HORNER and RITA HORNER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. / 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 4% ,2011 

I 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Chester Homer and Rita Homer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

MAR - 1 2011 

700 Broadway * 1 ,Jt  t i <  

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

'. J7, ' fy,p,3 

-'q:"'s om 
r ) , L i , -LAf  n 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-2105 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN l2E: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

i Index No.: 118509/98, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TERRANCE J. FOLEY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
L9 2, ,2011 

k&j4 &, - 
Michele J. Milheman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Terrance J. Foley 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-0286AB 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHESTER HORNER and RITA HORNER, 
j Index No.: 119874/9 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S,, INC., et al. 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

withou; costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4 s ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Chester Homer and Rita Horn 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

a MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 

MAR - 1 2011 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-1621 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL r-3gP@ ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHESTER HORNER and RITA HORNER, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 1 9 8 7 4 / 9 8 , & % w w ~  

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / 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 § 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 -7 ,  ,2011 

Matthew T. Fairley, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Chester Homer and Rita Homer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

FER 0 5  in11 722-1971 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 1 

TERRANCE J. FOLEY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., TNC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFOE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 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 
,PI ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLWGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAR - 1 2011 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Terrance J. Foley 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

Hon. S h e 6  Rlein'Heitler 

122-1 718 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

/ 1,A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 18509198- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TERRANCE J. FOLEY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T i s h a n  Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, &missing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants,,all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
* ( b ,2011 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Terrance J. Foley 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MAR - 1 2011 

;?::'\w YBRK 
:k~i*jt%+ !'\' CLERK'S OFFICE] 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 118509/98 125131/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TERRANCE J. FOLEY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, I ismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
%PIS ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Terrance J. Foley 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



L' 
r 

HOAQLAND, LONOO 

DOUKAS, U P  
A T T O M Y S  AT LAW 

NmTH msw 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NFvVWSWICK, NJ 

SWTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S MLL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

MORAN. DUNST a 

* 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

TWlLlA L. BILBY, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF LANE L. BILBY AND TWlLlA L. BILBY, 
I NDlVl DUALLY 

against 

A.C. AND S., INC., ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 00-125263 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

somplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
4ttorneys for Defendant, Twilia L. Bilby, as Administratrix for the Estate 
Kohler Co. <::3 9 of Lane L. Bilby and Twilia L. Bilby, %* 
10 Paterson Street - PO B& 480 

~ z 
Jersey New Brunswick, 

SO ORDERED: 

New 



c 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL D. ZOGBY and TONI D. ZOGBY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York * P L  ',2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Michael D. Zogby and 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 i';rx - 1 2011 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

L$$/ 1.- r'o")k':{:< 
$7 p' ; : ; * . t y  

I ? ( - ) ,  ,_ 3 aFr-iqE 
SO ORDERED, 

11 22-18052 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 122201/99, 114257/00, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL D. ZOGBY and TONI D. ZOGBY, 

Plaintiffs, 

Q2-J 

! NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- [ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 4,. ,2011 

I 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

454-217 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S, Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL D. ZOGBY and TONI D. ZOGBY, 

P 1 ainti ffs , 

(5!!$ 4257’00, 

j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against - 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishmm Liquidating Corp,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that. upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York 4% ,2011 

Attorney for Plamti 
Tishrnan Liquidating Corp. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Michaei D. Zogby and Toni D. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

\t$Jl - 1 2O’’ (212) 558-5500 
n 

(212) 509-3456 

2383-26035AH 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 122 4257100, 
[ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL D. ZOGBY and TONI D. ZOGBY, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York q .  ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 
r l n F t  - 1 2011 

i l 'JI0; 

SO ORDERED, *-.I WICg .: 
& 3  

1235-17498 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

j Index No.: 114151/05, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN R, CATANZARO and JOETT 
CATANZARO , 

104449/00 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
l - J t  ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

John R.-Catanzaro and Joett Catanzaro 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

j Index No.: 114151/05 
104449/00 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN R. CATANZARO and JOETT 
CATANZARO, 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed wjth prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
+' ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
John R. Catanzaro and Joett Ca 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 1 2"' MAR 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

" 2013 1122-10509 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN R. CATANZARO and JOETT 
CATANZARO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 114151/06-> 
104449/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
a( L ’ ,2011 

K e r r y a K u k ,  Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Tishman Liquidating C o p  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

John R. Catanzaro and Joett Catanzaro 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-27316 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 1 4 1 5 1 1 0 5 6 2 T 9  
104449/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN R. CATANZARO and JOETT 
CATANZARO, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 4 \ 3  ,2011 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

John R. Catanzaro and Joett Catanzaro 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

454-10658 



SIJI'REME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YOKK CITY 
_ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ * " _ _ f f _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Vito Conti 

NYCAL 
1 A . S .  Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No:<=> 
114483/02 

" .. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the abovo-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there baing no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as swccessor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42'ld Street 

Wcitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaiiltiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
Ncw York, New York 10003 

'b 
SO ORDERED. - 1 2011 

' YORK 
pi + I Y CLERKS OFFlCE] 

FER 0 4  2011 



JOSE F. FERNANDEZ and ARLENE 
FERNANDEZ, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-againat- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 100621/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fMa AMEMCAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

T U N E  US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 
New Jersey 08736 

(732) 528-8888 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 04 2011 



-against- 

Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. & S . ,  INC., gt gl. 

N1 2A 

Index No. 1 0062 1 /O 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 
Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York -.-I /\, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

ndants The Goo 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

FCc.9 14 2011 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



SIJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x _________l______________l_l_lll l l____r__- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
1.A.S Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10 1205/0 1 

James Ashcratt 

.. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant ,ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

-+T Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorncy for Plaintiff' 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Wt'itz & Luxcnberg, P.C. '94,* , 

so ( 

4280040. I 

Julie R. Evans, Esq, 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWI'TZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
I50 East 42'ld Street 

+Jew York, Ncw Y o r k F O b  

Our File Nu. 07536.0521 
2 12-490-3000 

fiAR - 1 2011 



-against- 

Plaintiff(s), 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d. 

Defendants e 

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 
- 1  +, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40h Street 
New York, New York lOOlF \ 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 
MAR - 1 ZO'' 

/ 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



From: FAXmaker To: Lawrence G Page: 213 Date: 2/12/2011 12:34:24 PM 

of m Y  M. ICESSLER and MAXSI1A A. KESSLER, Individually, : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER, Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., &&, 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: I A S  Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summaiy 
judgment in the aboveatitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no apposition 
thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Geqia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attol-neys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

By: 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 100 D (212) 302-2400 

7 d Broadway 
New York? New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated New Yo&, New York A 

"+".." 

SO ORDERED: 

This fax was sent with EFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/lwww.gfi.com 

http:/lwww.gfi.com


From: FAXmaker To: Lawrence G Page: 313 Date: 3 1  2/2011 12:34:24 PM 

of TERRY M. KESSLER and MARSHA A. 
KESSLER, Individually, : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUIVflMARYJVDG~NT 
: MOTIONANDORD ER Plaintifrs, 

1 Han, Sherry Klein Heitler, -against- 
: IASPart30 

A.C. & S., INC., et &, 
Defendants I 

WHEREFORE, defendant The Gadyear Tire & Rubber Campany and Goodyear 

Canada hac hereby requests 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 
theretn, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice t~ all codefendants, all d a h s  and moss claims 
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Cauda Inc. be and the 

same arc hcreby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Datcd: New Y rk, cw York --*.rl, 
WFITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

0. 264 West 40th Street 
New York, New Yoi-k 1 
(212)302-2400 \ ' I 7 4 OBroadway 

New Yo&, New Yorlc 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

I-Ion. Sherry KleiGHeitler, J,S,C, FEB 14 2011 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


p a ~ 6 7 / & 9  I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: HW65WH- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ALEXANDER ABRAMSKI, MOTION 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S ,  INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 201 1 
New York, New York 

/ 

T#ene N. Megerian, E q. 
SEGALMcCAMBRI G 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD 

r 

D 
’ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

New York, NY 10022 
(2 12) 65 1-7500 

_. ~ 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB A 4 2011 Hon. Srw Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RICHARD W. MITCHELL NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York %!+' ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

d d e n  Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0, Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street. 24'h Floor 
New York. New York 

SO ORDERED, 

I527736 



P 1 ainti ff( s) , 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+ f 1 r  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

West 40h Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 
(2 12) 302-2400 

HAR - 1 2011 

p\E*vV YQH'iC 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon, Sherry Klei; Heitler, J.S.C. (-y)UNTY CLERKS OFFIG&' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ELIZABETH WALKER, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of THEODORE F. WALKER 

Index No. 103003/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co. , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with., 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 1 ,/at ,2011 
*% 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ELIZABETH WALKER, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of THEODORE F. WALKER 

Index No. 103003/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
a 

F I L E D  3 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

m Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 3 1  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ELIZABETH WALKER, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of THEODORE F. WALKER 

Index No. 103003/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Plain tiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

NorieYSta. Maria I_. -nl YORK 
Attorneys for DefendaZERKS o ~ \ c ~  
Lockheed MaHikMrb. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DENIS F. NICASTRO and CAROLE S. NICASTRO 
Index No. 104561/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Anna M. DiLohardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

I) 

SO ORDERED, pqifl - 1 2011 

JAN 31 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DENIS F. NICASTRO and CAROLE S. NICASTRO 
Index No. 104561/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 

Hauppauge, 

JAN 31  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES V. ROSATI 
Index No. 104696/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES V. ROSATI 
Index No. 104696/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg %*, 

-TrU h,, , 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Anna M. DiLonarbo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES V. ROSATI 
Index No. 104696/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUM MARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

,2011 

. .  

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

Weitz & Luxenberg JGw&ii..lik 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Hauppauge 

PlAR - 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

AMERICO A. VIEIRA, as Administrator for the Estate of 
JOSE A. VlElRA 

Index No. 105347/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

201 1 

*& 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

MAR - 2011 

N&kl Sta. Maria kPcq VORK 
Attorneys for Defy$W CLERK‘S OFF\[ 
Robert A. Keasbey 0. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF Tt 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

E STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

AMERICO A. VIEIRA, as Administrator for the Estate of 
JOSE A. VlElRA 

Index No. 105347/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Norkl-Sta. Maria \;-w y O W  
Attorneys for Defenda& C L E ~ ~ s  OFFICI 
Lockheed Martid?%@. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

AMERICO A. VIEIRA, as Administrator for the Estate of 
JOSE A. VlElRA 

Index No. 105347/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for ~ ~ ~ t C L E R K S  
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



+ I ( *  ,..- 

BRENDA L. TANNER, AS ADMINISTRATRIX : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
FOR THE ESTATE OF WILLIAM M. TANNER, JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 
AND BRENDA L. TANNER, INDIVIDUALLY, FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

: 

Plaintiff(s), : 
Index No.: 105354/01 

- against - 

A.C. & S. INC., ET AL., 

Defendant( s). 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, 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 COMP 
with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: Brenda L. Tanner, as 
Administratrix for the Estate of William M. 
Tanner, and Brenda L. Tanner, Individually 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
757 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10017 
T: 212-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 

SO ORDERED: 

95653%. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
1nL:x No,: 105480 D1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

STANLEY J. JSREVETSKI, MOTION 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORIE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter ("WEIL- 

MCLAIN") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 3- w ,2011 
New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff D 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 1 2011 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

- (212) 558-5500 

(2 12) 65 1-7500 \ \  

so ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SALVATORE RANDAZZO and RHODA RANDAZZO 
Index No. 106463/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co. , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same ar 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

{ighway 



A.C. & S., INC.,gtd. 

NYCAL 

Index No. 106642/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 
Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+ / I ,  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Rv: 
- J 7  

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

Q 
New York, Nkw York 10003 New York, New York 1001 8 

MAR - 1 2011 (2 12) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DONNA M. MEDER, as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of DONALD E. SlERlNG 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: ~ \ /  ~1 ,2011 

\*) Weitz & Luxenberg +_ 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DONNA M. MEDER, as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of DONALD E. SlERlNG 

Index No. 107081/ 
106797/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Nori'el'Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DONNA M. MEDER, as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of DONALD E. SlERlNG 

106797106 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: /t I ,2011 
a 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERTA HARSHBERGER, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of CASlMlR SIBIGA, and WANDA 
HARSHBERGER, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 107083/01 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: ,2011 

New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
808 Veterans M q , v ~ a  
Hauppauge, N 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERTA HARSHBERGER, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of CASIMIR SIBIGA, and WANDA 
HARSH BERGER, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 107083/01 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plain tiff 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg Y ’  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highwa 

pauge, NY+f 

1 201’ 
f-sRR * 

Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERTA HARSHBERGER, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of CASIMIR SIBIGA, and WANDA 
HARSHBERGER, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No, 107083/01 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

2 Noriel Sta. Maria 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

i 
SO ORDERED, 

MAR - 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CELESTINE SHEDLOW as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of STEPHEN M. SHEDLOW and CHRISTINE 
KLIMEK as Personal Representative for the Estate of 
VERONICA SHEDLOW SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Index No. 107086/01 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: + \  ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REIATES TO: 

DONALD R. WINTERS, JR. and KATHY COGAR, as 
Proposed Co-Executors for the Estate of DONALD R. 
WINTERS, nad THELMA WINTERS, Individually 

Index No. 107187/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

FFlCE 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

, 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 3 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DONALD R. WINTERS, JR. and KATHY COEAR, as 
Proposed Co-Executors for the Estate of DONALD R. 
WINTERS, nad THELMA WINTERS, Individually 

Index No. 107187/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: - \I++ ,2011 

Attorneys a for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg \:\ 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  

F I E  
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 
- 

JAN 31 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DONALD R. WINTERS, JR. and KATHY COGAR, as 
Proposed Co-Executors for the Estate of DONALD R. 
WINTERS, nad THELMA WINTERS, Individually 

Index No. 1071 87/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismi 

prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 3 1  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ " - - - " - _ - - _ - _ - _ _ - _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ -  X 

AS B E STO S I, ITIG AT1 ON 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10720 1 /0 1 

Clifford A. Walker 

- -  , I  " " . "  " 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X * - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EIUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Ca., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

="** '>> Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. -r. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
Ncw York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as S U C C C S S O ~  in 
interest tu Anaconda Wire & 

1 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 1 OQ 17 
2 12-490-3000 

--- Our File No. 07536.03562 NAR - 1 2011 

NEW YGi3rb 
so ORDI':RED, 

COUNTY CLERKS 8 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CLIFFORD A. WALKER and DOROTHY WALKER 
Index No. 107201/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with pre'udice 

and without costs. 
A 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

#uJ 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CLIFFORD A. WALKER and DOROTHY WALKER 
Index No. 107201/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are ~ hereby g v e d  yith I 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaint iff y y  
.". Weitz & Luxenberg 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Nofiel Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CLIFFORD A. WALKER and DOROTHY WALKER 
Index No. 10720 /o I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILLIAM J. TAHIRAK JR. as Executor for the Estate of 
WILLIAM J. TAHIRAK SR., and ELIZABETH TAHIRAK 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 107317/01 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

201 I 
XY , 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

N RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

rHlS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NlLLlAM J. TAHIRAK JR. as Executor for the Estate of 
NlLLlAM J. TAHIRAK SR., and ELIZABETH TAHIRAK 
ndividually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 107317/01 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

udgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

lismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

irejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

irejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

201 1 
"..*. 

