
DON 311112011 

Slfi)REME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Bernice Burckhalter, as the Proposed Executrix for the 1 Index N o ~ 0 8 3 8 6 / 0 7  
Estate of Milton Burckhalter and Bernice Burckhalter, 
Individually; 

j 

Plaintiff, 
"against- ~ NO OPPOSITION 

[ SUMMARY JUDGMENT I 
i MOTION AND ORDER A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Bernice Burckhalter, as the Proposed Executrix for th 
Estate of Milton Burckhalter and Bernice Burckhalter, 
Individually 
Weitz & Luxenberg 

New York, New York 10 03 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRrs~ors BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 700 Broadway F I L E D  

MAR - 4 2011 

NEW YQRK 
SO ORDERED, 

1863-19013 COUNTY CLERKS O F F ' S  
F 

483 1-21 99-8087 I ~&~- -  
sKtl 



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

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; 

Plaintiff, 
"against- 

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

Defendants, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No.: 12700710 

(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Rose Callahan and John Signorelli, as Co-Executors for 
the Estate of Joseph V. Signorelli and Mary Signorelli, 
Individually; 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 1000 

12/L, e_ //#; 
Megan E, KriGtein, Es; 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 700 Broadway 

I 

HAR * 4 Io'' 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler T+\EV{ - 6 m K  
Ty 

OFF'= - LWN 
:.Kii T M I X  &.- F EL.--+- ; i 

1863-1 9008 
,-- 

4831 -2199-8087. I 



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.) 

i Index No.: 102456/0 , 101498/97 

j 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FELICIA KENSY, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of RAYMOND T. 
KENSY, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., 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 $ 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 
&, 2010 

r/zJaw-JJ T- JyIA&&d 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Felicia Kensy and Raymond T. Kens 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 MAR - 4 IN' 

SO ORDERED, 

El3 25 2011 2082-1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RICHARD ANGRISANO as the Executrix for the Estate 
D f  SAM ANGRISANO and ANGELINE ANGRISANO, 
I nd ividually 

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, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and thb same are hereby dismissed with 

Irejudice and without costs. 

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

IATED: d(Av3 I3 ,2011 

Veitz & Luxenberg 
'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
Jew York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesn ig  L ~ L  E ~ Q  
888Veterans e o 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOTLER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
x _________I--------_______________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 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 BOlLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice . 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 02.16, I / 

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

c 4 20'' 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
5OOManiaroneck Ave., Suite SO1 
Harrison, NY 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

(212) 661-1151 

so 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THOMAS O’MALLEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

A 0  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, et 
0 1  
Y.., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 118351/03, 
100781/03,110 
113281/97 

I.A.S. Part 3&) 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant H.B. FULLER 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 H.B. FULLER COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 2011 
New York, New York 

* P-&hJ Ftnpnlkr 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant fzA,IZ - 4 2Qjl 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 NELV “ORK 

co,QN+iiy CLERK‘S 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY 

New York, NY 10022 

FEB 25 2011 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

JANE O'MALLEY, EXECUTRIX FOR THE I 
I 
I ESTATE OF THOMAS O'MALLEY, 

Plainti ff(s), 
I 
I 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et d., 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
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 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ \ >2LQ \ > 2011 

f l d w l  FtU-4 .  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER. P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Thomas O'Malley 

80 Broad Street- 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York l e  1 L E D 

(212) 509-3456 

- 4 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

N0026522-1 



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

I I.A.S.Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I Index N c f & z & O ' 7 8  1/03, 

I 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANE O'MALLEY, EXECUTRIX FOR THE I 118351/03 
ESTATE OF THOMAS O'MALLEY, I 

I 

I 
Plaintiff($), I 

"against- I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT A.0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I I MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendant($). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I [ 3k\ ,2011 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Thomas 0' 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

' f L E D  
(212) 558-5500 MAR - 4 2011 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, NEW YQRK 
u,NTY CERK'S OFFICE 

2383-26641 

NOO26524-1 



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

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

/ Index N o * f i z > l O O 7 8  1/03, 
I 1183W03 

I 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

JANE O'MALLEY, EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
I 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

ESTATE OF THOMAS O'MALLEY, I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- I 

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

Defendant( s) . 
MOTION AND ORDER I 

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. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 0 

SO ORDERED, co~~~.i"k CLERK'S OFFICE, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Thomas O'Malley F I L E O 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

/ nEW "IORK 

BAR - 4 2011 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 3 12011 1235-21576 

N0026523-1 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. y 4  I \  

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

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

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 1 0 4 2 6 0 / 9 7 , ~ ~ ~  
1 1 1036/98 & 109676/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. \(*,I I \  

Frank Ortiz,Esq. I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs i, a, "' 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 1 1835 1/03, 
100781/03, 110038/98, p z B  & 104232197 

THOMAS O’MALLEY, 
I.A.S. Part 2@ 

Plaintiffs, Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

I against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER A 0  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, et 

0 1  
UL., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant H.B. FULLER 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 H.B. FULLER COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, -that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the sitme are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: +/!$/ ,2011 
New York, New York 

/;7 //;>e 
u* </ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. r n c C L h d  F d h  Maria C. Carlucci, Esq. L E D  SEGAL McCAMBFtIDGE 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 i4EW ‘fORK 

COfiNiY GERgS 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY 

New York, NY 10022 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant ~ A R  - 4 ZOll 

FEE3 252011 



THOMAS O’MALLEY (deceased), 

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

10078 1 /03 
1 1 835 1 /03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. 
x ------------___________fl_______________--------------~--------------- 

WHElZEFURE, 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. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 02.16. I / 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

COMPANY 
5OOMamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, NY 10528 
(212) 661-1151 



SUPREME CO~JR'I' 0 1 :  'HIE Y'I'A'fE OF NEW YOIIK 
COUNTY OF N E W  YOKK 
IN RE: NEW YOKK COlJNTY 

"I - 

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

1 Index N o m *  00665/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS ROKSVOLD and MARYANNE 
ROKSVOLD, : NO OPPOSITION 

j 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, 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. 

Datcd: New York, New York ,p! ,2010 

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

% -  

FkZk.& PA 01.L-77- -+% * (  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Thomas Roksvold and 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P. I 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAR I 4 2011 

yTl3cD 
(212) 558-5500 

2383-1 



S&REME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Constance M. Montgomery, Individually and as the 
Personal Representative for the Estate of Robert 
Montgomery; 

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

1 Index No.: G s >  105231198, 
111036198,102789/00 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A. C. and S., Inc., et al., : NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

* e  & 
Megan E. Kridgstein, Esq. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff 
Peerless Industries, Tnc., Constance M. Montgomery, Individually and as the 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISCIAARD & SMITH LLP Personal Representative for the Estate of Robert 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 Montgomery; 
New York, New York 10005 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
(212) 232-1300 700 Broadway 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1863-19002 

4831-21994087. I 



STJPREME COUR'I' OF 'H IE  STATE OF NEW YOKK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
I COUNTY OI: Nf<W YORK 

I NYC'AI, 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Ilcitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 121082/97 

ASBESTOS 1,ITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS 1'0: 

ROBERT SUNDMAN and PAMELA SUNDMAN, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York +\I!,, ,2010 

I f  

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

lfVmnK h/z IS3r-t;Z 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert Sundman and 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 q#.$? - 4 2 w  
(212) 558-5500 

324-3214 



SUPREME COURT' OF THE STA'I'Ii O F  N t W  YOICK 
COUN'I'Y OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
---- 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT SUNDMAN and PAMELA 
SUNDMAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

N YC'AI, 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(1-feitler, J.) 

Index No.: 12 1 OW97 

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 
'b I/ t \ r  ,2010 

~ o w t e r  & company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Robert Sundman and Pamela Sundman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P C  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-23265 



SUPREME COURT OF THE S'I'A'131~ OF NI3W YOfiK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

- ~ _. - - - 
j NYC'AI, 
I I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
\ (Heitla-, J.) -- 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT SUNDMAN and PAMELA 
SUNDMAN, 

Plaintiff's, 

-against- 

Index No.: 12 1082/97 

NO OPPOSITION 
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 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 
1 1  % ( ) I ,  ,2010 

Robert Sundman and Pamela Sundman 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

SO ORDERED, 

1235-22887 



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

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

j Index No.: 121082/97 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT SUNDMAN and PAMELA 
SUNDMAN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- 

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

Defendants, j I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary 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 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 
,2010 

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

Robert Sundman and Pamela Sundman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 



THOMAS J. CRUGER SR. 