4ttorneys for Plaintiff 
fleitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

F I L E D  
MAR - 1 2011 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILLIAM J. TAHIRAK JR. as Executor for the Estate of 
WILLIAM J. TAHIRAK SR., and ELIZABETH TAHIRAK 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 107317/01 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

a .  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 

Hauppauge, NY I 17 et1 
NAR - 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MAMIE THOMPKINS Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of ALTON H. THOMPKINS 

Index No. 107325/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

D 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 24:i 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Noriel Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Vete 
Hauppau 

JAN 31 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 107325/01 

AAMIE THOMPKINS Individually and as Executrix for 
he Estate of ALTON H. THOMPKINS 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

udgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

jismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

xejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Noriel &a. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MAMIE THOMPKINS Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of ALTON H. THOMPKINS 

Index No. 107325/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

F I L  
SO ORDERED, MAR - 1 2021 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARILYN E. WILLIAMS, MICHAEL E. WILLIAMS, and 
JOSEPH P. HUNT as Co-Executors for the Estate of 
JOSEPH J. TURNER NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 107335/01 

SUM MARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp. 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED:, , 2011 
r-t̂ r. . , 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

and the same are hereby dismissed 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge,,,NY 1 1788 

.*.. ). 9 k p 
# ". I *"A 

-Jw * .uwu 

SO ORDERED, m,a - 1 2Ol1 

with 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
2OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARILYN E. WILLIAMS, MICHAEL E. WILLIAMS, and 
JOSEPH P. HUNT as Co-Executors for the Estate of 
JOSEPH J. TURNER NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 107335/01 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: / ,2011 
*\ 

Weitz & Luxenberg -+-k.+. 
% 700 Broadway - 7th floor 

New York, NY 10003 

Nofiel Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOAN C. SPARLING as Executrix for the Estate of 
OSCAR SPARLING and JOAN C. SPARLING 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 107403/01 

SUMMARY J U DEM ENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: , 2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

11788 

8 - 1 20 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

__ ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
.~ ___ ~ 

THIS DOCUMENT REIATES TO: 

JOAN C. SPARLING as Executrix for the Estate of 
OSCAR SPARLING and JOAN C. SPARLING 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 107403/01 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: A \ / 4  ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway - 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

6- b !r- 
p\AR - 1 2011 SO ORDERED, 

NEW YORK 
COUNN CLERK‘S OFFICk 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
2OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOAN C. SPARLING as Executrix for the Estate of 
3SCAR SPARLING and JOAN C. SPARLING 
I nd ivid ua I I  y, 

Index No. 107403/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co, , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: \I%\ ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant I 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway , 

I Hauppauge 1 Fl'lfl"E D 
MAR - 1 2011 

NEW YQRK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ " - _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ 1 1 _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hcitler, J.) 

Index No: I07450/0 1 

Kathy Metzger, as Executrix for the Estate of Dennis M. 
Whalen 

NO OPPOSITION I 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as swccessor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC.; Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

, y, P \ ?  t )! 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire dk 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Str 
New York, New , ork?lOO17 r?"" 

Our File No. 07536.035 17 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

a * *  P*"., 4,. 9 v 
212-490-3000 

S O  OIPDERED, _. P1A2 - 1 2017 
1 Ion. Sherry K, I Icillcr 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

__ ~ ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

KATHY METZGER as Executrix for the Estate of 
DENNIS WHALEN 

Index No, 107450/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Noriel Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

MAR 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~~ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

KATHY METZGER as Executrix for the Estate of 
DENNIS WHALEN 

Index No. 107450/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

h Nor Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highwa 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

KATHY METZEER as Executrix for the Estate of 
DENNIS WHALEN 

Index No. 107450/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

DATFD: ,2011 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Norikl'Sta, Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 prL E 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

KATHY METZGER as Executrix for the Estate of 
DENNIS WHALEN 

Index No. 107450/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Plain tiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defen 
RobertA. K e d  
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 3 12011 

! 

i 

! 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No : 107453/0 1 1 182 10/98 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH S. COSTANZO and JUNE E. 
COSTANZO, 

i 
i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New Y rk, New York %pL ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Joseph S. Costanzo and Jun 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

pl,@& - 1 2Mt 

6',@l& I Y CLWK'S OFFICE, 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

'I , \ai! YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

1 2383-22958 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH S. COSTANZO and JUNE E. 
COSTANZO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.:- 118210/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&a ,2011 

be and the same are hereby 

4 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Patterson Pump Company 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Joseph S. Costanzo and June E. Costanzo 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-11282 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORJS COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH S .  COSTANZO and JUNE E. 
COSTANZO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J F  , 
Index No. 107453/01 118210/98 u 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
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 York, New York 
* I  \ ,2011 

- 1 2011 

(I 8 :  i7,lj “tZTK &fJ* G;LERi::S OFFICE 
A, 

Matthew T. Fairley,%sq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Joseph S. Costanzo and June E. Coskir~zo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 a/../ / 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein geitler 

722-1623 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

I 1.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH S. COSTANZO and JUNE E. 
COSTANZO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
CfL ,2011 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 MAR - 1 ZEtfT (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleh Heitler 

F’TR 1 4 2011 1122-7023 



. -  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i 1,A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH S .  COSTANZO and JUNE E. 
COSTANZO, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., NC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the sanie are hereby dismissed wi 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York MAR - 1 201' 
2 1  L ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Joseph S. Costanzo and June E. Costanzo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein'Heitler 

FEB 04tOjj  
1235-6527 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH A. MASSARO and MARY JEAN 
MASSARO, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

I Index N o , : G a ,  100050/99 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are liereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
*-> / & ) 2011 

Joseph A. Massaro and Mary Je 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGJVNEY & KLUGER, PC. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

FEE 1 4  2011 1122-19099 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; N Y C A L  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 

DANK0 ORBANIC, 

(Heitler, J.) 
I 
I ; Index No,: 101 1 S S l 9 & 3 >  

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), 

"against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
NO OPPOSITION : SUMMARY JUDGMENT : MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendant(s). I 
I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summavy judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plainti 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Danko Orbanic 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

* 1 2011 (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

li 

r' SO ORDERED, ~"*Lh c 

i, 
2082-0001 !\ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I N Y C A L  

I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No.: Z 01 1 5 8 , 9 9 6 6  

I (Heitler, J.) I 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DANK0 ORBANIC, 

I </-- -- 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I Plainti ff(s), I 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
! NO OPPOSITION 
1 SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendant(s). I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summasy judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being' no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

K & W d  ok, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-1806 

740026808-1 



' 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY f N Y C A L  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S,Part30 
(Heitla, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

DANK0 ORBANIC, I 

Plaintiff(s), I I 

I Index No.: 101 158/99,167=> 

I 
I 

-against- 

A.C. & S. ,  INC., et al., 

I 
I 
f 
I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendant(s). I 
I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y o  

Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-23251AD 

N0026806- 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCALJ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) . .  

1 
I 

I 
I 

I 
I 

I Index No.: 101 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DANK0 ORBANIC, I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against - 

A.C. & S . ,  INC., et al., 
NO OPPOSITION 

I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
; MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendant( s) . I 
I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

N0026808-1 

m n d o k ,  Esq. FRW 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

W E I T Z ~  L U X E N B E R ~  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
Patterson Pump Company Danko Orbanic 1 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 e"\PR " 

New York, New York 10004 1 10~' 

A$ @&~,G% 
'h; W C L @  

pObi-'T . I .  

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler fi 454-001 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



' SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; N Y C A L  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitla-, J.) 

I Index No.: 101 1S8/99, 6=-= THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

I 

I 
I 

DANK0 ORBANIC, I 

Plaintiff( s), I 
I 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

Defendant(s). 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 

Attorneys for P l a w  
D a d o  Orbanic 

80 Broad Street-- 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

York 100 

MAW - 1 2011 

N0026801-1 



' SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

DANK0 ORBANIC, I 

; NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 

I (Heitla, J.) 

I Index No.: 101 158/99, 
I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- I 

; NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendant(s). I 
I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, 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, Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 r /  

WEITZ 
Attorneys for P l s i n t i u  
Danko Orbanic 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH A. MASSARO and MARY JEAN 
MASSARO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in ! 
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
k .  z ,2011 

- -  
Michele J. I&tlernan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

New York, New York 10003 - 1 2011 b: ,I,? 

SO ORDERED, 

’ d 4  2011 123518563 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index N .. 108713/0 , 100050/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH A. MASSARO and MARY JEAN 
MASSARO, 

0 
i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

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. 

ork, New York 
,2011 

Matthew T. Fairley, Esq. \- Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. Fa\ f 

&$ 

1 201' 

t\@ """\:o@ 
@R@ 

Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Joseph A. Massaro and Mary 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

t4aR - (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, ~ O U N Y  

722-2201 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH A. MASSARO and MARY JEAN 
MASSARO, 

! NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New Y rk, New York YP- -2011 

Ke 
Atr m v o k ,  .orney or Defendant Esq* 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Joseph A. Massaro and Mary Jean Massaro 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-232510 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No,: 108713/01,100050/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S.Part30 

a THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH A. MASSARO and MARY JEAN 
MASSARO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York (x\3 ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

D '  

SO ORDERED, COAJNTY G L E B ~ ~ Q ~ * 7  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MAR - 1 2011 (21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

(qF',";"d )'c%< 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DANK0 ORBANIC 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

c 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

e/, 2010 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
Vew York, NY 10003 

Colleen M. Cronin 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weine r Lesn ia k 
888 Veterans M 

3 0  ORDERED 



SUPREME COURT OF Tt 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

E STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DANK0 ORBANIC Lm 158'99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co. , with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: /&&.I&? / %Z ,2010 

Weitz & L u x e n b e r u  
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Colleen M. Cronin 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Hauppauge, N 
888 Veterans M 



This Document Relates To: 

Joseph A. Massaro Jr. NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , N  w York * 
_ / >  

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A,W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

MAR - 1 2011 

4248412.1 FEB 0 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

SUSAN HAGEN, as Personal Representative for the Estate 
of JAMES T. HAGEN, and SUSAN HAGEN, Individually 

Plaintims) 
V. 

A.C. and S., Inc., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 110850/01 

. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Consolidated Rail Corporation hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant Consolidated Rail Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon Notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against Defendant Consolidated Rail Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

(V0042384.1) 

F E D  
MAX - 1 2011 

-1- 



Dated: White Plains, New York 
January -g/ ,2011 

Law Offices of Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plainti@ 
700 Broadway 
NY , NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Thomas M. Smith, Es~. 
Eckert Seamans Cherin & Mellott, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Consolidated Rail Corporation 
10 Bank Street, Suite 106 1 
White Plains, NY 10606 
(914) 286-2807 

SO ORDERED. 

- .  



SUSAN HAGEN, As Personal Representative for : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
the Estate of JAMES T. HAGEN, and SUSAN JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 
HAGEN, Individually, FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No.: 110850/01 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby request sumrnaq 
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 againsl 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby 
and without costs, 

Dated: New York. New York 
February 3,201 1 

FEINSTEIN & 
By: Frank M Ortiz 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 558-5814 Ford Motor Company 
(212) 344-5461 (fax) 600 Third Avenue 
Counsel for Plaintiff(s) New York, New York 10016 

T: 212-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 

SO ORDERED: 

(008487YY.DOC } 
956543~.  1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) BRYAN M. PRICE 
Index No: 119 <e> 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

/ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

< LL 'BRTEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86041 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleifiheitler 

FEB 0 4  2011 ' 1 2011 



riuiii. rnArnaKer IO: Kussell Jamison rage: 6/6 Date: 2/14/2011 55058 PM 

This document relates to: Index  NO.:^ 15831/2001 
l T i E m >  

KKEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORJX-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entided case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintifYs' mmplaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOZER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

O m E m D ,  that upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KJ3ELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

. dismissed with prejudice and withnut costs. 

Dated New York, New York o$I ,-I/ 

WHTZ & LTJXECNBERG, P . C  
Attorneys for Pldntifl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5880 

" " ~ ~  -... 
SO ORDERED 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP+ 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

.EEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

, 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information. visit: h t t a : / W  afi m m  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 1 _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N o q a  
1 15845/01 

Frank M. Colabella 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as swxessor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York \I%& 
*y*  k- '- 

L L? 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New Yor 

Our File No. 07536,01794 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ** 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, F?:,R - 1 2011 

J2H0370. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RJ3: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
THOMAS SHEEHAN 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pwsuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473,86659 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No : 11 1224/200 f-3 
FRED A. HOFh4ANN JR, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DOTCR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
_lr-________-____"_-________l__lr_______-~--------------------"--"---- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintvf 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)5S8-5880 

COM 

MARIN GOODMAN, L 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIV $!JILEiT 

(212) 661-1151 
SO ODERED: 

FEB 142011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
X _ - _ _ _ _ - _ _ " _ - _ _ - _ _ - _ _ " - - - - _ - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index 0: 1 11226/01 - 
James Joseph Faulkner 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERJCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 

c- , -  

'\, i . cirnnt 
$".!A 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

interest to A n a c o n d a p i 3  E D 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York loa9 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 ERICSSONINC.,as c s r i  

- 1 2011 

pi;- '  $ YOWK ur File No. 07534.131 15 SO ORDERED, COUN-r~ i;LERK'S OFFICEJ 

42804 16, I 



From: FAXmaker To: Kerryann Cook Page: 2/7 Date: 2/9/2011 2:31:48 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

EDWARD MARTENS AND DOLORES I 

MARTENS, I 

; N Y C A L  
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

I (Heitler, J.) 

I 

I 

I Plaintiff( s) , I 
I 
I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- 

A.C. & S., BIG., et al., 
1 MOTION AND ORDER 
I Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFOKE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requesw sumrnary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defmdant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and t h a o  bekg no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dattzd: NCW York, Ncw York 
> 2013 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P,C. 
Attorneys for De€endants 
Coluter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 / 

WEITZ id LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Edward F. Martens and Dolores Martcns 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 
(212) 558-5500 

FEB 04 20111 

N0025943-1 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 
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EDWARD F. MARTENS (Dec.), 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DUJENDANT 

OLI[VER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

KUEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 !f&R 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5880 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 1 2QI' 

(212) 661-1 151 
so 



From: FAXmaker To: Russell S Page: 3/4 Date: 2/9/2011 3:05:05 PM 

EDWARD F. MARTENS @ec.), 
. NOOPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 
Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDEEtASTO 

DEFFNDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
--X __l1___________rr_________________r__rr_c_--"_-________l_____r 

WEEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLlVER BOILER COMPANY hmeby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOLER COMPANY, with prejudice, and these being no opposition thereto. 

ODERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OL~R BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice 

AdARIN GOODMAN, LJJ. 
Attokeys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR- 
New York, New York 10003 

1 @I' (2 12)55 8 -5880' 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suife 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 RbR 

' \&L 

(212) 661-1151 ,- :i& $"-'kE ' I " ,&si: 
SO ORDERED; Efigs i 3 k  

r f J i J ' "  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
- - - l l l l l _ _ _ _ l l l _ _ _ _ _ I l - f - - - - - - _ - - ~ - - - - - - _  -X NYCAL 
IN RE:  NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30  

---_____-______-____1___________1_11__ X 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ( J u d g e  HeiLler) 

Index No.:12 26/01 
c$%Ti== 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUbMARY W G M E N T  
MOTION AND ORDER 

This Document Relates to: 
EDWARD F. MARTENS, 

P l a i n t i f f ,  

- against - 

A . C .  & S., INC., et al., 

WHEREFOFU3, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summar] 

judgment in t h e  above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Lav 

and R u l e s  Section 53212,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against  

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being nt 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims anc 

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed w i t 1  

prejudice and w i t h o u t  coats. 1 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

Wcitz 6c Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Pla in t i f f  Attorneys for Defendant 
EDWARD F .  MARTENS 
7 0 0  Brcmdway ,  6"h Floor 177 Noritague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

BURNHAM LLC 

2 
212-558-5500  

le No.:11084-874 

So Ordered: 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax sewer. For more information, visit: http://w.gfi.com 
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From: FAXmaker To: Russell Jamison Page: 4/6 Date: 2/14/2011 55057 PM 

ALBERT CONTENTO, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

lagainst- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

" OLIVERBOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X -______-1-"-"-""-"------_-----------------__.___I-I---------------~- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests suflunary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEEL,ER-DORR-bLIVER 

BOIL= COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clajras and crass-claims against 

defendant KEELFiR-DO=-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York Od , I ' 6  , I /  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Pzaintiff 
700 Rrondway 
New York New York 10003 

-I. . 

Russell S. Jamison, Esq7 \ 
MARINGOODMAN,L P. 

KEELER-DORR-OLWER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Marllamneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, N&w York 10528 

Attorneys for Defendant -u 
(212) 661-1151 

CO 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/hw.gfi.com 
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From: FAXmaker To: Kristen Loughren Page: 315 Date: 2/9/2011 3:08:24 PM 

I 

I * 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
--_-__-____l_l_______I_l____f_ll______ X NYCAL 
IN RE: NEW YURK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 3 0  

---------___________---------------- - - X  
T h i s  Document Relates  to: Index No. :121426/01 
EDWARD F. MARTENS, 111228/02) 

ASBESTOS L I T I G A T I O N  (Judge Heitler) 

P l a i n t i f f ,  

- against - 

NO-OPPOSITION 
S W Y  JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A . C .  & S . ,  I N C , ,  et al., 

Defendants. 
X .  ---------Ix--__I___________II_________ 

WHE:KH:E’ORE , defendant GOULUS PUMPS , LNC . , hereby requests 

summary judgment i n  the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing p l a i n t i f f s ’  

Complaint. against  defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC. , with prejudice,  and 

there being no opposition thereto,  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims an 

cross claims against defendant GOULDS PUMPS, ZNC., be dismisse 

w i t h  prejudice and w i t h o u t  costs. 

Dated; Brooklj(n, N e w  Y o r k  

FFIC€’ 
Weitz & Luxenberg Cullen and 
Attorneys  for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
EDWARD P. MARTENS 
7 0 0  Broadwa.y ,  6th Fl.oox: 1.77 Montague Street 
New York, New Y o r k  10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

GOULDS PUMPS, I N C .  

7 f f 1  

212-558-5500 
le No.:6754-9687 

So Ordered: 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 
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From: FAXmaker To: Kerryann Cook Page: 317 Date: 2/9/201 I 2:31:48 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORR 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 N Y C A L  

ASB.l3S'I'OS LI'I'IGK~ION I.A.S. Part: 30 
Weitler, J.) 

Index No. 111228/01 121426/01 a THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

EDWARD MARTENS AND DOLORES I 

MARTENS, I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- I 

I NO OPPOSITION 

I I MOTION AND ORDER 
A.C. & S., WC., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendant( A). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Conipany, hereby requests flunznary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice JAW and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company with prejudicc, and thoro being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Datcd: Ncw York, Ncw York 

MCGNNEY & ICLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Patterson Pump Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintie 
Edward F. Martens and D 
700Broadway 1, ,IIpI 

I 

New York, New York 10004 New Ygxk3 New Y&rk 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 1 201' 

HhiC - 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Keitler 

w .  454-1347AB 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.corn 
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From: FAXmaker To: Kerryann Cook Page: 4l7 Date: 2/9/2011 2:31:49 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IpIj RE: NEW YORKCOUNTY ; NYCAL I LA.% Part 30 

I (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.6~$121426/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

EDWARD MARTENS AND DOLORES I 
I 

I 

I 
I 

MARTENS, I 

Plaintiff( s), 
I 
I -against- I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
A.C. & S., INC., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
I Defendant@) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipmcnt Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Edward F. Martens and Dolores Martens 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 E D  

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

MAR - 1 2011 

p..'fL$tJ YQRK 
court; w CLERKS OFFICE 

3246203AB 

SO ORDERED, 

N0025939-1 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi,com 
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From: FAXmaker To: Russell S Page: 34 Date: 2/8/2011 3:05:05 PM 

This document relates to: 

JOHN DOHRERTY, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

MEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. n 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5880 

n 

SOORDERED: & = .  

COMPANY 
SO0 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 

(212) 661-1151 1 m D Harrison, New York 

HA!? - 1 2011 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF: NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

GERTRUDE KIIALJIC, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JERRY CHIERCHIA, and JOAN CHIERCHIA, 
Individually 

Index No: 1230 01 
@%i) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,r * 

i \ i r \ m c  ' .  &hr& 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Wcitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorncy for Plaintiff' 
700 Broadway Attorney For Defendant 
Ncw York, Ncw York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LI,P 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
intcrcst to Anaconda Wire & 
Ciible CO. 

t Ion. 

150 East 42'ld SLrcet 
New York, New Y 
2 1 2-490-3 000 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
c o m v  OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK crry 
X l ____" -____ l__ l_ l___ l____________ l r_____-  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1  1231/01 

LOUIS J. ANGELILLO and PRUDENCE ANGELILLO 

- - - - -  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

' X  

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co,, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EKICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

n 

c- ' jIii ; 
*i 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as S U C C ~ S S Q ~  in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 
2 1 2-490-3 000 

i~ 
! 
, ,  

J 270 1 85. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
"r__-_______________l_l__l______l______l- X 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

A S B E S TO S I, I 'T'IG AT1 ON 

l r _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ - _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ -  X 

This Document Relates To: 

Vincent Costa and Lucy Costa 

, -  - - - -  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _ l - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - _ - _ r - - - " - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EliICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and ms successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Prank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
Ncw York, New York 10003 

) , i &  &ri! 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire Sr 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street F 
New York, New York 10017 
2 12-4'90-3000 MkR - 1 20'1 

4270204. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH W. SHRECK and CATHERINE SHRECK 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

iudgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

orejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

ggainst defendant Lockheed Martin Corp. 

xejudice and without costs. 

/A pg 
i t t d n  eys for P la I n t iff 
Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
\lew York, NY 10003 

, , be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

\LED 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

SO ORDERED, ---+. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH W. SHRECK and CATHERINE SHRECK 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co. , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co,, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Neitf  & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
\Jew York, NY 10003 

Julie L. Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
HaUDDaUae. NY 1 1788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH W. SHRECK and CATHERINE SHRECK 
Index No. I 18721-01 

(“T-2 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 BMCE Inc. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EILEEN A. ROMERO as Executrix for the Estate 
JOSEPH MC CARTHY 

Index No. 113260/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 
& 

Att & neys for ai iff 
weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Julie /Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~~ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EILEEN A. ROMERO as Executrix for the Estate 
JOSEPH MC CARTHY 

Index No. 113260/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. , with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: / 5 2 0 1 0  

iiix= 
Weitz & LUX 

700 Broadw 
New York, h Weiner Lesniak LLP 

enberg 
ay - 7th floor 
IY 10003 

D I ..__ 

I /// 

SO ORDERED, 



WAQLAND, LON00 

DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTMNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON SI 
PO BOX 480 
Mvv BRUNWCK, hlJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 NTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMOFITON, NJ 

MORAN, DUNST a 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
SOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EILEEN A. ROMERO AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE JOSEPH MCCARTHY 

against 

A.C. AND S. INC. ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 01-1 13260 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Go., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are 

DATED: New York, New York 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Joseph McCarthy 
700 Broadway 
New York NY 10003 , 

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 



oagland, Longo, 
Iaran, Dunst 
Drsukas, LLP 

,ttarmys at Law 

SO1 Broadway 
u ls  1804 
ow 'fork, NY 

Plaintiff, 
EILEEN A. ROMERO as Executrix for 
the Estate JOSEPH MCCARTHY 

VS. 

INDEX NO.O1-113260 

Defendants, 
AX. AND S. INC., et al 

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 

KATHERINE MCGILLICK, being duly sworn deposes and says I am an employee of Hoagland, 

Longo, Moran, Dunst & Doukas, UP, the attorneys for Defendant, Kohler Co. 

That on the / f' day of February, 201 1 a copy of the No Opposition Summary Judgment Motion 

and Order was mailed to Frank Ortiz, Esq., Weitz & Luxenberg, 700 Broadway New York, NY 10003 and 

a copy was mailed to the attorneys on the attached service list. 

I hereby certify that the foregoing statements made by me are true. I am aware that if any of the 

foregoing statements made by me are willfully false, I am subject to punishment. 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, M O W ,  DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, Kohler Co. 

y, A 
K therine McGillick 

me this 
11 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH ORILIA, as Executor for the Estate of 
FRANCESCO ORILIA, and BENEDElTA ORILIA, 
Individually 

104634/07 
g % % i t i  12680/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

.he above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

ilaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

ind without costs. 

lleitz & Luxenberg 
'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
Jew York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH ORILIA, as Executor for the Estate of 
FRANCESCO ORILIA, and BENEDETTA ORILIA, 
Individually 

In ex No. 104634/07 
@%%%0~112680/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

iudgrnent in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

Aismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

xejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

xejudice and without costs. 

TOO Broadway - 7th floor 
qew York, NY 10003 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

F 
MAR - 1 2011 50 ORDERED, 

JAN 3 1  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~~ ~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH ORILIA, as Executor for the Estate of 
FRANCESCO ORILIA, and BENEDETTA ORILIA, 
Individually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

udgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

Jismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

xejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Irejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

h 
IATED: ,2011 

'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
Jew York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

! 
j 
I 

i 

i 

I 

! 