121743/97 Q 
1 1 103 1/98 
102783/00 

NO OPPOSITIOP 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO I___-__--___________________l_l____r____~------------------"~*~~*~~~-~~- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION , as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs . 

A 

J' MES EDWARDS 74 Gw' 
U M U T Y ,  DEMERS & M@&JS 

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

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

Albgrtson, New York 11507 

JAN 3 1  2011 (516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN E: 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- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
Lp3 ,2011 

'L E' 

\'*-, -? 

\\ '\$ -,< . - \ 
<,, , x?: *) %." \ 

Robe2 Darish, Eiq, "' 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
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 

(212) 509-3456 1 A i  (212) 558-5500 

2571-734 



I 
I 

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ---_____lf_r------__------------------------~~--_----------------------- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X (Heitler, J.) ___r_r_--------_____ll_r______________ll----------------*--------------- 

This Document Relates to: 

10~3W98 
11 1073/98, 100198/00 
1 15493/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

CARL LUNDERMAN 

--_________r_~----________l_l___________~"~~~~~~----------~"""~--~------ X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

I 
I 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. F \ L E D  

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

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

0 I.U. Willets Road 
bertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

F I L E D  
without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

MAR - 4 2011 

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

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

ertson, New York 11507 

Attorneys for Defendant 

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: 

LLOYD HARDEN and LORETTA HARDEN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 3.) ".,/-' --- 
Index No.: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
z p 3  ,2011 

7 4  

Robert ~&Jg\\.) . '..".J Darish, '--* 1) Esq. ---*. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
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 10 

@&$"7-f 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. SherryKlein Heitler 

2571-0811 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

Dated: Alberts n, New York 
,2011 

F I L E D  
MAR - 4 2011 

n w  
1 1: 

ES EDWARDS ~ K S  OFFICE, 
11. 

HMUTY, DEMERS & W A  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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

bertson, New York 11507 
16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon.Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 31 2011 



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

Index No 
121 939197 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs . 1 
4 202' 

\2E,T*, - 
LX as\l 'r i; . &&kW s O f F t S  

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

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

A;IMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
torneys for Defendant 

CTION CO., INC. 

, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 3 12011 



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.) 

j IndexNo.: 1 
! 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNARD SIKKAS and JEANETTE SIKKAS, 
&-E%y0522’007 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
4 3  ,2011 

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

a 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Bernard Sikkas and Jeanette Sikkas 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

4 2011 HlAR “ 

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 COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PHILIP MULE and CYNTHIA MULE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 109854/02, 123724/99, 
(EEE~ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
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. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New 

2571-831 



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

109854/02 
PHILIP MULE 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in j 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertso 
MAR - 4 2011 

FFlCE 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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

tson, New York 11507 
5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Shesy Klein Heitler 



EDWARD DEVINE (Deceased) 11 1059198, 123724/99 
100755/03, 110506/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMF,NT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO ........................................................................ X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs . 

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

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO . , INC . 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

ERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 31  2011 



EDWARD L. JEMIOLO 
(-+%-Eat 05232/98 

11 1069/98, 123724/99 
1 1 1829/03 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertsoa, New York 
,2011 * 

FRANK ORTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 

QHMUTY, DEMERS & M C ~ W S ~  b:t oFF\Gi 
ttorneys for Defendant lY ,--&Wxh 

TISHMAN C O N S T R ~  
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO . , INC . 
200 1,U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
@16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 31 2011' Hon. Sherry Klein fleitler 



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 E. JEMIOLO, 

11829/03, 123724/99, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
4 3  ,2011 

n ,-% 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Edward L. Jemiolo 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 f9AR - 4 2011 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

2571-0861V 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs, 

+ED 
@I' 

R' v\&b 

y& * 

-- = +~&@ OF 

S & M&!dN:S fi 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

ew York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index GZG> 1 106 1 /98 & 
1 177 10/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 
b/+ 4 I 1 

Frank artiz,Esq. *+-t 

2, 'V$ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs *a,. ' 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

ia Malikzay, E 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 

New York, New Y o r 7 0 \ 6 L  E 2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 0 
(212) 313-3600 

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: 

GIOVANNI PETRONE and MARY PETRONE 
Index No. 104095/98 

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: 

eitz & Luxenberg 
v 700 Broadway - 7th floor 

New York, NY 10003 

201 0 

- 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1  788 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 3 E 2011 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

__1-----------C_I___r______________t____-----------~---------------"---- X (Heitler, J.) 
This Document Relates to: 

X --________"___----_________l_lr_________--"------- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No 
104095/98 

JOHN (GIOVANNI) PETRONE 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

________lf-----________________________I_~-~-----------~~"~~---------~~" X Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION COWORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

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

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

n, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



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

Index No 

102783/00 
THOMAS J. CRUGER SR. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertso , New York gq ,2011 

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

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

U. Willets Road 
tson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, JAN 31 2011 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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.) 

i Index No.: 120917/97,60=> 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Constance M, Montgomery, Individually and as the 
Personal Representative for the Estate of Robert 
Montgomery; 

111036/98,102789/00 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A. C. and S., Inc., et al., ! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. ~ MOTION AND OliDER 
1 

WHEREFOREy defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests s u m r n q  judgment in 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the sarn 

costs. I 
I 

~ 

Dated: New York, New York 

t / q  r \  
& 

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

Constance M. Montgomery, Individually and as the 
Personal Representative for the Estate of Robert 
Montgomery; 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 232- 1300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

1863-19002 
4: ' ? q # f  

i .  

4831-2199-8087 1 S W  - D A E B  " ".- 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition there to, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertsqn, New York 

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

F I L E D  

..-"a /I I ' 
i'i; I - 

ES EDWARDS -HKS OFFICE, 
HMUTY, DEMERS ~~~~~~ 

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

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon.Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 3 1  2011 



EDWARD L. JEMIOLO 

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

Index No 

1 11069/98, 123724/99 
11 1829f03 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TXSHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson. New York 

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

4 201' 

TISHMAN C O N S T R ~  
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

SO ORDERED, -A!s$EL 
Albertson, New York 11507 

16) 294-5433 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPOUTION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

F I L E D  
without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

MAR - 4 2011 

 him^ VDRK 
TY CLERK'S OFFIEJ  ANUS 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 

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

6) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



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

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albert on New York 
Jz 'y  ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

A MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

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

/>\JJ torneys for Defendant 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD DEVINE (Deceased) 

Index No 

11 1059/98, 
100755/03, 110506/03 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

Dated: Alberts n, New York ,\L ,2011 

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

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

u TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 5 (5 16) 294-5433 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 3 1  2011 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
IndexNo,: 118351@ 
100781/0$b038/ 
113281/97 & 104232/97 

THOMAS O'MALLEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

A 0  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, et 
3?., 

Defendants . 

I.A.S. Part 3@ 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOJE, defendant H.B. FULLER 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 H.B. FULLER COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 201 1 
New York, New York 

/- 

Y" 

/"I kc hd F&ltl 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadwav 

\ L E D  
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAEI[ONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

New York, NLw York 10003 H.B. FULLER COMPANY 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 NEW YQRK 

n New York, NY 10022 GQUN~Y GERK's 

~ A R  - 4 2011 

SO ORDERE 

FEE3 252011 



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

Index No 
121743/97 

THOMAS J. CRUGER SR. 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

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

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

Attorneys for Defendant 

rtson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 294-5433 JAN 3 1 2011 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

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

i Index N o . f i 1 0 5 2 3 1 / 9 8 ,  
111036/98,102789/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Constance M. Montgomery, Individually and as the 
Personal Representative for the Estate of Robert 
Montgomery; 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A. C, and S., Inc., et al., i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
ti*?/ I\ 

*,$ /kL-+% 
Megan E. Krugstein, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., Constance M. Montgomery, Individually and as the 
LEWIS BRISBOIS B1SGAAR.D & SMITH LLP Personal Representative for the Estate of Robert 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 Montgomery; 
New York, New York 10005 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
(212) 232-1300 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 

1863-1 9002 

483 1-2199-8087.1 



NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

4260/97, 1 13280/97 & 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

+ I  I \  without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 

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



This document relates to: 

THOMAS O'MALLEY (deceased), 

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 
___II_______________r___________________---~---------------------~---- 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 COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 02.16. I/ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorizeys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
SOOMamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, NY 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

I I 
i 
j 

! 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 



X:k~32834leeaUJune 201 Q 

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

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

\ \  
without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 

W Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New 

(2 2, 3-38$ 

Hon. Sherry clein-Heitler 



MICHAEL DELVECCHIO 
NO OPPOSITION 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  

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

lbertson, New York 11507 
16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 3 12011 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertspw New York 

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

AMES EDWARDS 
AHMUTY, DEMERS & MCWWQRK 

TISHMAN CONST 
Attorneys for Defend C L E R ~ ~  OFFICE: 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U, Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Won. SherrvKle3 Heitler 

JAN 3 1  2011 



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

This Document Relates to: 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albert on New York JA ,2011 

W@" VI I .--- 
HMUTY, DEMERS & Mc 
ttorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

700 Broadway TXSHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

on, New York 11507 

JAN 3 1  2011 SO ORDERED, 



j2#.2W& 105232198 
DONALD C. FLOWERS (Deceased) l111057/9&? 122599199 

104363106 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Chi1 Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

Dated: Alberts n, New York $bv ,2011 

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

F I L E D  

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

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 3 I 2Ult 



EDWARD DEVINE (Deceased) 
105235198 

%%%23724199 
kPJ7576 1 10506103 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

4 2Qj‘ 
BaR - 

YoR‘ F\GEd 
_- NE;&@ Qr- 

1 

AMES EDWARDS Gou’q’ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

ERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
5 16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 3 1  2011 



X:/~c<fbw32506le1?aWJune 201 0 

SUPREME COURT OF THE ST 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

.TE OF NEW Y O U  

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 100488198,$6&9 
117710/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 
b/* \ I 1  1 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New Yor 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 
IQI' 

N2RR 
SOORDERED, - 

,!hN 3 12011 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO __~____~1____"______-----~----------~--_-~~---~~---~----~----~---~---_"- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION COWORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York F I L E D  
,(+ ,2011 

R 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 

MAR - 4 2011 

h ! F m K  - 
~y CLERKS OFFICEA 

MUTY, DEMERS~~!%%ANUS 
FRANK 6RTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ktorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO, , INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(546) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Shere Klein Heitler 



RICHARD JANCA 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

MAR 4 2''' 

E. h:r F bJ yaw - .  
MES EDWARDS ' ,@K'so~rte 

Y, DEMER~~U%&ANUS Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

ttorneys for Defendant 

) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Heitler 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO __-____l______"r______r_________________-_~~---~"~--_~~--_-~~---_~~---_~ 

WHEREFOREy defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TEHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATIONy as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertsop, New York 

FRANK ORTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway ' 

New York, NY 10003 

~ 4 201' u 
\ I  JAMES EDWARDS 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McIbf&+&.JS i 1 

ttorneys for Defendant ~ ~ ~ 8 \ ~ ~ s  
~ ,FFj~E' 

TISHMAN C O N S T R ~  
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein fleitler 
f i,, phj 3 I 2011 . 



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

106369/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertspn, New York 

k 
FRANK ORTIZ 

MUTY, DEMERS & #cmNUS- 
for Defendant 

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

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

~ ~~~ 
(5 16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albert on New York Jz.r ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

so ORDERED, 

A MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

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

Lt torneys for Defendant 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
? E ,  d l  3 1 

York 1 

20 11 

1507 



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

Index No 
1 11076/98 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertsm, New York 

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

-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

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



X:/+~32834le~aUJurte 202Q 

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

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ r _ _ _ _ r _ l _ _ ~ _ ~ ~ ~ - ~ " ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ - - " ~ ~ - - - ~ ~ -  

JULIUS PAUL NOSEWICZ, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

n 
Index No.: 11 1047/9 
122602/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

m d  there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

+d I\ 
without costs. 

oms Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 1 

( 2 1 2 ) 3 1 3 - 3 7  \ LE6D (212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition there to, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs, 

Dated: Albertso 

F I L E D  
HMUTY, DEMERS & M~MM& 4 2033 Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
k 4 '1  FJ '{(?,!-! j<. 

CORPORATION, as SU&WW ~ ~ E R w  OFFICI' 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

L3 *+ m W i l l e t s  Road 

SO ORDERED, 

Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

JAN 31 2011 



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

Index No 

MICHAEL DELVECCHIO 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JLJDGMENT' 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

F I L E D  
without costs. 

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

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

Ibertson, New York 11507 
16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 3 12011 Hon. Sherry Rein Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 112546/98 

JOSEPH P. MCDERMOTT and ROSALIE A. 
MCDERMOTT 

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. 

700 Broadc 
New York, 

xe n ~e rg 
way - 7th floor 
NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memr ia l  
Hauppauge, *:- 4 t@’ 

ais SO ORDERED, 



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: 

MARTIN ZUCKERMAN and THELMA 
ZUCKERMAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

Index No.: 11 125 4 125793/99, fidk 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 43 ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabca Inc. 
MCGIWEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

D 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 O O O q  \ k E 

(2 12) 509-3456 (21 2) 558-5500 

. -  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

This Document Relates to: 
Index No 
1 13040/98 

MARTIN ZUCKERMAN (Deceased) 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

Dated: Alberts n, New York J w  ,2011 

FRANK ORTIZ h 
MUTY, DEMERS 

for Defendan 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO . , INC . 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REIATES TO: 

ARA NELL MURPHY Individually and JAN MARIE 
MURPHY as Executrix for the Estate of JAMES F. 
MURPHY 

122297/0 

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 

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

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

SO ORDERED, - 

Hon. 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway- 
Hauppauge, 

A Sherrv Klein Heitler 

‘JAN c? 
W- DATET 

F\C 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

FILED. .  Dated: Alberts n, New York 
. J%Y ,2011 

MAR - 4 2011 ._ Y 

FRANK ORTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

~~ 16) 294-5433 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SAM DONOFRXO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 107991/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

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

(" 7- .. \-J& [J ** 

Robert D&h, Esq.""- 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 

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 

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

SO ORDERED, 

2571-730 



SAM D'ONOFRIO 

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

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 0RT)ER 
Re: SEFTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

j 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sher~!fKlea Heitler 

JAN 3 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: 

WILLIAM A. WAGNER and ALICE WAGNER, 

Plaintiffs, ; NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York q2 ,2011 