! 
I 

! 
I 

I , 



! From: FAXmaker To: Russell Jamison Page: B/B Date: 2/14/2011 550.58 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NJ2W YORK 

X NYCAC I_-----__-_______-----_I--____----_"~~_---1--__f-_"-r--_n"""~"~_--r 

In Re NEW Y O N  COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitla, J.) . 

Index o.:ll5831/2001 Q X ---_-___------"l__________I______-_-_"-_______-_1---1-"1---------""- 

This document relates to: 

WILLIAM P. TANNER, 
NO OPPOSlTrON 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT \ ,  

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, & al. KIZELER-DORR- 

Defendant. C!!Jk"W 
X ---------r"l-l--r_-_"-""---------"------------------------""-----" 

JKIZiWEFO~, defendant KEELER-DORF-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDEAW3Dj that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York o$l .ls AI 

. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P . C  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5880 

Attorneys for Defersdant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway XEl3LER-DORR-ULIVER B 

I-."-" (212) 661-1151 
SO ORDERED 

" .  
1 -._ ' 8.J i, 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www gfi.com 

http://www


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
__- - l____r -____"r_r_____ l___ l____ l r_____-  X 

ASBESTOS LIT1 GATION 

Frank M. Colabella 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: I I 122210 1 
*Irnrn2 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON XNC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ,ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Julie IC. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
Ncw York, New Yor 

Our File No. 07536.01 794 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff' 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, Ncw York 10003 

1 2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, P 3 3 ?  - 1 2011 

J2X0.370. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN J. MCCUE and EDNA MCCUE, 
j Index No.: 116146/01 

P1 ai nt i ffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York & ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

-- Attorney for Plaintiffs 
John J. McCue and Edna McCue 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway F 

1 m New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 p1m 

SO ORDERED, 

12356525 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFK COUNTY j NYCAL 

f I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 116146/01 

JOHN J. MCCUE and EDNA MCCUE, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York + ,2011 

&- Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

John J. McCue and Edna McC 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

MAR - 1 2011 

~ E W  YORK 
COUN 1 y CLERK'S OFFIE1 

(212) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-23791 

FEB 14 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No,: 1 16 146/0 1 

JOHN J. MCCUE and EDNA MCCUE, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
,2011 

ook, Esq, 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

John J. McCue and Edna McCue 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 

c 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

454-1989 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN J. MCCUE and EDNA MCCUE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 116146/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York ..pZ ,2011 

MCGIVNEY & CUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway NAR - 1 Zo” 

New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 / I A ’ .  / (212) 558-5500 . F , ~ ~ l ~ i ~  npr;lCE 

New York, New York 10003 
~ ;,i yL11-;t\A ! 

SO ORDERED, A ?&&----- 
Hon. Sherry mein Heitler 

FEB 142Olt 1122-7021 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH W. SHRECK and CATHERINE SHRECK 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Weitf & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

A 

Julie L. Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index ez> THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH W. SHRECK and CATHERINE SHRECK 11123 10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp. 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

and the same are herebv dismissed with 

Attornefs for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
~- .. .. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH W. SHRECK and CATHERINE SHRECK 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

BRYAN M. PRICE 
NYCAL 

11 1220/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86041 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



STEPHEN BOBROWICH, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _-____________II_---__________l__lrr____------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 
(2 1 2)5 5 8-5 8 80 

(212) 661-1151 
SO ORDERED: 



STEPHEN BOBROWICH, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 120388l01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, JNC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, T U N E  US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, TNC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US JNC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

g f i ~ ~ u  FFE, ESa . Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc, 
2430 Route 34 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 Manasquan, New Jpt8 ED 

wlaR -'I 2 0 ~ ~  
----(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 

FEE 0 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
SOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 

! 

! 
I 

I 

i 
I 

N RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

rHIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

STEPHEN BOBROWICH, 
Index N$20388/0l/ 
I 063 I 8/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

idgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

ismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Go., with 

rejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

gainst defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

rejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

/ 

IATED: am ,2011 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

00 Broadway - 7th floor 
lew York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

0 ORDERED, MAR - 9 20tl 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

STEPHEN BOBROWICH, 

DATED: A, 2011 A 

1 063 I 810 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUM MARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

,judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

‘dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

STEPHEN BOBROWICH, 106318 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

he above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

laintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, if--- 
-. 

Heitler 

FEB 182011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ - _ _ _ _ _ - _ " - _ r _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ r _ _ _ l r _ _ _ _ -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Daniel J. Walsh, as Executor for the Estate of George M. 
Walsh 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No- 
20388/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFOm, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Cu,, without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Ana'conda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 

SO ORDERED, * -> * I  YQRK 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler h:"-'d G*Ks OFF\GE." 

GQLNfl 

4279287.1 ,' 4 2011 



- 
From: FAXmaker To: Russell Jamison Page: 516 Date: 31  41201 1 55057 PM 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEF'ENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLrvER BOILER COMPANY, et al. .KEELER-DO=- 

Defendant. -. COMPANY 
X ________ll______r_______I___I__L---____-f_____l___-_____----rrr 

KHEREFURE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, al l  claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLTVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

n dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 02 .I$ .I( 

Russoa S .  Jamison, Esd.s 
WIT2 & LJJXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5880 

- -  
SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Defend 

COrnAIvY 
500 Mamaroneck 
Harrison, New York 1 
(212) 661-1151 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/hrvww.gfi.com 

http:/hrvww.gfi.com


SlJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ l - _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ l " _ _ _ I - - - - l - - - - - l f - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  X 

NYCAL 

(Hei tler, J .) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates To: 
Index No: 2039010 1 G 

J u r y  Iliamond and Joann Diamond 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EIiICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs, 

(Y' -* I 'a,,,, /?hV 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Cu. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New Yor RoduL E D 
2 12-490-3000 

4270230. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

James J. Coughlin 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- -  x 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC,, Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

i 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
EKICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire 8i 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 



From: FAXmaker To: Russell Jamison Page: 2/6 Date: 2/14/2011 55056 PM 

FHEREFOREp defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY heEby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pumant to  Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOLER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

OIPIDERED, that upon notice to all co-defeadants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and withnut costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Russell S. Jamison, Esq., 

Attormys for Defendant 

C O m m Y  

WJTZ & TXJXFMFBG, P.C. OA W I N  GOCmMAN, T.,LP 
Attornqs for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yark 10003 
(212)558-5880 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite-501 

Harrison, New York 10528 M ~ R  

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.eom 

http://www.gfi.eom


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
____l__"_r_____"_______l______l__l__l___- X 

1N RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

Frank Catalano 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co,, without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs, 

if< I F  

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda 
Cable Cu. 
150 Fast 42'ld Street 
New York, Ncw York 100 I7 
2 12-490-3000 
Our k'ile No, 07536.02080 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

MI? - 1 2011 

+OUN 1 i GuaKs QC'F,= 
t fc 

' ( V  I *  ),j\,< S O  ORDERED, '1 

4280397. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
__--l"____-_____ll_"r--l-l-r-----ll--ll-- X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Charles Pellegrino 

.. " .. ." 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

Index No: 103336102 
fiomq 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _ _ * - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Indii.idually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: ,+.,New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq, 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 

L Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536,08277 MAR - 1 2011 
"""1 212-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry WHeitler 

42804 18.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES PELLEGRINO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J,) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

3.8563 8 

SO ORDERED, 
Bi D ! 



SIJPREME COURr OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
______I______-_______l_________ * - . . - - _ * * - -  X 

I N  RE NEW YORK crry NYCAL 

(Heitler, J. )  
ASBESTOS 1,I'fIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates To: 
Index N < a >  

100623/02 
Emil J. Coppola 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as swccessor in interest to Anaconda 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without cos 

Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to I 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

S O  ORDERED, 

WILSON, ELSER, M 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42'ld Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

Our  File No. 07536.01756 
2 12-490-3000 

ilon.'Sherry K.  I Icitlcr 

42XOJOO. I 



A. '.. 1. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X _______1______1_____________l_______l___--------------"------------ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X _"________"_____________II______________----~-----"-"-------------- 

This Document Relates To: 

PAT IACOBELLI AND LENA IACOBELLI, 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION ON 
BEHALF OF FORD MOTOR 

Plaintiff(s), : COMPANY 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., ET AL., 

Index No.: 120431/01 

Defendant(s). 

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, 

OWERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismis 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
February 3,201 1 

By: Frank M Ortiz 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 558-5814 Ford Motor Company 
(2 12) 344-546 1 (fax) 600 Third Avenue 
Counsel for Plaintiff(s) New York, New York 10016 

T: 212-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 

SO ORDERED: 

956542~. I 

I 

I 

I 

i 
I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

Estate of WALTER S.  VOSBURGH and MARGARET 
VOSBURGH, Individually, 

Index No. I01  
MARGARET VOSBURGH as Administratrix for the 02-> 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

BMCE Inc. q p y ~ p , !  1 ; c;tERKS OFFICE) 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARGARET VOSBURGH as Administratrix for the 
Estate of WALTER S. VOSBURGH and MARGARET 
VOSBURGH , Individually, 

Index No? 070/02) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SU MMARY J U DGhl ENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

20432/0 I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

udgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

jismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

irejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

MAR - 1 2011 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

io ORDERED, 

JAN 31  2011 



From: FAXmaker To: Kristen Loughren Page: 415 Date: 2/9/2011 3:08:24 PM 

opposition thereto,  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 
A . C .  & S., INC., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 3 0  
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No 12043 2 / 01 d 
NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMNARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

cross  claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC., 

prejudice and without costs. 

be dismissed with 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attarneys for Plaintiff 
WALTER S .  VOSBURGH BURNHAM LLC. 
7 0 0  Broadway, 6'h Floor 177  Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

'le No.:11084- 

C u l l e n  and Dykman 
Attorneys for Defendant 

212-558-5500  

So Ordered: 

9 "1011 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


From: FAXmaker To: Russell S Page: 4/4 Date: 2/9/2011 3:05:05 PM 

F?4!XEMPOm, defendant KEELER-DOFWOLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintifh' complaint against defendant KEELEKDORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER CQMPANY, be and the w e  are hereby 

dismissed with prqudice and without costs. 

WFJTZ & T.X.lXENBERrT, P.C. 02.0 
Atforneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 COMPANY 
(212)558-5880 

This fax wa5 sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/W.gfi.corn 

http:/W.gfi.corn


WALTER VOSBURGH, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. kXELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X __"_"__________-__r____________f________---_-_--------------------"--- 

HWEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plainti8 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2 ) s  8-5 880 

D COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 



From: FAXmaker To: Kristen Loughren Page: 5/5 Date: 2/9/2011 3:08:24 PM 
iI I 

A.C. & S . ,  INC., et al., 

Def eIlddlt5 " 
- ---_-__-__________________l______l___ X 

WHEREFORE, defendant MARIO & DIBONO PLASTERING CO.,  INC., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to C i v i l .  Practice Law and R i i 1 . e ~  Sect ion  S3212,  dismissing 

p la in t i t f - s '  Complaint against defendant MARIO & DIBONO PLASTERING 

C O . ,  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 MARIO & DIBONO PLASTERING CO., INC. , 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES W I T H I N  NEW YORK CITY 
______ll____l__l_l___-------------_------ X NYCAL 
IN RE:  NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 3 0  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

Index ~q-2 X 
This Document Relates to: 
WALTER S .  VOSBURGH, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY rnDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

F I L E D  be dismissed with prejudice and without c o s t s .  

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys  for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
WALTER S. VOSBURGH MARIO & DLBONO PLASTERING CO., 
7 0 0  Broadway, 6th Floor INC . 
New York, New York 10003 177 Montague Street  
212-558-5500 Brooklyn,  New York 11201 

( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 

Cullen and Dykman 

Fil& No. : 10924- - 
Su Ordered: 

Hon. Sherry K'! Heitler 

http: l lw.gf i .com This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. 
I I  

http:llw.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_I-_f-___"-_____"__l_---r-----*--r--l- x 

ASBESTOS LJTIGATION 

Vincent Costa and Lucy Costa 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 1 pi*> 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON JNC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co,, without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
def'endant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

- 9 2  

\&> j,";lhnS 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
Ncw York, Ncw York 10003 

interest to Anaconda Wirc & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42'ld Street 
New York, Ncw York 100 17 
2 1 2-490-3 000 MkR - 1 20'' 

4270204. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOREG 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

THOMAS SHEEHAN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, S.) 
Index No; 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fNa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

700 Broadway BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86659 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROSSAND G. AUGUSTE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 
c . I  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 121231/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
I/" ,2011 

Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. E L h 4 -  U ' G i s c S M O  
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Rossand G. Auguste 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. LEVY, PHILLIPS & K .f.eEQ \ i 

SO ORDERED, cosw;l C;LEw-- 

800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

(2 12) 509-3456 (2 12) 605-625 1 \;2AR - 1 2011 

t::s*i YORK 

2571 -1 124 

N0028199-1 
FER 14201.1 



From: FAXmaker To: Kerryann Cook Page: 417 Date: 2/9/2011 2:31:49 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORR 
IN RE: NEW YO= COUNTY ; NYCAL I LAX Part 30 

I (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 11 1228/01, 21426/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

D THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

EDWARD MARTENS AND DOLORES I 
I 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

MARTENS, L 
P laintiff(s), 

-against- I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
A.C. & S., N C . ,  et al., 

1 Defmdmt( s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipmcnt Ca., hereby requests summasy 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

pIaintiff's complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEMD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New Yak, New York 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Edward F. Martens and Dolores Martens 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 k 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

MAR - I 2011 

I..'.-:J YORK 
\>cJL!F.:TY ,.L.ERK'S OFFICE 

324-6208AB 

SO ORDERED, 

N0025939-1 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax sewer. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK I 

Iw RE: NEW YORJS COUNTY I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
1 
I 

I 
I 

I 

I 

I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

EDWARD MARTENS AND DOLORES I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

MARTENS, I 

N Y C A L  
I.A.S. P a 3 0  
(Heitla, J.) 