Robert Darish, sq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

~~~~~- 

p q y  YORK WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway -v CLERKS owm 

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

SO ORDERED, 
FEB 252011 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 

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

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

fF-1 L E D RUCTION CO., 

Albertson, New York 11507 

MAR - 4 2011 (516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

E ~ '{c/-q K 
JAN 3 1 Z O + ~ N ~  CLERK'S OFF/& 



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

122872fOO 
109635102 

MANUEL ALMOZARA (Deceased) 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
\I%* ,2011 

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

S & McMANUS 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road MAR - 4 2011 

v"' 411 \,QF : (516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, Nn ~ ; ~ E H K S  OFFlCt 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF TI-IE STATE OF N E W  YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
* _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ l _ _ _ _ -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION 

Vincent Avesato 

" , -  

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

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 

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 42"' Street 
New York, TrtOE 
Our File No. 07536.01261 
2 12-490-300 

MAR - 4 2011 

4280563. I 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

Dated: Alberts 

NppJ yo!?% 
-, qps OFFW 

WARDS cQuNlubLL' 
HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

- 

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

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

n, New York 11507 
4-5433 

Attorneys for Defendant 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

'JAN 31 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: 

TERRANCE J. FOLEY, 

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

Plaintiffs, 1 NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk New York a b  ,2011 

Oakfabco Inc. Terrance J. Foley 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 

(212) 509-3456 

FEB 25 2011 2571-1 

-- . 



i 
*r . I . , > p  * _ )  ,-' I 

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

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

Defendants, 

Index No.: 1 19840/98 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUUGMENT 
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 Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

0 '  ~ -I J 7"" 
defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with pre'udice an& 

without costs. \ t tu;d d!* 

MAR - 4 2011 Dated: New York, New York 
Fdflhf~ /y ,201 1 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleih Heitler 

FEB 252011 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

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

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

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

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+) 

1 Index N@285IwOO 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHESTER HORNER and RITA HORNER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
ap3 ,2011 

Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Chester Homer and Rita Horner 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 2 5 7011 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in I 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

Dated: AlbertsJsn, New York 
\/LW ,2011 w 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in MAR - 4 2011 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY 

200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

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

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. NEW 'JCRK 

cOUNr/ CLERKIS oFFlcc 
(516) 294-5433 

v 3 1  2011 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



S1JPREME COlJR'1' OF 'I'IIE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY or: NEW YORK 

X _ _ _ _ - l l - r _ - - - l - " - - " - _ - r - - - - - - - - - - l "  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

John Lafferty 

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

Index N o ! J m E  
10871 3/01 

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 swccessor 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, 

4280566. I 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 

0 
Cable CO. 
150 East 42"6$ 
New York, N 
2 12-490-3000 * 
Uiir File No, 0753kkR4l-74 lo'' 



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 al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

n (Heitler, J.) 

Index No(222 176/95h04845/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
cLp3 ,2011 

D 
eobert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Martin S. Kaufman 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 4 ZQI' 

WAR e 
(212) 509-3456 t4m YRlS ORfi0FF\GE 

@Ne 
SO ORDERED, 

FEB 252011 



MARTIN S .  KAUFMAN (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J . ) a 12217619 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

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

F I L E D  
MAR - 4 2011 

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

6)  294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Iflein Heitler 

JAN 3 1  2011 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

Index No.: L23 114/98 & ,) 
1 12406/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

§32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane FULTON BOILER 
New York, New York 10038 2 Rector Street, 14* 
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10006 

3-3600 MAR - 4 zml 
SO ORDERED, r.' i, - 3 , ~  YQRK 

cL€RKs*F= 



JOSEPH A. MASSARO JR. 
NO OPPOSITION 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs . 

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

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 31  2011 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



1 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 

Thomas J. McCann; i Index No.: 100489/99 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

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

Defendants. i MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEEFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, 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, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this actian, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BlSGAARD & SMITH LLP 
199 Water Street, Suite 2500 
New York, New York 10038-35 16 

Thomas J. McCann 

(212) 232-1300 

1863-6813 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
IOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN IRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THOMAS J. McCANN, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. AND S. INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 100489/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., ~ 

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

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

RSON, MCNEILL, P.C. 
Stoker Corporation 

New York, New York 1 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Eugene G, McCarthy and Carol McCarthy; j Index No.: 100490/99 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

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

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

.I.. rl I& --- _. -- 

Megan E. Kriustein, E s q w  
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
199 Water Street, Suite 2500 
New York, New York 10038-3516 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Eugene G. McCarthy and Carol McCarth 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

1863-20296 

4833-9405-8502, I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CAROL ANN McCARTHY, 
Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of EUGENE G. McCARTHY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. AND S. INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 100490/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

and the same are hereby dismissed With prejudice Without 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(212) 227-7878 

_+."."-.." " 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BARBARA ANN ELIE, as Executrix 
for the Estate of LAWRENCE C, ELIE, 
and BARBARA ANN ELIE, 
Individually, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. AND S, INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 100558/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway b 201' 
New York, New York 10279 r\bR 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Barbara Ann Elk, as Executrix for the Estate of 
Lawrence C. Elie and Barbara Ann Elie, Ind.; 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 100558/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\/%c+lI\ 

C</-r) 
Megan E. Kriustein, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
199 Water Street, Suite 2500 
New York, New York 10038-3516 

C. Elie and Barbara Ann Elie 

(212) 232-1300 

-1 ~ 

SO ORDEmD, 
Won. Shkrry Kl#n Heitler 

1863-7917 

4833-9405-8502. I 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Charles James Nicometo and Mary Ann Nicometo; ! Index No.: 101005/99 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

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

Defendants. i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

+?/I1 

Megan E. KriegsMn, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BHGAARD & SMITH LLP 
199 Water Street, Suite 2500 
New York, New York 10038-3516 

Charles James Nicometo and 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 

4 201' 

,E!+J yo@( 
y CLEF?@ 

NAR - ork, New York 10003 
(212) 232-1300 

QFf \e- b 

" (JJ i4 '  
SO ORDERED, 

1863-7268 

4833-9405-8502. I 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 101027/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 
t /  tq I \  

I 

' AO,, 
f i j h  Malikzay, Ekq. ,/ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs x\ (L. q o r n e y s  for FULTUN 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street .$~~l%o~ D 
New York, Ne 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

*cw y0BK 
SO ORDERED, ?"- E-Rgs OFF\*, 

-y a- 
P f 3 \  jt.1 t 



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 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 10103999 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Robert J. Monahan; 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

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

Defendants. MOTION AND ORDER 

-. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Megan E. KriQstein, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
199 Water Street, Suite 2500 
New York, New York 10038-3516 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

'* l1 u If 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

1863-1 7472 

4833-94054502.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
YOUNTY OF NEW YORK - 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GLADYS E. MONAHAN, Individually 
and as Administratrix for the Estate of 
ROBERT JOSEPH MONAHAN, 
Plain tiff@), 

A X .  AND S. INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 101035/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

4 IQtI (212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 
WRR * 



X:/+Ew3629lle~aUJune 2010 

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

Plaintiff(s), 

- against 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index N*J& 1 10893/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 
I 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

I I 

alikzay, Esq.l/ 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York PO\ E 0 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 9 
Hon. Sherry Kleh-Heitler 



; ' .  

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

~~ ~ - ~ ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THERESA PAOLINI, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
EMlLlO PAOLINI, and THERESA PAOLINI, Individually 

124397/0 

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 

, 2010 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weinet Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Hi 
Hauppauge, NYf#, v b  \ 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THERESA PAOLINI, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
EMlLlO PAOLINI, and THERESA PAOLINI, 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 

DATED: , 2010 

AttorEeys for Plaintiff 

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 

# l E D  
mi? - 4 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: 

THERESA PAOLINI, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
EMlLlO PAOLINI, and THERESA PAOLINI, Individually 

Index N 
124397!02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: , 2010 

Attorn'gys for 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans M 
Hauppauge, 

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

SO ORDERED, 
f.1AR - 4 Z D I I  

tE 'N  YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S O F F E  .C 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

EMILIO PAOLINI 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

without costs. 

Samuel Goldblatt, 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Dated: New York, NY 
,201 1 

By: By: 

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

SO ORDERED, 

13311397.1 



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

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 101607/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 
[I% \ f  I ,  

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 

,--- - 

h i a  Malikzay, ,- 
w t t o r n e y s  for FuM BOILE WO&S 

Barry McTiernan & Moore Q 2 Rector Street, 14th F l _ o o r k  
New York, NY 10003 New York, New Yq 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 101612/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

n 

without costs. 
\\.-A\\ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, l$l&lBx& E 'D 
New York, New 

(212) 558-550 
4 201' 

(212) 313-3600 
HAR - 

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



Plaintiff(s j, 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC, 

Index No. : 10 1622/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

53212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway FULTON BOIL 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 York, New York 10006 



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: 