Index No.: 11 1228/0<121426/01 03 

-against- I 

NO OPPOSITION 
A,C. & S., INC., et al., I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I I MOTION AND OFLDER 
Defendant(s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courttx & Company, Inc., hereby requesls swn~~~ary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Jnc. with prejudice, and thac b&ng no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice; to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,20$ 

MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P,C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Cower & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, I 

700 Broadway eRc I< 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Edward F. Martens and Dolorcs Martcns 

b > ; S r  L- New York, New York 10 
(212) 558-5500 

N0025943-1 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 
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From: FAXmaker To: Kristen Loughren Page: 2/5 Date: 2/9/201 I 3:08:23 PM 
. .  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
Il--lll_-fl_lll_-_f_------------------ X N Y C A L  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. P a r t  30 

___--____--_-___________I_______I___L_ X 
This Document Relates to: 
EDWARD F .  MARTENS, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ( J u d g e  H e i L l e r )  

Index No. g-p 
P l a i n t i f f  , 

- against - 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SKMblARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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\ 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a11 co-defendants, a11 claims ani 

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed wit 

prejudice and w i t h o u t  coots. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

Wcitz & Luxenberg Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
EDWARD F .  MARTENS BURNHAM LLC 
7 0 0  Bcoadway, 6th Floor 177 Noritague Street 
New York, New Y o r k  10003 Brooklyn, New York I1201 
212-558-5500 

le No.:11084-874 

So Ordered: 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/ /w.gfi .com 
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From: FAXmaker To: Russell S Page: 3/4 Date: 2/9/2011 3:05:05 PM 

NYCAL 
I A S .  Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index  NO.:^ 11228/2001 pm9 
EDWARDF, MARTENS (Dec.), 

' NOOPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION ANJl 
-against- ORDEXAS TO 

DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. lzQMzAm 
______-I __I_______" Irr----l__*--- "-"" --lr-rC------- I --*+---------- x 

H%EREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILEFt COMPANY hereby 

requests siwntmzy judgment in the above-entitled case, pwsuant to Civil Practice ]Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed witb prejudice a d  A costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5880 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. \ 
Attorneys for Defendant '!< 
KEEL.ER-DORI€-OLW &%!LE" 
COWANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 h& 
(212) 661-1151 

1 VJ'' 

FEB 1 4  2071 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax sewer. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 
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From: FAXmaker To: Kristen Loughren Page: 3/5 Date: a91201 I 3:08:24 PM 

WKEREFORE , defendant GOULDS PUMPS , I N C  . , hereby requests 

summary judgment in t he  above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing p l a i n t i f f s ‘  

Complaint against defendant GOULDS PUMPS, I N C . ,  with prejudice , and 

there being no opposition thereto,  

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all claims and 

8 

From: FAXmaker To: Kristen Loughren Page: 3/5 Date: a91201 I 3:08:24 PM 

8 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
- - _ - l _ _ - _ l _ - - _ l _ _ _ - - _ l l - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  X 
IN RE:  NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

____-______-_____________1_______11___ x 
EDWARD F. MARTENS, 2 2 8 / 0 1  

NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

This Document Relates to: Index 

P l a i n t i f f ,  

- against - 
A . C .  & S., I N C .  , et al., 

Defendants. 
X 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 0 RDER 

cross claims against defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., be dismisse 

w i t h  prejudice and without cos ts ,  F, 1 k E D ;/cl New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
At torneys  f o r  P l a i n t i f f  Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
EDWARD F. MARTENS GOULDS PUMPS, I N C .  
7 0 0  Broadway, Floor 1 7 7 Montague S t.reet 
New York, New Y o r k  10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
2 1 2 - S S 8 - 5 S O O  (-/18) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

le No.:6754-9687 

I 
So  Ordered: 

4 2011 
This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax sewer. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 
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From: FAXmaker To: Kerryann Cook Page: 3/7 Date: 2/9/2011 2:31:48 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORR 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YO= COUNTY I N Y C A L  

I I.A.S. Part 30 
I Meitler. J.) 

ASBES'I'OS LI'I'IGA'I'ION 
I '  
I 

I Index No.: 111228/01, 21426/01 Lc=) THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
I 

I 

I 

I 
I 

EDWARD U R T E N S  AND DOLORES I 

MARTENS, I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- I 

NO OPPOSITION 
A.C. & S., INC., et al., ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION AND O'RDER 
I Defendant(s). 

WHEREFORE, defeiidant, Patterson Pump Conipany, hereby requests surmnary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company with projudice, and therc being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorneys far Defendants 
Patterson Pump Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

F F W  
x I . /  pi#3 0 

t '3 F t.6 SO ORDERED, 

Gua\4Yi b'Lr Hon. Sherry Klein Keitler 

454-1347AB 

)? 

.7 i 4 2011 
NOOZS942- 1 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 
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WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORIC-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests s m a r y  judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants,'all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice 

Russell S. Jamison, Esq., 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5880 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 1 201' 

1 Harrison. New York 10528 



. .. 

I IUIII. I nr\iiiahel IU. nuaaell rlairiibw~i rage. r(/u uace: L1'14ILUll S:W:3/ PM 

This docuei t  relates to: Index No.:] 1 \e. 
ALBERT CONTENTO, 

WtXEREFOBE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEEL,FiR-DORR-bLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claitns and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORE-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo&, New York Od I3 ,I/ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Amrneys for Plaintzfl 
700 Rroadway 
New York, New York 10003 

, 

MARIN GOODMAN,L P. 
At&meys for Defendant u 
KI!WLER-DORRQ.LIK??R BOILER 
c o m m  
500 Marnaroaeck Ave, Suite SO1 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

FEB 1 6  2011 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/lwww.gfi.com 
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S'TJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ l _ _ _ -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 12 1734/0 1 

Frank 5. Barbera 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

' -  x 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Cn., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as swccessor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

F' 'Q&, ZhnT 
1 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 

-our File No. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

21 2-490-3000&310k3 

0 SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Hoitler 

4280424.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

FRANK S. BARBERA 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 12 1734/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New Yark 10523 

File No.: 473.86595 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 

. 

_ " _ - - " _ r _ _ _ 1 " _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ - - _ 1 - - - - l l r - - - l r - - " - ~ - - " ~ - - - "  X 

ASBESTOS LIT1 GATION 

William J. Dowd 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108 
l - 5  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co,, without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York,.New York 

*, - 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq, 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC, as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire 61 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, Nqy York 1 
212-490-300@~~ 

_--- Our File No, 97536.0395 

SO ORDERED, PiAR .- 1 2011 

4280740. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ " " _ _ _ _ _ r _ " _ _ l _ _ - _ " _ - l - - - - - l - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - ~ - -  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

I_l_____l____f__"-_lr-l-------l---- X 

This Document Relates To: 
Index No: 122306/01 

Tornasso Colagiacomo 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Ca., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New 

I >?hnT 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

EFUCSSON INC., as S W C C ~ S S O ~  in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 1 
212-490-3000 [ 

- * -  Our File No. 07 6.1 5 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
IYA/3 - 1 2011 

sj 0 4  2011 
4280426.1 



- , IC 

I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
__l___l______l____""_--l-_-"--l~ X 

AS BEST0 S LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 1226/01 
422547/01 3 

James Joseph Faulkner 

, -  I .. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

" X  

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, ' 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as 
interest to Anaconda 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York. New York 1 Oflv - 1 2011 

i 

42804 16.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
X _ _ " _ - _ _ " _ " _ - - - - _ _ r - - _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

k 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No: 122704/0 1 

Nicholas J. Balestra 

. -  I . -  h a _ -  - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X I - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire 8 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs, 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. IF 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 4Znd Street 
New York, New Y 
2 12-490-3000 
Our File No. 

SO ORDERED, 
- 1 2011 

4280428.1 



From: FAXmaker To: Russell S Page: 2/4 Date: 2/9/2011 3:05:05 PM 

This document relates to: 

' JOHN DOHRERTY, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGNPENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEIrlENDANT 

O L m R  BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOLE33 COh4PANY, et al. KIZELER-DORR- 

Defendant. . COMPANY 
_1__1_________1__11_1_______1_11111-___1-_-1-11-1""------1----1- X 

WZEREFORE, defend& KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, disdssing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KJ3ELER-DORR-OWER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

OmERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DO~-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

ttorpleys for Praintifi 
700 Rraadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2)5 5 8 - 5 8 80 SO0 Mamaroneck Av 

Harrison, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

- 1 2011 

' , I v  i'i YORM 
0 '1011 

4j$!ffe: 
- 4  I * '  

poblv Iy CLERK'S OFWCE 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax sarvmr Fnr mnre infnrmitinn v i d  httn*/h%wnr nfi cnm I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ * r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  x 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_ _ _ r - _ * l - _ * l - _ _ _ - l _ " - - - - - - - - - l r - - - r - - - -  X 

This Document Relates To: 

GERTRUDE KRALJIC, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JERRY CHIERCHIA, and JOAN CHIERCHIA, 
Individually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co,, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERZCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Wcitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSQN INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 



MICHAEL ALFANO and ANNA ALFANO, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 

Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

-against- Index No.: 123278/01 

4.C. & S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
ZONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 

Defendant(s). : 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby request summaq 
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, 

ORDEFtED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims agains 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudicc 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
January 28,201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 
Attorneys for Plaintiff ' DEUTSCH, LLP 
700 Broadway MAR - ' 2011 Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10038 NEW y RK Ford Motor Company 
Attorneys far M I C H A w & , s  600 Third Avenue 
ANNA ALFANO ew York, New York 10016 

T: 212-593-6700 

SO ORDERED: 

954488~. I 



4NTONIO RICHICHI AND LIBERA 
RICHICHI, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 

FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

Index No.: 123280/01 
Plaintiff(s), : 

A.C. & S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 

Defendant(s). : 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby request summar 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321; 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudicr 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims again! 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
(T' 

( _ . *  1.7 

January 28,201 1 

By: Charle - 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: ANTONIO RICHICHI AND 
LIBERA RICHICHI 600 Third Avenue 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 

New York, New York 10016 
T: 212-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
l _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r - - - _ _ _ " _ " _ _ _ _ r r _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates To: 
Index No: 123299/0 1 

Linda P, Richardson, as Executrix for the Estate of Floyd 
C, Richardson, and Linda P. Richardson, Individually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
OWER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. y+,> 
.,, ' Wcitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1, 1 1 &In4 
&Jr Y W J ,  

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Ca. 
150 East 42nd Street 

D 2 12-490-300 

S O  ORDERED, 

428043 1-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ r - - _ _ r - _ - - _ _ - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ "  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 123563101 

Orlyn Congdon 

, -  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EHICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yoyk, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
Now York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 

Our File No. 07536.09982 
2 12-490-3000 

MAR - 1 2011 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

; , ;\ (I [\ 20ffOUNrV GI-ElaK'S QFFIt& 

4280432.1 



" "  
* T 1 * *  

-against- Index No.: 123576/01 

A.C. & S., INC., ET AL., 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby request summaq 
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 agains, 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

RONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 558-5814 Ford Motor Company 
(212) 344-5461 ( f a )  600 Third Avenue 

New York, New yFk # 
T: 2 12-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 

HAR 1 

NEW Y Q W  
~ ~ U p r f  aLE*3 

SO ORDERED: 'P [ p l l s  

956541 V.  I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _l_-_- - -"__ l l_ -__ l -__r - - r - - - - - - - - - l - - - - -" - - - - -"  

NYCAL 

(Ileitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X __- - - l - -__- -_ l -__r -"______l______f_ l__ l l -  

This Document Relates To: 
Index No: 12039 1 

d&> 
James 1. Coughlin 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New 

Wcitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I 
$ 1  

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42'ld Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 



N Y C A L  
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.:120390/2001 I 

~23906l20012, 
JAMES J. COUGHLJN, 

Plaintiff, 

- 

NO OPPOSITTON 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMXNT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFJZNDANT 
.KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPAlW 

WHERE~OORE, defendant TCEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the abovc-entitled case, pursumt to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' pornplaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no apposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clairns and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the lime are hereby 

rSisrnjssed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated New York, New York 02 .I( 

WEIT2 & J_,UXENBERG, P.C. 
Attornqs for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5880 

...*"."*. . .. 

Attorneys for Defend 

COMPANY 
500 Marnaroneck Ave 
Harrison, New York 1 
(212) 661-1151 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://w.gfi.com 

http://w.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ l l r " l _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l l _ I - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10044 1 /02 

Charles Caruso and Lucille Caruso 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - . . - - - - - - - " l l - * - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Edq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 
Our File N F 7 # 6 b 7  

MAR - 1 2011 

4279306.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COIINTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE N E W  YORK crry 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

Emil J. Coppola 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Pleitler, J.) 

Index No: 12047910 1 
(100623/02 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successdr in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without cos 

I .  - Dated: New York. New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
Wcitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
Ncw York, New York 10003 

--h"*. ._ 

SO ORDERED, 

# 1 2011 

ORK 
i 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
intcrcst to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
I50 East 42'ld Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

O u r  File No. 07536.01756 
2 12--19O-3000 

I lon.'Slicrry K.  1 Ieitlcr 



SlJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YQRK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ - - - - - l - - _ _ _ _ l _ _ r - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100873/02 

Vincent J. Dado 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EliICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

,_ 
\ '  \ :aa< 

p , ; h  
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, N e T r \  1 
2 12-490-3000 
Our File No,, 07536.0865 1- , 2 ~ l t  

NAG 

4280435.1 



WALTER VOSBURGH, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.:12043 001 p = p  
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WIZEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against *defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defenhts, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Y 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plainti! 

New York, New York 10003 
(21 2 m - 5 8 8 0  

MAlUN GOODM 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR- 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 



From: FAXmaker To: Kristen Loughren Page: 415 Date: 2/9/2011 3:08:24 PM 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC . , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section S3212,  dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against 

defendant BURNHAM LLC., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice to a11 co-defendants, all claims and 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COTINTIES WITHIN NEW YORK C I T Y  
L - - _ _ _ - - _ I I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - _ _  X NYCAL 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 3 0  

--_____ll_________tlll_l___lll___l____ X 
This Document Relates to: 
WALTER S. VQSBURGH, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

Index No.-%> 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY DJDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

A . C .  & S., INC., et a l . ,  

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM L L C . ,  be dismissed with 

prejudice and without c o a t s .  

i 

I 
I 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys  for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
WALTER S. VOSBURGH BUFWU4M LLC. 
7 0 0  Broadway, 6th Floor 1 7 7  Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500  (718)  855-9000 

So Ordered: 
Hon. Sherry- P :. Heitler 

This fax was sent with EFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/hYww.gfi.com 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORR 
ALL COUNTIES W I T H I N  NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORR COUNTY 
X -_______--_____-____1_____1_1___1____1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiff I 

- against - 

A.C. & S . ,  T N C . ,  et al., 

DefeIlaallts. 
X 

WIIERFFORE, defendant MARIO & DIBONO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AMD ORDER 

PLASTERING CO . , INC. 
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case 

pursuant to Ci.vi.1. Practice Law and R u l - e s  Sect ion §3212 I dismissin 

plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant MARIO & DIBONO PLASTERIX 

CO., INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition theretc  

ORDERED, khat upon notice to all co-defendants, a11 claims ar: 

cross claims against defendant MARIO & DIBONO PLASTERING CO., INC. 

be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

W e i t z  & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
WALTER S. VOSBURGH MARIO & DIBONO PLASTERING C O . ,  
7 0 0  Broadway, 6ch Floor  mc . 
New York, New York 10003 1 7 7  Montague Street 
2 12-558-5500 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

(718) 855-9000 

So Ordered: cz& 
Hon. S 

, .@uq'Fil& No. : 1 0 9 2 4 -  

herry K. Heitler 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For.mare infor http:llw.gfi.com 

http:llw.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index N f 6 I >  
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARGARET VOSBURGH as Administratrix for the 
Estate of WALTER S. VOSBURGH and MARGARET 
VOSBURGH, Individually, 

120432/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
S IJ M MARY J U DGhl ENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

MAR - 1 2011 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

-. 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARGARET VOSBURGH as Administratrix for the 
Estate of WALTER S. VOSBURGH and MARGARET 
VOSBURGH, Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
/ /  

Attorneys for DefendqrlV YORX 
BMCE Inc. yyjlt,i I 1' c;iERKS OFFICE, 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

SO ORDERED, 



Horn: PAXmaker To: Russell S Page: 414 Date: 2/9/2011 3:05:05 PM 

Index No.: 12 pEzq 
WALTER VOSBURGH, 

NO OPPOSITZON 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AB TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOKLER 
KEELER-DORR- 

C O ~ r n  

W E M F O M ,  defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defndant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER C O W A N Y ,  with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Affomqs  for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5880 

Attorneys for Defen 

c o m m  
500 Mamaroneck Ave$ 
Harrison, New Y ~ ~ l ~  
(212) 661-1151 

MAR - 1 2011 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more informatinn visit h t t w l h w w  nfi Pnm 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X -___--l___-_-_____-lrl_____________l____- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 101 245/02 

Kenneth F. Bailey 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X l " _ - - - - _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ l _ - _ _ - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

\ -  
** i )  h Th : 

4)  Y , 3" 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC., as swccessor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 

150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No, 07536.02308 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. E D WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Nbfl - 1 2011 Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

T,\\-;\jv 'fP??{'. 
~ ~~ +LLL-+<s OFF\&able cO* 

COUhi ' 

2 12-490-3000 

SQ ORDERED, 

4280496. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
__l"__l_"_l_"l-__"___------r--------I--I- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 102946/02 

Patricia I. Singley, as Executrix for the Estate of James J. 
Carr 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
O W E R  

- -____-_____- -___r - -_____ l__r__ l__r_____-  X 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New Yojk, Nqw York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York. New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 

--r File No. O F 6 P 2 c 4  E D 
SO ORDERED, u Hon, Sherry K. Heitler MAR - 1 2011 

4279314.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _lll________lr_______r-r-----------ll-ll- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
LA.$, Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 103056/02 

William J, Galinsky 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEMFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Ca., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWTTZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney far Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

lk 9 0 
Our File No. 07536.06888 

SO ORDERED, E"1AR - 1 2all 

f I"- bl;l YORK 
F EB 0 4 g8& j Y CLERKS OFFIG% 

4280499.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X r _ _ _ _ l - - _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - _ " _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No:.- 
190255/09 

Henrietta P. Barry, as Executrix for the Estate of Howard J, 
Barry, and Henrietta P, Barry, Individually 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Gsq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New Yark, New Yo 

Our File No, 07536.00278 
y1 2 12-490-3000 

4279326.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
CHARLES PELLEGRINO I.A.S. P&m30/.) 

Index N d  103336/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adieoce flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 . ,  

,663 8 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  ; 
HAFT - 1 2011 

FEE3 0 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x _ _ _ _ - c I _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - I - - l _ _ l _ _ _ _ l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

\ 1 

NYCAL 
I.A.S, Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index 
1 396/01 

Charles Pellegrino 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: ,-.,New York. New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536.08277 MAR - 1 2011 2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 

428041 8.1 



SIJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY O F  NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_- - "_ - -_ - - -___ l"___r______r_________ l l__ -  ;Y 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LI'I'IGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_ _ l l - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ " l _ _ _ _ - I - - " - - - - - - " - - - - - - - - - - -  x 
This Document Relates To: 

Index N: % O m ,  
4308102 

Jerry Diamond and Joann Diamond 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant EFUCSSON INC., Individuall'y, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the Same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

F' Y pe ' \; ~ i, /?fM '+\! 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire 61 
Cable Co, 
150 East 42'ld Street 
New York, New Yor 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

2 12-490-3000 



XJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X " - _ _ l _ _ _ - - l _ _ _ - - l l _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - " - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105 175/02 

Francis E, Cosgrove 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EKICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yprk, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 

SO ORDERED, 

4280500.1 

Hon. 

150 East 4Znd Street 
New York, New YorkEO17 

-...... 2k2-490-3000 
Our File No. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JACK DONALDSON, SR. and MARY 
DONALDSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 1 16634199, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDEmD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Dated: New York, New York y / r  ,20$ 

b i e  A. Bartolomeo, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Jack Donaldson, Sr. and Mary Donaldson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-7017 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index N 6 6 Z J  
11 5696100 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ELOISE M. ZOYHOFSKI, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of DONALD J. ZOYHOFSKI 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, . 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ELOISE M. ZOYHOFSKI, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of DONALD J. ZOYHOFSKI 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  
DATED: ,2011 

J/Lp{ 2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 4 Ncljo& Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

."" 

SO ORDERED, 

i A12011 

I 
I 

I 
! 

I 

rir 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ELOISE M. ZOYHOFSKI, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of DONALD J. ZOYHOFSKI 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2011 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Attorneys for PlaintiffS,hwI 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 3 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ l _ " _ " - _ - - - - l _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ l - l - - - - - - - - - - " ~ - - " - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Daniel J. Walsh, as Executor for the Estate of George M. 
Walsh 

. -  ." ,.. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index 0: 106273/02 - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Qrtiz, Esq. 
Wcitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Atlorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

4279287.1 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as swccessor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, Ne D 
2 12-490-3000 

, j 4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

STEPHEN BOBROWICH, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

he above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

ilaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

here being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

igainst defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

ind without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
k w  York, NY 10003 

;O ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

N RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
.. 

rHlS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

STEPHEN BOBROWICH, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

udgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

jismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

srejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

3gainst defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

wej ud ice and without costs. 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

STEPHEN BOBROWICH, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

srejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Drejudice and without costs. 
/ 

3ATED: si7 ,2011 A 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
\lew York, NY 10003 



-.- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
__________________________l__l_ll___ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
STEPHEN BOBROWICH, 

Plaintiff, 

NY CAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler 
Index No.: 106318/02 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

AC&S, INC. , et. al, 

WHEREFORE, defendant , MARIO & DIBONO PLASTERING CO. , INC. , 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section s3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, MARIO & DIBONO PLASTERING CO., INC., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant, MARIO & DIBONO PLASTERING CO., INC., 

be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

LUXENBERG CULLEN AND DYKMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
7 0 0  Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
MARIO & DIBONO PLASTERING 
CO., INC. 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn , 
Tel No. : 
File No.: 10924-1 

7 E f z  

_. -. So Ordered: 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler FFB I 8 2011 
'y* *I \ 

~ . >  . . 
SKH - DATED:' c 

- 1 2011 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

STEPHEN BOBROWICH, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLTVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ f r _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFOIPE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 COMPANY ,,.% "J '{[)6-rIC 
(212)558-5880 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 50ji( cLEn~s OFF\cE 

Harrison, New York 1052&;~i 
(212) 661-1151 

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: 

ARTHUR KINGSLAND and ANNIE M. 
KINGSLAND, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., el al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106369/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter 42 Company, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
CLBW ,2011 

Arthur Kingsland and Annie M. Kingsland 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

"I.*.- 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-1616 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106369/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ARTHUR KINGSLAND and ANNIE M. 
KINGSLAND, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
a#/ Id ,2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Arthur Kingsland and Annie M. Kingsland 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

FEB 142011 SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-25408 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106369/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ARTHUR KINGSLAND and ANNIE M. 
KINGSLAND, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
*[\s ,2011 

. Cook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

m 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, @ @ -  

FEE 14 2011 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

454-5513 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ARTHUR KINGSLAND and ANNIE M. 
KINGSLAND, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106369/02 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 3p t ,2011 

* - Y  

Michele J. Mktleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Arthur Kingsland and Annie M. Kings1 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 61L 

Q J l y r y  CLER df 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

- 7 2011 

ks OFF fGk1129 

MAR 
SO ORDERED, wv y@" 

F@ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 108040/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FLOYD CADY, SR. and SHIRLEY L. CADY, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump 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, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 4\ 3 ,2011 

Atl 
Frank M. Ortiz, Gq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 0 

Floyd Cady, Sr. and Shirley 1;. Cady 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

454-6048 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 108040/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FLOYD CADY, SR. and SHIRLEY L. CADY, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! ! 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New ork, New York 
L r z  ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
I) '1 MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 I ;Pibh New York, New York 10004 a- - 0 2atl 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
- , ( *>I p:lf-$,; 

' (  j $  !,q I 'L 2tET.ZKS OFF14  
SO ORDERED, 

FEB 14 2011 2383-25583 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FLOYD CADY, SR. and SHIRLEY L. CADY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 108040/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York -+ ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Pompany, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & n U G E R ,  P,c, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Floyd Cady, Sr. and Shirley L. Cady 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1 2Qj' 
(212) 558-5500 NbR (2 12) 509-3456 

y GL f-,OU 
SO ORDERED, 

1 4  2011 1122-3115 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FLOYD CADY, SR. and SHIRLEY L. CADY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J .) 

Index No.: 108040/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
%( 2' ,2011 

B D 
MAR - 1 2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Floyd Cady, Sr. and Shirley L. Cady 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-2635 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 08 146/0 Q 
William J. Dowd 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Ca., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York,.New York 

- 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, 
2 12-490-30 

-- Our File No. 

SO ORDERED, MAR - 1 2011 

4280740. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
- -__-_______""-___l__Ir___l______l__l f__-  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Frank Catalan0 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 12039 
.,pd%--- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successar in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EliICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Cu., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest tu Anaconda 
Cable Co, 
150 East 42'ld Street 
Ncw York, New York 1001 7 
2 12-490-3000 
Our 1:ile No. 07536.02080 

700 Broadway 
New York, New Yark 10003 

m? - 1 201f 

SO ORDERED, 

-1280307. I 



This document relates to: Index No.:120395 2001 .4-&n 

WEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DOIRR-OLIVER 'BOLER COMPANY hereby I 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

I Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOJLER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

, ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-c& against 

defendad KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are haeby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

. WEITZ & LTJXENRRRG, P.C. 02 rs-ll 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5880 

".+ 

SO ORDERED: 

1 . .  

n 

500 Mamaroneck Ave,'Suite SO1 
Harrison, New York 10528 bAR - 
(212) 661-1151 F i r -  

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/hyww.gfi.com 

http:/hyww.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

-4991/98, j IndexNo.: 1 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MANUEL ALMOZARA and CANDIDA 109635/02 
ALMOZARA, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
-CIS ’ ,2011 

Manuel Almozara and Candida A1 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

FEE 7 4 2011 
1122-1838 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index No.: 122872/00, 114991/98, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MANUEL ALMOZARA and CANDIDA (TO-) 
ALMOZARA, 4 ;  

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York t'i t. ,2011 

ok, Esq, A$&==- Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 MAR - 1 2011 

Manuel Almozara and Candida Almozara 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-22 177C 



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: 

MANUEL ALMOZARA and CANDIDA 
ALMOZARA, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York -1.- ,2011 

Michele J. Mitt&m.n, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Manuel Almozara and Candida Almozara 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I (21 2) 509-3456 I -- J212j 558-5500 . ,  

SO ORDERED, 

1235-1355 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MANUEL ALMOZARA and CANDIDA 
ALMOZARA, 

/ IndexNo,: 1228 2/00 114991/98, 
fl*J 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

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 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. 