Charles W, Clobridge, Jr. as Executor of the Estate of 
Charles W. Clobridge and Betty Clobridge, Individually; 

j Index No.: 102317199 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., ET AL. 
: NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants, 

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Megan E. b e g s t e i n ,  Esq. - 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Charles W. Clobridge, Jr. as Executor of the Estate of 

(212) 232-.1300 

dITH LLP Charles W. Clobridge and Betty Clobridge, Individually LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
199 Water Street, Suite 2500 
New York, New York 10038-3516 

Charles W. ClobridG and Betty Clobridge, Individually 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1863-17121 

4833-940s-8502.1 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 104052/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 
\\w\ \\ 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

2 Rector Stree 14'h Floor 
NewYork,&qry!OF D ; 
(212) 313-3600 

I . - ,  .. . . .- . -. . -_ .. . . . . .. - .- . . 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 105423/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 
\\b A \ \  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

2 Rector Street, 14'h 
New York, New Y S&& E D 
(212) 313-3600 

MAR - 4 2011 

NEW 'mw 
*, o,v Ty CLERK'S OFFICE' 

5- (212) 558-550 

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.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GERALD CLAYTON CARPENTER and 
LILLIAN P. CARPENTER, 

,/- 

i Index No.: 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

! MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York Zp.l ,2011 

I"  

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

)y;J>r:b \,., J 

Gerald C. Carpenter and Lillian P. Carpenter 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (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: 

LILLIAN P. CARPENTER, as Executrix for the 
Estate of 100754/03 
GERALD CLAYTON CARPENTER 

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: ,2010 

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

Attorkeys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

xn Heitler MAR - 4 2011 



( 106083/99 d 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertton, New York 

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

W 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5 M) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
in Heitler 

JAN 3 12011 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S,,  INC. 

Index No.: 106246/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

§32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 
\ / V I  \ !  

Y, MCTIERNAN MOORE 
Frank Ortiz Esq. Sania alikzay, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. - 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway FULTON BOILER WORKS 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

2 Rector Street, 14' 
New York, New Yor 

Q 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
OliDER 

Index No. : 1 0626 1 /99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

/ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

F I L E D  
(212) 313-3600 

MAR - 4 2011 

(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 

N€W YQRK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICg 

312011 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No. : 1063 16/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

$32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 
I / d /  \ I  

Frank Ortiz Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway FULTON BOILER WORKS 
New York, New York 10 
(212) 558-5500 New York, ~ e w  York E D 

Attorneys for Defendant 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

SO ORDERED, MAR - 4 2011 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 

p!FW '{OFM 
coub i y CLERK'S OFFlCt 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 107742/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

FREDERICK A. IOLI and 
DOLORES IOLI, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. AND S. INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 

vs. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

INDEX NO.: 107913199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 NAR - 4 201' 

t- t.8 2 5 2011 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 1079 18/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 
+ / u  

Attorney for Plaintiffs RKS 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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

JAN, 3 1  2011 
\ 

(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 108200/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

ttorneys for FULTON BOIL 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
NewYork,NewY k 00 

- 3 6 0 F  \ E (212) 558-550 

\lhR 4 20" 
SO ORDERED, 



TE OF SEW 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X:/-=fiw369OSleeaWJune 201 0 

SUPREME COURT OF THE ST. 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 104 113280/97 & 
11 1036/98 a 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. + I  I \  

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

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

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No,: 109754/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



Plaintiff(s), 

I against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 110087/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 
I/[ \ 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 

Barry McTiernan & Moore-- 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 

New York, NY 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 

1 0003 New York, New 
(212) 313-3600 

JAN 3 12011 



X:/+w36Z9lle~aUJune 201Q 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 101035/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto,, 

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

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

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New Yark, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York PO\ ?W 

E 0 
(212) 313-3600 .In11 

SO ORDERED, > 
Hon. Sherry Kleh-Heitler 

" Ly- 



This Document Relates to: 

ARNOLD JOHNSON, Personal Representative for 
the Estate of XAVIER PRANCKEVICUS, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et at., 

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

INDEX NO.: 99-1 10954 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

- .. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

HOAGLAND, LONG0 
MORAN, DUNST R 
DOUKAS, LLP 

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

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New Bruns ick, NJ 

&il I\ 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Mtorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Attorneys for Plainti 

the Estate of Xavier Pranckevicus, 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

50 ORDERED: 

FEB 252011 



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.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Carmella M, Heintzelman, as Executrix for the Estate of j Index No.: 112128/99 
Robert F. Gary; 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

; NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

it 20'' 
B 
y& # 

Dated: New York, New York 

+?f 11 4 6  ~~~~~~~~ .{!y ,d 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Carmella M. Heintzelman, as Executrix for the Estate of 
Robert F. Gary 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRlSBOE BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
199 Water Street, Suite 2500 
New York, New York 10038-35 16 
(212) 232-1300 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1863-271 19 

4833-9405-8502 1 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 112604/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 
\/% I/[ \ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 

1 0003 New York, NY 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 

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

r :  



NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 114000/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

ia Malikzay, 
Attorneys for FULTON B 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 (2 12) 3 13-3600 

SO ORDE 
HAR - 4 2011 



X:/<tBw38902l&/ June 201 0 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK -- 
ALEX LASKOWSKY, 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. \/* \ I  I \  

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 1 15493199 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

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

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

F I L E D  (212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

MAR - 4 2011 SO ORDERE 



X:/cfbw38353/IeaaL/June 2010 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX -- 
THOMAS FUGATE, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No,: 116768/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

&ia M a l i k z a y w  
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorneys for FULTON B O I L E K h  RKS 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

MAR - 4 2011 SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 1 16769/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 
1/& 

-.. CI 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Kenneth J. Gary, Personal Representative for the Estate 
of John Gary and Deanna Gary, Individually; 

Plaintiff, 
"against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 117282199 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

W Megan E. Wriegstein, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
199 Water Street, Suite 2500 
New York, New York 10038-3516 
(212) 232-1300 

.- 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Kenneth J. Gary, Personal Representative 
Gary and Deanna Gary, Individually 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

state of John 

700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 
(212) 558k500 

SO ORDERED, 

1863-20290 

4833-9405-8502.1 

Hon. Sherry K1)dr- _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  I Heitler _ L  h 201'1 NAW - - -  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

I 
I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 

_I. . 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

FEB 2 5  2011 

lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

KENNETH J. GARY, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JOHN GARY, AND 
DEANNA GARY, INDIVIDUALLY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. AND S. INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 117282199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

488/98, 11 1041/98 & 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 
-1% I \ 1 

ia Malikzay, E 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTieman & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14' Floor 
New York, New Yor 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 
2QI' 

flbR 
SO ORDERED, 

f ! b 5 N  3 12011 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC, 

Index No,: 117930/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 
t / d  1 4  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway FULTON BOILER WORKS 
New York, New York 10038 

s for Defendant 

2 Rector Street, 14th Flo 
(212) 558-5500 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 1 18267/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New F\Ob E \ 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 0 ;t 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICK J. O’NEILL and FRANCES 
O’NEILL, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. AND S. INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 118787/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND I 
ORDER 

I 

Defendants. 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 

4 l o f t  (212) 227-7878 
r\PR * 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 11 8951/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

BOILER WORKS 
Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERE F I L E D  
MAR - 4 2011 



.. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YO= CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DONALD K. LEWIS, as Executor for 
The Estate of DONALD A. LEWIS, and 
LINDA LEWIS, Individually, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

10 1767106 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be an 

costs. \ \ a- L@ \ \ \ 

r p  Qq, 4 
F r d T r t i z ,  Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBE 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

, 

iley Stoker Corporation 

New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Hkitler 



:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
PHILIP S. MEYER as the 
Administrator for the Estate of 
STEPHEN F. MEYER and DOROTHY 
B. MEYER, Individually and PHILIP 
S. MEYER as the Executor for the 
Estate of DOROTHY B, MEYER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. AND S. INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 120263/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY ! 
.JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

’\. 

I 

Attorney&dhE$ Stoker C o r p o r a ~ ~ p G ~ A  SQ ,&A 

New York, New York 10279 * +  :J*\‘” 

233 Broadway kik: ’ / ” *  @?$ 

(212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

F k~ 2 5 2011 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No. : 1208 10/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs, 

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

2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor.,-- 
New York, New York 1 0 6 6  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index N ~ ~ ~ 1 0 7 5 9 9 / 0 0  & 
122 1 89/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

- 
Frank Ortiz,Esq. T*bi;v 
Attorney for Plaintiffs ".L. ~ ORKS 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14* Fl or 
New York, N e v k  b0 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 
4 201' 

t4aR - 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 

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 
; (Heitler, J.) 
I I 

I Index No.G3.1854/ 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KATHERINE BUXTON, EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF WILLIAM D. BUXTON AND 
KATHERINE BUXTON, INDIVIDUALLY I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

; MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendads). 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiff's Complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
m q -  "2011 