,2011 - 1 2011 

Matthew T. Fairley, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.c, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Manuel Almozara and Candida Almozara 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
- "  --- ~. 

722-1384 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

j I.A,S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: K6-223724199, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PHILIP MULE and CYNTHIA MULE, 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

; MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
31 c ' ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Philip Mule and Cynthia Mule 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York,New York FOf L E D 

MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Mu% - 1 20tt 
SO ORDERED, 

I *  a .- A! 
m&4& I 'k' GLERK'S (-JFFI(-& 

1122-20747 

T T Q  142011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: - 
PHILIP MULE and CYNTHIA MULE, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S , ,  INC., et al. 

Plaintiffs, 

i Index No.l(109854/02$123724/99, 
122078/97 

j NO OPPOSITION 
\ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Carp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and I 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York qb ,2011 *- Attorney or Defendant Attorney for Plaint 
Tishman Liquidating Carp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Yark, New York 10004 

Philip Mule and Cynthia Mule 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG~P,~. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yo 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
f l i i ?  - 7 ?PI, 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25679 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PHILIP MULE and CYNTHIA MULE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index N o ( f 6 F 3 ,  123724/99, 
78/97 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York 
a(* ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Philip Mule and Cynthia Mule 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway t i /  I ,  - 1 2011 

r\rr *+’ )y ) l . , i<  
COUNTY CLERKS ~ ~ / z j c ~  

(2 12) 509-3456 

_ *  

SO ORDERED, 

. *_. 3 \ 042Q\\ 
1235-20241 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j L A 3  Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PHILIP MULE and CYNTHIA MULE, 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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 3 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 k, New York 
‘I. T \ ,2011 

Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Philip Mule and Cynthia M 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 1: ,#?; .:$ < *i 
‘ : e J\);:;Jti\t:” Wi’FI 

SO ORDERED, 

722-530 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN M: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MANUEL ALMOZARA and CANDIDA 
ALMOZARA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 122872/00, 114991/98, pmqJ 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

' ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York %r\=' ,2011 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Manuel Alrnozara and Candida Almozara 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

58-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

' !s :I 4 2011 
454-005OC 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS J. CRUGER and BARBARA 
CRUGER, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New ork, New York & ,2011 

F I L E D  

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Thomas J. Cruger and Barbara Cruger 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

454-6698 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARILYN GARCIA, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX OF THE ESTATE OF JOHN 
SANCHEZ GARCIA, 111, 

L 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., et al. 
*+ # -I . 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 1 190Y02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.ereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

- 
Attorney for Plaintiffs FA%% 3 &*& 

Attorney for Defendant Marilyn Garcia, Individually and as 
Oakfabco Inc. Administratrix of the Estate of John Sanchez * 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

(2 12) 509-3456 

Garcia I11 
LEVY, 800 Third PHILLIPS Avenue & KONIGSB T\ tEQ 

1 201' 
New York, New York 10022 

kl;?9 - 
SO ORDERED, N- \w "c?;o~F\c&' 

q ?&EW 
2571-1125 'i I \ , \ " .  ' 

N0028202-1 
fFR 142011 



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: 

PHYLLIS GACH, Individually and Executrix for 
the Estate of MICHAEL GACH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C. & S., Ne., el al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 121985199,.- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump 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, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby. dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
%[\a ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Phyllis Gach and Micha 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 HAR - 1 2Q1' 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry klein Heitler 

454-6736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WILLIAM J. BERTON 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index Nos*> 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, sued herein as Freightliner 

Corp. (hereafter "DTNA"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DTNA, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and Without costs. 

By: 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, Daimler Trucks 
North America sMa Freightliner 
50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300 
Jericho, NY 1173 - 7 a 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

V'SL E (212) 558-5500 
16) 832-7500 

SO ORDERED, MAR - 1 2011 
Won. Sherry Klein Heitler 

FEB 14 2011 

1328036l.l 



CHARLES GRANGLOFF and MARY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
GRANGLOFF, JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 

FORD MOTOR COMPANY 
Plaintiff(s), : 

-against- Index No.: 113277/02 

A.C. & S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 

Defendant(s). : 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby request sumrnaq 
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 againsl vudice defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
January 28,201 1 

By: Charles Fergus&sq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: CHARLES GRANGLOFF and 
MARY GRANGLOFF 600 Third Avenue 

T FEINSTEIN & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 

New York, New York 10016 

50 ORDERED: 

,54500~. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOIM 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I N  rw NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ _ - _ _ l " " _ _ _ l " " _ _ _ l f - - l - - _ - - l t - - - - - ~ ~ - - " ~ - - - ~ - -  X 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

AS I3 ESTOS LIT1 GA'TION 

l--_~lr_____f--l-___l____ll____l___l___l____- x 
This Document Relates To: 

Index No: 002489/0 1 
T l -350 -  

Vito Conti 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

. "  X , - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individu~lly, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

cc y 
(, i; ! / *  hh i  

1. I" 

Julie R. Evans, Esq, 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON I N C ,  as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42'ld Street 
New York, NewlY rk 

ur File No. 07536.06 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
Ncw York, New York 10003 

ill Ywm -490-3000 

S O  0 RDE RE 11, f$.?A!? - 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
Cheryl L. Coccaro, as Executrix for the 
Estates of Albert J. Neubert, Sr. and 
Mae V. Neubert, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 117278/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X _______________________ l_ l l__ f f_______ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario 4 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc . ,  with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim$ 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without cost 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York MAR - 1 2011 
, 2011 

Weitz & Luxenber 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Cheryl L. Coccaro, as Executrix M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 
f o r  t he  E s t a t e s  of Albert J. Inc. 
Neubert, Sr. and Mae V. Neubert  177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

r, 
0.: 10924-5424 

So Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 
- .  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JEANETTE SIKKAS, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of BERNARD SIKKAS 

Index No. I I8207102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

iudgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: /+bo ,2010 

hrc l l :  Attorneys for Plaintiff -fld-h\ 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

42?v%- 

SO ORDERED, 

Anna' M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hau ppauge,pY ,I wA MAR 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
NEW YORK 

r k  a 
- 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNARD SIKKAS and JEANETTE SIKKAS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, 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, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 4- ,2011 

Frank M, Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Bernard Sikkas and Jeanette Sikkas 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York l O O p  1 L E D 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

MAR - 1 2011 

h,I?W YORb' 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE) 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LAS. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J+) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNARD SIKKAS and JEANETTE SIKKAS, i 12 1939197 
i Index N o . : ( = d  1 10522/00, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York 
4 0  ’2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Bernard Sikkas and Jeanette Sikk 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG. P.C. 

r*- 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

New York, New York 10003 NAR - 1 Zo” 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

FEB 142011 454-7233 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNARD SIKKAS and JEANETTE SIKKAS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., TNC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N<-G3110522/00, 
12 1939197 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York -1%’ ,2011 

ook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Bernard Sikkas and Jeanette Sikkas 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

5 
New York, New York 10004 New 700 Broadway York, New York 10003 F I L E D  

2383-309OX 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNARD SIKKAS and JEANETTE SIKKAS, ! 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- \ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
s ( t  ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

43 Bernard Sikkas and Jeanette Si 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

k t ?  - ' 2011 
(212) 509-3456 

, L  d 0 4  2011 
1235-1245 



- SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ 1 - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates To: 

William J. Berton and Gloria Berton 

Index No: 1 198 10/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 
complaint against defendants ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to 
Anaconda Wire & Cable Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants, ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire 
& Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\I24 \ \  

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Anaconda Wire & Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 

&+-----+ile"o, o~~il~~;o,, 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

4234564.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, sued herein as Freightliner 

Corp. (hereafter "DTNA"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DTNA, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

By: 
anto Borruso, Esq. 
seph Ortego, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, Daimler Trucks 
North America shda Freightliner 
50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300 
Jericho, NY 1173 - 7 
(516) 832-7500 5.1 TL. E 13 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 1 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler MAR - 1 2o11 

FEB 14 2011 

13280361 I 



CHARLES GRANGLOFF and MARY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
GRANGLOFF, JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 

FORD MOTOR COMPANY 
Plaintiff(s), : 

-against- Index No.: 119815/02 

A.C. & S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 

Defendant(s). : 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby request summaq 
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 againsr 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
January 28,201 1 

ICt 

T FENSTEIN & WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: CHARLES GRANGLOFF and 
MARY GRANGLOFF 600 Third Avenue 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 

New York, New York 10016 
T: 212-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 

SO ORDERED: 

954499v. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 123 166/02 

ROBERT DOYLE, NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION 
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants . 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafier (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: ,2011 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. MAR - 1 2011 

, -y i  yORrC 
, , , ‘.r c;LERKS OFFIGE 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

New York, NY 10022 , Ii 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT E. DOYLE and GERALDINE C .  
DOYLE, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index N o . : C G 3  10529200 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk New York zp ,2011 F I L E D  

FFICE] 

Robert E. Doyle and Geraldine C .  Doyle 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P C  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 8-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

454-7789 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 123166/02 

ROBERT E. DOYLE NO OPPOSITION SUM1 RY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
_ _ _ r . . . _ _ _ _ _ . _ -  " _ . . . _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ . _ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " . ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ . . - ~ ~  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2-\q ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT E. DOYLE and GERALDINE C. 
DOYLE, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk New York ,p ,2011 

Attorne 

A +- d P+t 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq, 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

T i s h m i  Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 MAR - 1 2011 

Robert E. Doyle and Geraldine C. Doyle WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C.F I L E D 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS OFFIC;E] 

FEE 142011 2383-25787 



F e b .  3. 2 0 1 1  1 0 : 5 6 A M  M a r i n  G o o d m a n ,  L l P  

ROBERT E. DOYLE and GERALDINE C. DOYLE, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

No,  6900 P. 

Index p.: 123 16m002 d 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

3 QJD 

FF!ETEREFORE, defmdarrt KEELER-DORR-OLm BOLER COMPANY hereby requests 

swnmary judgment in the aboveentitled ewe, p m t  to Civil Practice Law and Rdes Section 3212, 

dismissing plahtiffs' complaint a g d s t  d c f d t  KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prqjudice, and there bkng no opposition thereto. 

ORVERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

UBLXX-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

1\3 \ \ \  Dated: H ~ i r r i m ~ N Y  

Atto~neys for Plainti3 
700 Broadway 
New Yo& New York 10003 
(2 1 2)558-5500 

,". " 
SD 0mE.RE.D 

F'rd 1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
0 1  JNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT E. DOYLE and GERALDINE C. 
DOYLE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,:/ 23 166/02, 5292/00 0 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1 I.- ,2011 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAR - 1 2011 

NEW YQRK 
COUNTY C E R W  8FFIOk 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 14 2011 1122-21202 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT E. DOYLE and GERALDINE C .  
DOYLE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., WC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.. (:-- 123 166/02, 105292/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7-( L- ,2011 

\*r 

~~4~~ All\ 
Michele J. Mitheman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert E, Doyle and Geraldine C. Doyle 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-20704 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 124397-02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

EMILIO PAOLINI, MOTION 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, TNC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hqreinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 e\LED 

(212) 558-5500 

1 2QI‘ 
NhR 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 1 4  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _  -X NYCAL 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  - X  
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 127003/02 
Ann Rosner, as Executrix f o r  the 
Estate of Frank D'Alessandro, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 53212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Plaintiff, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

Smith Water Products Co., et a:., MOTION AND ORDER 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 

Defendants. 
_ _ _ _ l - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f _ _ _ _ _  X 
WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc ' I  

rp" 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without cos \&$" i32 

\.;f ,; - 1 2011 Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

' /  \.'K,W 
LEijKS OFF 

Cullen and D 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Ann Rosner, a s  Executrix f o r  Mario & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  C o .  
the E s t a t e  of Frank Inc. 
D'Alessandro 177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York, New York 10003 P8) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  q g /  UT File No. : 10924-3616 

--. , 

FEB 4 42011 So Ordered: 
Won. Sherry K'. Heitler 

i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
- - - -__________________ f________ l_____  -X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_ - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ - l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - _ - - - - - - - _ _ -  - - -x 
This Document Relates to: 
Rose Callahan and John Signorelli, as 
Co-Executors for the Estate of Joseph 
V. Signorelli, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 127007 /02  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 83212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario E 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBo co , 

Inc. , be dismissed with prejudice and without coits. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York \ihp - I 201t 

d f  0 , 2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
Rose C a l l a h a n  and John Mario & D i B o n o  P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 
Signorelli, a s  Co-Executors for Inc .  
the E s t a t e  of Joseph V .  177 Mosltague Street 
Signorelli Brooklyn, New York 11201 
7 0 0  Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 0924-3619 

So Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

; Index No.: 127007/02 1001 18/94 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROSE CALLAHAN and JOHN SIGNORELLI, as 
Co-Executors for the Estate of JOSEPH V. 
SIGNORELLI and MARY SIGNORELLI, 
Individually, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

(c3 
/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs , 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York + 201s 
MAR - 1 2011 

h i e  A. Bartolomeo, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs VdEW YORK 

fldwel F M  
Kentile Floors, Inc. Joseph V. Signorelli and M g k - ~ ~ s  OFFICE' 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-1 FEB 14 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ - _ " - " ~ - - - - - - - " - - - - -  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo: 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l r l _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ - l - - - l - - - - - " - - - - - - - - - - - " - -  X 
This Document Relates To: 

100754/03 p""$ 
Gerald C. Carpenter 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

___ I_ - -_ - - -___________r__________ l______-  X 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary I 

I judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. I 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELIvlAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 - h 

4248306.1 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., @ id., 

NYCAL 

100773/03 
Index 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tir'e & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4 4 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 ew York, New York 100 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

c1 1 .f . I.\\< 

f2$\ 3 

<kV 

< I  p ,FF\Gkh J Dated: New York, New York 
&-k-* 

s ; , . L z  ' 

SO ORDERED: 

2i.j 1 f 



JAMES BALDWIN and HELEN A. BALDWLN, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEE'CER-DOKR O'LIVEK BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
X.A.S. Part 30 
(H eitler, J .) 