Ke-k, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of William D. Buxton 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 al2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

N0029729-1 

Hon. Sherry Klkin Heitler 
FEB 2520'' 

2383-26169Q 



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

I (Heitler, J.) 

: Index No a : 121854/9 103590/00 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

KATHERINE BUXTON, EXECUTRIX FOR THE I 
ESTATE OF WILLIAM D. BUXTON AND 
KATHERINE BUXTON, INDIVIDUALLY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I Plaintiff( s), I 

1 NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant( s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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: New York, New York 
d- 14 ,201 1 

Kev- o ,Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of William D. Buxton 
700 Broadway 

New York 10003 

324-50554 

N0029723-1 FEE 252011 



*. 

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMlvfARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

- -  -- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _____________"______________l__lrl__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. 

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

so ORDERED: 

MARIN GOODMKN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue-Suit 
Harrison, NY 10528 
(212) 661-1151 



ROSE MARIE LAHEY, as Executrix for the Estate of 
FRANCIS D. LAHEY, and ROSE MARIE LAHEY, Individually, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) n 
Index No.: 1218911199 'd 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLrVER 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 dismi 

and without costs. 

ork, New York 02, 18. I 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, NY 10003 COMPANY 
(212)558-5500 . 500 Mamaroneck Avenue-Suite 501 

700 Broadway h33ELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

Harrison, NY 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RF: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

NYCAL 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

RUDY H. LAUFER, 
Plaintiff(s), 
vs. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.C. AND S. INC. (ARMSTRONG 

INDEX NO.: 121982/99 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER ING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

costs. , 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Riley 
233 Broadway 
New York, New 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

I 

so ORDERED: 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j 1,A.S. Part 30 

j Index No.: 105205/05: ,J 21983199 

! (Heitler, J.) 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND LOBUS and JOAN CHURCH 
LOBUS, 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFOW, 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,oOakfabco Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
-11 ,2011 

.~ 

SO ORDERED, 4 
Hon. She 

--"-- 
Rob\ert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
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 

qO@h 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 & pgs 

vbR 

*1 CLE 
snd' 

SO ORDERED, 

257X-OS46E 



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

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

This Document Relates to: 

105205/05 
RAYMOND C. LOBUS (Deceased) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant. TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertspn, New York 

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

MES EDWARDS 
HMUTY, DEMERS & M~MAN& 

rneys for Defendant couNT' 

! 

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

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT E F E R S  TO: 

JERRY E. MALANEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants, 

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

Index No.: 107492/0d, il984/a 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Yo , New York $ ,2011 

r, 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAR - 4 20’’ 
New York, New York 10004 

Y Q W  (212) 509-3456 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 

New York, New York 10003 

.- R~~ OFFIE 
1 CLL cob* 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

257 1 -0S40AO 



JERRY E. MALANEY (Deceased) 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFOREy defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

Dated: Alberts n, New York 
';:7- ,2011 F I L E D  

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

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

SO ORDERED, 



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: 

PHYLLIS GACH, Individually and Executrix for 
the Estate of MICHAEL GACH, : NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants, i 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

ork, New York 
,2011 

7). c: -**" Lb 
8 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Phyllis Gach and Michael 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

700 Broadway 4 2Q7' 
New York, New York 10003 NbR 
(212) 558-5500 
.. 

COUN 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler F EB 2 5 2011 



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

112375102 
MICHAEL GACH (Deceased) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: $EFTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs . 

A 

VHMUTY,  DEMERS & MCM&~I.@W 
Attorneys for Defendant Gou 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attornevs for Plaintiffs 
700 Brdadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

rtson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



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: 

EDWARD J. FERGUSON and JEAN 
FERGUSON, 

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

i Index No.: 

; NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
Jl ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward J. Ferguson and Jean Fe 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SKM - DATED: 2571-0736AB 



NYCAL 
I.A.S, Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

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

y 
MES EDWARDS 
MUTY, DEMERS & 

Azorneys for Defendant 
HMAN CONSTRUCTION 

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

SO ORDERED, - 
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 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 121987/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD W. KLOPFER and BARBARA 
KLOPFER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants, i 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the I 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York -73 ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
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, 

S M ~  - DATED: --.- 
w 2571-0847AH 



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

100678/07 
JOHN M. KING (Deceased) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION COWORATION , as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 
\/iy , 2011 

F I L E D  
MAR - 4 2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

rtson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

U H M U T Y  , DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 

i Index No.: 1 16796/07, 12 1988/99 

i (Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FELIX M. JUZDOWSKI and PATRICIA 
JUZDO WSKI, 

("'3 
i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
4 3  ,2011 

\ . .  

Tx\> ~ 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Felix M. Juzdowski and Patricia Juz 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

D 
4 IQ" (212) 509-3456 VhR " 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

FELIX M . JUZDOW SKI 106891 100 
116796/07 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertsori, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 122059/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S, Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
\ / \  \ 

-. 
Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs S 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 . ,  

SO ORDERE 
F I L E D  



Index N .: 99-122185 G 
03-10091 2 

DONALD MONACO, 

NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plainti fc JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _f_r_"_____-______l____________________I"--*------------*--------~--*- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY , 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 121558-5500 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suit? 501 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 

Harrison, New York 10528 4 2 0 9  
(212) 661-1151 r\m - 

FEB 25  2011 



CAROL NICOLAIDIS, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
JAMES NICOLAIDIS, and CAROL NICOLAIDTS, 
Tndividuall y, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLlVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

K.EELER-DORR- 

FVHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DON-OLIVER BOlLER 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 

arid without costs. 

Attorneys for Pfuintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 

FEE3 2 5  2011 

k&RIN GOO6& , LP. 

COiWPAIVY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 



SUPRER E COURT OF THE STATE OF 
'COUNTY OF NEW YORR 

JEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
"against- OFiDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DOF3 OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

DeFendant. COMPANY 
X ---l-_l_l__*f__---___----------------------"-----------*------~-------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELkR-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rt~les 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. 
Atttortieys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 COMPANY 
(2 12)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Ave, 

Harrison, New York 10 

700 Broadway KEELER-D ORR- OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 

." ..." 

I- r B  2 5  2011 



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 

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 

Irejudice in this action, and there being na opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

igainst defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

rejudice and without costs. 

t /  2.0 ,2011 

Veitz & Luxenberg 
‘00 Broadway - 7th floor 
lew York, NY 10003 

80 ORDERED, 

Anna M. DiLon&do 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
2OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

N RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

rHlS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

S C O T  McGRAW as Executor for the Estate of 
VlERRlCK McGRAW 

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 

daintiffs’ 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 I0003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

2134999, 107599/00 & tw 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

- 
Fra 
Att~--- ,  . 
Weitz & I 
700 BroaG .. -J 
New York, NY 10003 
.(212) 558-550 

0 New York, N e p k  UOG 
(212) 313-3600 

nk Ortiz,Esq. alikzay, E s w  
nrn~v for Plaintiffs 

,uxenberg Barry McTiernan & Moore 
I . t x m \ 7  2 Rector Street, 14th Flqor E 

SO ORDERED, 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

a 
10943 1 /00 

JOHN L. MATHIS 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEFT'EMBER 2010 FIFO 

I 
I WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 
I 
I 

I 
I 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

F I L E D  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

on, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

P1 ainti ff, JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELEH-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X -----_________*-----________f___________------~---"-*----------------- 

WHEMFORE, 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. 

ORDEXEB, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-55OO 

Dated: H ' on,NY *6/'& 
GALED 

M-N, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-D ORR- OLWEi2 B L 

SO ORDER 

(212) 661-1151 

1A 
Honorable Sheny Klein-Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS SCERE and ROSE M. SCERE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 11 11 14/00, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co,defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York vi; ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. r\AR 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Thomas Scere and Rose M, Scere 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-0459AL 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

1221 93/99 a 
WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F L E D  
MAR - 4 2atl 

~ \ E W  '{QFiK 
y CLERK'S BFFHS JAMES EDWARDS O"%, 

A:IMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Morneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

ew York 11507 

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 E. TAYLOR and RETA M. TAYLOR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C, & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J*) 

Index No.: 108905/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMAFLY 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 Cop., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
c+4 ,2010 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLLJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

/@? Ai/? 
(212) 509-3456 

I L E O  
p@V- 4 ZOtt 

Arthur L, Taylor and Reta M. Taylor 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

2383-26066D 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY i N Y C A L  

I I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No.: 108905/00, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ARTHLJR L. TAYLOR and RETA M. TAYLOR, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND OlRDER 

A. C. & S. INC., et ai. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, hc . ,  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 
7 2019 - c  

hur L. Taylor and Reta M. Taylor 
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, 

1122-1632 



t 

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: 

ARTHUR L. TAYLOR and RETA M. TAYLOR, 

Plaintiffs , [ 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 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 York, New York 
, 2019 I d  

Arthur L. Taylor and Reta 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 w~ 4 2011 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler F EB 2 5 

1235-1 145 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O K  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