NO OPPOSfTTON 
SPTMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION A N D  
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DOKIi- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed wkli prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, NY O&-l<  ,I1 

= 7-z-+- 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorrteys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Hanison, NY 10528 

___"~  1- . 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 

(212) 661-1151 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


J 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ " l _ _ r _ - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ l l _ " _ - - - - - l l r - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexN . 100750/03 Q 
James Baldwin 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X __ll"_________l___l__-r------------l 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC,, Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

c <\\ *__ &." I "  &hn9 

Julie R. Evans, gsq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

EFUCSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
NewYork,New York 611 E D 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

2 12-490-3000 

MAR - 1 2011 

NEW YQRK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFF& I "  

-+* Our File No. 07536.02604 
SO ORDERED, 

FEE3 0 4  2011 
4280403.1 



-against- 

Plaintiff( s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt 4. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 

Index N F ~ ,  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+/I, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 , (2 12) 3 02-2400 

Dated: New York, New York A 

MAR - 1 20n 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j NYCAL 
i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SAM DONOFRIO, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 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 5 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 Jl ,2011 

Avocet Enterprises, Inc. Sam Donofrio 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

(212 558-5500 r (21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

FEB 0 4  2011 722-1026 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 : (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SAM DONOFRIO, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York -7% ,2011 

Mich& J. h/littlernan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

h 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Sam Donofrio 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 . ,  . I  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein keitler 

1235-21161 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

! Index N P G O Q  13 130/98 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SAM DONOFRIO, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, Lismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3 / L  ,2011 

0 
F”IAR - 1 2011 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Sam Donofrio 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

!, 
i 

(212) 558-5500 

--”++ 

,ih Heitler 

2383-26276 

FEB I A 7011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SAM DONOFRIO, 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Company Sam Donofrio 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 HAR - 1 2011 

454-9355 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SAM DONOFRIO, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., NC, et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
’L! t ,2011 

Sam Donofrio 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 I 

1122-21659 

FEE3 14 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_l_-___"_________________r_ l___l__ l___l_-  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates To: i 
I Index No: 190358/10 

Arthur J. Mediate 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., Ilidividually, and as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 
complaint against defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to 
Anaconda Wire & Cable Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

! 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Dated: New Y 

d without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

New York, New York 

Our File No. 07536.1793?xv:, !r , s o a ~ t - i c  

- , 201, 2 12-490-3000 

dOLdIklTk' ~,fi*~Ei<<'$ (JFFjct 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

r :. .:I rf 4 2~~~ 

I 4202698.1. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ROBERT DOWNEY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE. defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2. dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

'OIWERED, that Upon' notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A 9. Smith Wattter Products Company be nnd the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Datcc!: New York, New York 
- ;hc_LF-, 201 1 

BeJl~2ck Rr Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 

flAR 1 2''' New York, New York 10005 

S P  1 iKUEKBD, 
Hm.  Sherry Klein Heitlor 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD DEVINE and ARLENE DEVINE, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
z e L ,2011 

1- Attorney for Defendant 

Tishmk Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward Devine and Arlene Devine 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  i 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, + 
Hon. Sherry hiein mitier 

2383-26421. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD DEVINE and ARLENE DEVINE, 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
\ (Heitler, J.) 

i Index N6-2 123724199, 
1223 13/97 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump 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, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
9 P \=  ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Edward Devine and Arlene Devine 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Hon, S h e G  K l h  Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I .AS.  Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD DEVINE and ARLENE DEVINE, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- / SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., TNC., et 41. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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 
J\ ,2011 

D 
MAR - 1 2011 6 ~~~~~~~i~~~ 

v 

\! 
Matthew T. Fairley, Esq, 
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward Devine and Arlene Devine 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

722-343 



b 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
- ,  

1 H1S UOL'UM~N 1 m F E R S  TO: 

EDWARD DEVINE and ARLENE DEVINE, 
\ Index No<-$123724/99, 

1223 13/97 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

-against- ; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
L / t  ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward Devine and Arlene Devine 
WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

MAR - 1 2011 

NEW ygQi{ 
cou~n CLERK'S OFHm 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-2739 FEB 142011 



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.) 

1 Index No.d&&123724/99, 
1223 13/97 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD DEVINE and ARLENE DEVINE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul. 

j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests swnmary 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 

0 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York B 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward Devine and Arlene Devine 
WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, L 
Hon. Sherrytdein Heitler 

1235-2259 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index N c F h l 2 3 7 2 4 / 9 9 ,  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD W. JEMIOLO, Administrator for the i 2879/97 
Estate of EDWARD L. JEMIOLO, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
qJ t ,2011 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward L. Jemiolo E n 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

.->J yoRk Q&J rv .**,I I 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h G h m e i n  Heitler FEB 142011 

2383-26431 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J,) 

i Index No.6&03) 123724/99, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD W. JEMIOLO, Administrator for the ! 122879197 
Estate of EDWARD L. JEMIOLO, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
+a ,2011 

FIL'ED I 

Patterson Pump Company EdwardL. Jemiolo 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAR - 1 2011 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
f lpq ycjn't; 

2ucJ,;j-y CLERKS CFFCGE' 
SO ORDERED, 

454-9647 

' * *  r l  1 4  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD W. JEMIOLO, Administrator for the j 122879197 
Estate of EDWARD L. JEMIOLO, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index N < G 3  123724199, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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. 

-2011 

Matthew T. Fairley, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Edward L. Jemiolo 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 0 4  2011 
722-439 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD W. JEMIOLO, Administrator for the 
Estate of EDWARD L. JEMIOLO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., WC., et ul. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N o . ( E a  123724/99, 
122879197 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter dt Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
JL- ,2011 

ifer A Fu hetto, EsGr Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
&rney for #$endant 
Courter & Co pany, Inc. Edward L. Jemiolo 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
-- -._. 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-2784 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD W. JEMIOLO, Administrator for the 
Estate of EDWARD L. JEMIOLO, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
t! w ,2011 

&!S 
Michele J. Mktleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Edward L. Jemiolo 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 MAR - 2@1 

D 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 . ,  . ,  

SO ORDERED, 

1235-2304 



WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER CO 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5880 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
CCXJNTY OF NEW Y O N  

" _ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ - ~ . ~ . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - " . . - - - - ~ " . ~ . . - - - " " - - - ~ " ~ - "  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 112936/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
"-...--------~-----"- 

'This Document Relates to: 

GORDON CLEMENT NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same arc hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

New York, New York 4-* 201 1 
Dated: 

ey & Carpenter, LLP 
0. Smith Water 

-- I L 4 - s  
Bonnie M. Steinwolf, Esq. 
Belliick & Fox, LLP 
546 Fif'th Avenue, 4"' Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 Products Company 

SO ORDERED. 
Hon. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY \ NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 115218/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD T. PLANTZ, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND 0RX)ER 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Y ork 
201% 

.I 

k i e  A. Bartolomeo, Esq. Odd, 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway $SAR - 1 2Ol1 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward T. Plantz 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 100 

2082-7008 



-- 

GRACE CAVELLI, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
FRANK CAVELLI, 

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _______----r_---___--------------------------------------------"------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

D a t e ? r , o n ,  N ~ Y o r z / /  y&> 

Attorneys for PZaintiff 
BELLUCK & FOX 
546 5th Ave 

MAFUN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

New York, NY 10036-5000 KEELER-DORR-OLIKER B@&&& 1 
(212) 681-1575 COMPANY 

500 Mamaroneck Avenue-Suite 501 

FEB 4 2011 



GRACE CAVELLI, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
FRANK CAVELLI, 

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT- . .-. 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOEER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOLLER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DOI'ER- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X _-______I---___1---____l_______r_______r-----------"---------1------_- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

BELLUCK & FOX 
546 5th Ave 

(212) 681-1575 COMPANY 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP, m G ~ - j  y CLERICS OFF@ 
Attorneys for Defertdant 

New York, NY 10036-5000 KEELER-DORR-OLIYER BOILER 

500 Mamaroneck Avenue-Suite 501 
Harrison, NY 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL . ~~ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ; I.A.S.Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VELPO JOHNSON, JR. AND MINNIE JOHNSON, I 

I 

I Index No.: 115839103 

I 

I Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- I 

! NO OPPOSITION 
A.C. & S., N C . ,  et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
I Defendant(s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

(" 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

MAR - 1 2011 (212) 509-3456 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, CoUNTV c&R).(Is QF,qa 

1122-28811 

N0030568-1 
FEFj 7 n 7q77 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY N Y C A L  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.AS.Part30 
1 (Heitla, J.) 

8 Index No.: 115839/03 
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: a 

VELPO JOHNSON, JR. AND MINNIE JOHNSON, I 
I 

I 
I 

I 
Plaintif@), I 

I 

I I 

,201 1 

. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway flm - 

Velpo Johnson, Jr. and Minnie Johnson 1 zol' 

New York, New York 100 New Yark, Nsw York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

-against- I 

! NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC., et d., 

Defendant{ s) . I 
I 

-I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating CorpOration, hmby requests glunmetry 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismisshg 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Tiishman Liquidatkg Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

FEB 1 4  2011 N0030568-I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

; NYCAL 
I I.A.S.Part 0 
, (Heitla, J.) 

I I Index No.: 11 5839/03 
I 

VELPO JOHNSON, JR. AND MINNIE JOHNSON, I I 

I 
I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff( s), I 

-against- I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
I Defendant( s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
ell ,2011 

Matthew T. FairKy, Esq. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

2 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 ,I 1 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

HAn - 1 2011 
, " t  P 

0- vof&; 
' J L ' u '  I ...i/,T&"; Or I Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 324-1146 



SUPREME COIIH'T OF 'THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 
couwry OF NEW YORK 

OSCAR MONTONEY NO OPPOSITION SUMMAKY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AIVD 

ORDER 
__. _._.... ~ _ ~ " _ . _  _ _ _  _.. .__. - _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  - 

WHERIIFOKE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

srinimary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Lab and Rules Section 

32 i 2, disrnissing piaintiffs' Complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

OlIDFRZ;:ll, thal upon notice tu all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

del'etidant A (;I. Smith Whtcr Products Conipany be and the sarnc are hercby dismi:;sed wiih 

pi.cj:idicc a d  without costs. 

Products Company 

New York, New York 10005 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 1 201' k4iL'3 * 

FEB 1 4  2011 



Plaintiff (s), 
- against - NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
A.W. CHESTERTON, et al., ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a The E .F. Goodnch Company, 

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 

theseto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against 

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

BY: 

SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER & 
BRENNAN, LLF' 
2 Research Way, 
Princeton, NJ 08540 

New York, NY 10036 
(212)GS 1- 1575 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

so 

Joseph 

ORDERED 

W. Belluck (409)924-6000 
Attorneys for GOOD 
_"..-- -" 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

SAM MUDARO 

Index No.:( 117873/03 122185/99 2 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y:/,{ew York 
,201 1 

New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

I527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JANE O'MALLEY, as Executrix for the Estate of 
THOMAS O'MALLEY, and JANE O'MALLEY 

Index No. 11 8351103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway I 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

W 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Mem aY 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JANE O'MALLEY, as Executrix for the Estate of 
THOMAS O'MALLEY, and JANE O'MALLEY 

Index No. I18351103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Go., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 31 2011 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

I 

! 

m 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~~ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JANE O'MALLEY, as Executrix for the Estate of 
THOMAS O'MALLEY, and JANE O'MALLEY 

Index No. 118351/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



F e b .  3. 2 0 1 1  1 0 : 5 6 A M  M a r i n  G o o d m a n ,  L L P  

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DQRR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et id, 

Qd ! , 
! 

No.  6900 P a  7 

N Y W  
I.A.S. Park 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 121810/1997 
105233/1998 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANX, 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-D0R.R- 
Q L m  BOILFAR 
C O M P W  

summary judgment in the above-mtitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rdes Sectjon 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff E complaint against defendant KEEL.ER-DOR&-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and here being no opposition thwdo. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  co-defendants, all claims and cross-claim against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER C O W A N Y ,  be and the same arc hereby dismissed with prejudice 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LLOYD HARDEN and LORETTA HARDEN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New Y ork qt ,2011 

Lloyd Harden and Loretta Harden 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 F I L E D  
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

MAR - 1 2011 

SO OWERED, NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFla  

1122-7029 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LLOYD HARDEN and LORETTA HARDEN, 
i Index No.: 12 18 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., XNC., et al. 

Defendants. 

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. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
2, e, ,2011 

Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Lloyd Harden and Loretta Harden 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 500 

SO ORDERED, 

122-423 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

/- 
I- THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 1 

LLOYD HARDEN and LORETTA HARDEN, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York q,.* ,2011 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Lloyd Harden and Loretta Harden 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

FEB 14 2011 454-992 1 