\ Index No.: 108905/0 122198/99 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION a THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ARTHUR L. TAYLOR and RETA M. TAYLOR, 

P1 ainti ffs , 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
A-1 1'- ,2011) 

n / 7  

Matthew T. F a u y ,  Esq. L/ 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGXVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  
pi$Ft)- 4 2011 

Morney for Plaintiffs \ 
Arthur L. Taylor and Reta M. Taylor 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler Hoi 

324-5087D 



PATRICK C. VANCHIERI, 

Pi aintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) - 
Index N&: 122199/1999 +J 

1 13 1 Y6/2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGiMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

surrirnary judgment in the above-entitled case, ptrrsuant 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. 

ORBERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 I2)558-5500 

Attorrieys for Defendtwit 
KEEL ER-D ORR-0L1 VER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, fk IOIL E 0 
Harrison, New York 10 8 

I 
(212) 661-1151 

MAR - 4 2011 
I 

FEB 2 5  2011 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO, , INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertso 4 20" 
VhR 

v@J 5 {@ 0?:6* FF\G'5 
, , y  GLE 

rSP'- 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

TISHMAN REALTY & 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

TION CO., INC. 
0 I.U. Willets Road 

Albertson, New York 11507 
(5 16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J . )  

114286lOO 
103645/06 

MARK WITTER (Deceased) 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO,, INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Alberts 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

so ORDERED, 

UTY, DEMERS & 
htforneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

(516) 294-5433 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
JAN 31  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARK WITTER and BEVERLY WJTTER, 
i Index No.: 103645/06 

114286/00 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
"against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

&cb7.. Robert _I Darish, Esq. 
--,.,- D 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGXVNEY & KLUGER. P.C, MAR - 4 2011 

Mark Witter and Beverly Witter 
WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 (212) 558-5500 COUNTY CtERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

a 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-0629D 



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: 

MICHAEL D. ZOGBY and TONI D. ZOGBY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., el al. 

j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New rk, New York 
UT3 ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 4 ZQI’ WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway MAR - 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S ,  Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 122338/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs ORKS 

Q 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

flbB - 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

106483/00 
RONALD W. KLOPFER (Deceased) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertsoq, New York 

HMUTY, DEMERS & M c M A W N '  ' 
ttorneys for Defendant 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I. U . W illets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(3 16) 294-5433 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc,, et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 122342/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. . I  

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 

\ *  Attorney for Plaintiffs 1* ,, ) 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, l g ~ x  E D 
New York, New 
(212) 313-3600 

MbR * 4 201' 
(212) 558-i50 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

DONALD C. FLOWERS (Deceased) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

FRANK ORTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

W Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

bertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 
Ron, Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 3 1  2011 



X:/-Vbw32834le~a~.une 2010 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF 
COUNTY OF NEW YO= 

TEW YORK 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

1047/98, 11 1486/98 & 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

+d ' \  
without costs . 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 1 

(212)313-36$ \ (212) 558-550 

flhR - 4 20'' SO ORDERED, 

' / ' _ I  i 



EDWARD DEVINE (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
122313/97, 105235198 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO,, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

2MI 
*aR .+ 
~?\q .I@K(-J@% 

-I" t +/ G@Ks 
AMES EDWARDS Gou'-' 

ERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

J A N  3 1  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

EDWARD L. JEMIOLO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
122879/97- 
11 1069/98 123724/99 
1 1 1829/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO -_____----------___________l_l__________-----~"------------~"----------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertsog, New York 

FRANK ORTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

HMUTY, DEMERS & Mch$#k@J$( ;!'a8 

TISHMAN C O N S T R ~  
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

4 1 6 )  294-5433 
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.: 109&54/02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PHILIP MULE and CYNTHIA MULE, 122078/97 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

magainst- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
-13 ,2011 

n 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Philip Mule and Cynthia Mule 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New 

H/& - 4 20'' 

Nevi .(ORK 
SO ORDERED, RKS OFF\= 

@ N - w E  

2571-831 



SUPREME C O ~ ~ R T  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 182910&=& 
122879197 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
4 3  ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Edward L. 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 flhR - 4 zOl1 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

2571-0861V 



L_r-- Y 

JOHN KRUSHER AND GLADYS KRUSHER : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 

Plaintiff(s), : FOIU) MOTOR COMPANY 

- against - 
Index No.: 123889/99 

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 COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed 
with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
January 13,2011 

WETTZ & L U X E N B E R ~ .  \ 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: John Krusher and Gladys 
Krusher 

& DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
757 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10017 

y 
T: 212-593-6700 
F: 2 12-593-6970 

{ 00%0860.DOC } I/ 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 123936/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Reitor Street, 14'h Floor 

(212) 313-3600 

Hon. Sherrv 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
1OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
ARNOLD M. LITTLEWOOD, as 
Executor for the Estate of ARNOLD 
TOM LITTLEWOOD, and MARIE 
T'RAINOR, as Executrix for the Estate 
of EVA LITTLEWOOD, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. AND S. INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 125070199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

I 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 4 201' 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 r\bR " 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 125073/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
. / Z  I I I \  n 

WEITZ & LUXENBER 
Attorneys for Plaintiff - n  
700 Broadway FULTON BOILER W O M S  
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

New York, New York 100 
4 101' %,/ (212) 313-3600 yM - 

(212) 558-5500 

\. 

SO ORDERED, * 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 

E" 



RICHARD W. BROOKS (Deceased) 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO -------____________f____________________--------------_-~~-------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
t / % Y  , 2011 

FFIS 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

torneys for Defendant 

SO ORDERED, 

200 I.U. Willets Road 
tson, New York 
294-5433 

YAN 

11507 

3 I 21111 ,." , I  , Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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 

~ 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

i (Heitler, J+) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD W. BROOKS and JUDITH HASELEY 
BROOKS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No.: 125074/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., NC. ,  et al. 

I I Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

ork, New York 
,2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq, 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Richard W. Brooks and Judith Haseley Brooks 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 

2511-739 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .) 

107297/00 
DOUGLAS F. MATHEWS 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Alberts New York \qniL ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

WAttorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I. U W illets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 



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: 

JANET W. FITZGERALD, as Executrix for the 
Estate of ADOLF V. WEBER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No.: 125761/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New3Tt, New York 
,201 1 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
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 

2571 -929 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
125761199 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, , hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

HMUTY, DEMERS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

RUCTION CO., INC. 

Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



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 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES E. LEWIS and MILDRED LEWIS, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC, et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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 eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
%?J ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

James E. Lewis and Mildred 
WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. pT L E D 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 WAR - 4 2011 

(2 12) 509-3456 I (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
NEW YORK 

CQUbi’i Y CLERKS OFFICE 

2571-841AP 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .) 

25767199 D 
JOHN D. LARKIN (Deceased) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

f l L E D  

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

YISHMAN CONSTRUCTION (\jEVJ YQRK 
CORPORATION, as S u w  , q , ~  CLERKS OFFICE' 
Interest to TISHMAN REAL -IT Y & 
CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC . 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

, New York 11507 
-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J, )  

(-4EEz3 
105494/00 
112083/00 

JAMES E. LEWIS 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

F I L E D  
MAR - 4 2011 
- 

IF"' ' 1 yc l?K 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. UTY, DEMERS & Mc/~$AN~J#KI~ bLC OFFI- 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO.,  INC. 

ertson, New York 11507 

ttorneys for Defend&?'-"J 

0 I.U. Willets Road 

(516) 294-5433 
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.) 

j Index No.: 25768/99, 07321/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD E. MANGOLD and PATRICIA 
MANGOLD, 

0 
i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
; MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 43 ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ronald E. Mangold and Pa 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I) 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

HAR - 4 20’’ 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT LAURANCE MAYDICH and HELEN MAYDICt 

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 

Irejudice 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 

IATED: 1 1  13 , 2011 
> 

,ttornejls for P l a M  
Veitz & Luxenberg 
00 Broadway - 7th floor 
lew York, NY 10003 

Anha M. DiLdnardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans M 
Hauppauge, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT LAURANCE MAYDICH and HELEN MAYDICH 1 0 7 2 9 9 l O O ~  
Index No. 1 

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 

3laintiffs’ 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. 

7 ittorneys for Plaintiff 

Veitz & Luxenberg 
’00 Broadway - 7th floor 
dew York, NY 10003 

201 1 

- 
Anna M. DiLdnardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans 
Hauppauge, N 

;O ORDERED, 4 
Hon. Sherry nielli neiiiei 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. .- _. - 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT LAURANCE MAYDICH and HELEN MAYDICH 107299/0Q&%%~ 
Index No. I 

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 

mjudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

3ATED: 1113 ,2011 

lain tiff 
Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
\lew York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

,r++- 

- - /  
Hauppauge, NY 1 I, 

+-- 

4 IO'' 
@ $0 ORDERED, 

Hon. Sheh-#?&leinYHeitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-clairns against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
A/%* ,2011 

FRANK ORTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS MAR - 20rl ttorneys for Defendant 

AtEW YORK 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ N - , y  CLERKS 
Interest to TISHMAN REALT 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

JAN 3 12011 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK 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 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Dated: New Y rk, New York %I 3 ,2011 

h 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Douglas F. Mathews and Je 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F\"t* 0 
New York, New York 10004 fihR - 4 201' 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

@V YQRK 
CoUNly CLERKS OFF'= 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2571-0605AK 



This Document Relates to: 

NORMA A. HUFF (Deceased) 
' 425769/99> 

100769/03 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO, , INC., hereby requests summary judgment I 
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant. TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertso 

J.4MESEDpARDS b' 
- 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant cd gS OF 
700 Broadway SHMAN CONSTRUCTI&G@ 
New York, NY 10003 

HMUTY, DEMERS , s ~ I ~ M A ~ ,  F,*, 

CORPORATION, a e & s s o r  in 
Interest to TISHMAN'REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516J 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
HonXSherry Klein Heitler 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

RONALD R. KENT (Deceased) 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FJFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

'IHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor i 

ttorneys for Defendant 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION F I L E D  
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

MAR - 4 Zo1' 



Robert Joseph Schmidt and Patricia E. Schmidt 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., improperly pleaded as "Ericsson Radio Systems, Inc., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda-Ericsson Inc." (hereinafter, ERICSSON INC.) hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant ERICSSON INC., 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., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

A 
c 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

Our File No. 07@.&4Ad 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

I) 2 12-490-3000 

piAfi - 4 2Q1' 
SO ORDERED, 

428398 I .  I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j LAS. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: - 
TIAN M, CHAPKO, Executrix for the Estate of 
RAYMOND ST. GELAIS, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., XNC., et ai. 

Defendants, j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Ij 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York + ,2011 

p\Ln-, 
Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Raymond St. Gelais 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaint 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

NE\NyORK 
Ty CLEWS 

700 Broadway COUN 
(212) 558-5500 I (2 12) 509-3456 

25714925AM 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S, Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No: 12577119 , 104181/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Q THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HERBERT L. STENGEL, JR. and FLORENCE 
STENGEL, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. I 

Defendants. i 

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 there t 0, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
$I ,2011 

F I L E D  
MbR - 4 ?HI 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGJVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
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 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-0925AR 



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 M. HARCROW, SR. and EVELYN 
HARCROW, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 110978/06, 25775/99 9 
: NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
4 3  ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Tnc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 @ +(JFf\& 
-.y ,@KS b 

Aouw 
SO ORDERED, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. " 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway 4 2Qlj. 

NbR 

2571-0726AD 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertspn, New York 

F R A N K ~ R T I Z  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

kftorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 3 12011 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

! I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J+) 

j Index No.: 11 1253/04 
1 13040198 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARTIN ZUCKERMAN and THELMA 
ZUCKERMAN, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Dated: New Ybrk, New York 
, 2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Martin Zuckeman and Thelma Zuckerman 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1OOOq \ b E 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

0 
HAR - 4 20'' 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

i Index N o . G G & l  O448YOO 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARLO BRISCOLI and DONNA BRISCOLI, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York 
1-”r? ,2011 

/ 

Ro$eGb&ish, Esq, - 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

’ -’ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Carlo Briscoli and Donna Briscoli 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

2571-238 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO, , INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson. New York 

FRANK ORTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

so 

F I L E D  
MAR - 4 2011 

MES EDWARDS COUNTY CLERK'S ~ F F ~ W '  

ttorneys for Defendant 
AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY 2k 

UCTION CO., INC. 
0 I.U. Willets Road 
bertson, New York 11507 

(516) 294-5433 
ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .) 

DIANE BROUGHTON 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 
I 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson. New York 
,2011 

;-ft- 
FRANK ORTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Success 
Interest to TISHMAN REAL 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. NE,,8l ygfilc 
200 I.U. Willets Road ~ H K S  O F R S  Albertson, New York 1 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 31 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

114151/05 
JOHN R. CATANZARO (Deceased) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMJ3NT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Mttorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

so ORDERED, 
Y 

Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler JAN 3 

York 11507 

1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X "*--__r------_____*_l_l_r__________l____------------*------------------- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X (Heitler , J .) ---"__-------______"________________I___----------*-"----------_-~------ 

This Document Relates to: 

007370/ 
GERALD E. FISHER (Deceased) P 10/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEP'TEMBER 2010 FIFO - - - -_______*______________lr_________l_r~-------~~~~~~~-------~~~~------  X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York FILED 

NEW '(U H K 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

700 Broadway 1 

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in ! 

s m * ? m E R K S  OFF'= 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant 

I Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

ertson, New York 11507 

I 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .) 

CARL LUNDERMAN 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in ! 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albert on, New York 
J z r  ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

A MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

/\,J torneys for Defendant 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (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, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York *p ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
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 . cL 

(212) 509-3456 w 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2571-830 



HAROLD RINEHART (Deceased) 
NO OPPOSITION 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO, , INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs . 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORJS CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X --*"-"--------------_________l_____f____---------------------*---------- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X (Heitler, J.) ---------------____*~~---"----------------------~*"--------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 
Index No 
100552/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

ROBERT E. BRANN (Deceased) 

___*_*_r__-----_________________r_______-------------------------------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

MES EDWARDS 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCT1 
New York, NY 10003 

ttorneys for Defendant 

rtson, New York 11507 

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: 

MARIE H. BRANN, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of ROBERT E. BRANN 

Index No. 100552/00 

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. 

DATED: ,2010 A /  

Weitz 81 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

a F , r r E D  

SO ORDERED, MAR - 4 2011 

r_YI’(ORK 
=OUS\~TY CLERKS O F F I ~  

JAN 3 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: 

MARIE H. BRANN, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of ROBERT E. BRANN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100552/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
Jg ,2011 

- 4 m” 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Marie H. Brann and Robert E. Brann 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

-.. 

J 
R8kd Darish, Esq, 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-741 



." 



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. BALLlNG, JR. Executor for the 
Estate of THOMAS L. BALLING and JO ANNE 
RADER BALLING, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., el al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100553/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
G 

rcl3 ,2011 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Thomas L. Balling and Jo Anne Rader Balling 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDEFSD, 

2571-743 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THOMAS L. BALLING, JR. as Executor for the Estate of 
THOMAS L. BALLING 

Index No. 100553/00 

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 Go., 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: / d i - ~ o 1 0  

New York, NY 10003 1 

A ?  

A 4 2011 Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey C U R  
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans 
Hauppauge, NY&$J@W 



SUPREME COURI' OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 100557/00 

SIMONNE DESSUREAULT, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of ROGER R. 
DESSUREAULT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without - 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs \5 
Simonne Dessureault and Roger R. 
Dessureault 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-731 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No 
100557/00 

ROGER R. DESSUREAULT (Deceased) 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEFTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being DO 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO, , INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN Sl2011 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
100592/00 

WILLIAM T. FRANKLIN 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs . 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MUTY, DEMERS & MCMAW 
ttorneys for Defendant @ d-@@=wm Y fi TISHMAN CONSTRUC ON 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME CXIIJK'I' 01.' 'l'f-IE S'I'A'H; 01: N13W YOKK 
COUNTY 01: NllW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

"___ - 
j NYCAI, 
j I.A.S. Part 30 

j Index No,: 120685/9 , 100665/00 

j (IHcitlcr, J.) 
AS I3 ESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS ROKSVOLD and MARYANNE 
ROKSVOLD, 

0 
: 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 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 York, New York ,[ s\ ! ,2010 

$ .  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Thomas Roksvold and 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAR - 4 2011 
(212) 558-5500 

~ ~ E V V  YORK 
r C ) t  ,iq\y CLERKS OFFICE' 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

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: 

BARBARA GALANTA, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH D, GALANTE, 

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 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak 

888 Veterans &JiaLicJLap 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

MAR - 4 2011 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 
JA /$@a ~ , E W S  OFW€ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BARBARA GALANTA, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH D. GALANTE, 

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 BMCE Inc. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

' ' :! .dl 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: 

BARBARA GALANTA, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH D. GALANTE, 

Index No. 1 I 
108353/- 

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 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

prejudice and without costs. 

I 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

D 

Attorneb for Daendant 
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 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.: 101032/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
a P? , 201 1 

.A 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Anna Blocker and Cary Blocker, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-742 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
101032/00 

CARY BLOCKER SR.(Deceased) 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARYJUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPOMTION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs , 

MAR - 4 2011 

.. NEW ‘fORK 
F R ~ s  OFFICE! 

G# 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

rtson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

F I L E D  I: 

MAR - 4 2011 

',A! ' J +  i 

MES EDWARD~O~A\IY ~ > i  F ~ T K ~ , c - :  o ~ ~ i a :  

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

:- Attorneys MUTY, for DEMERS Defendant & McMANUS 

tson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, 1.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EVELYN J. SCHWARTZ and WESLEY A. 
SCH WARTZ, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No.: 101 760/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Evelyn J. Schwartz and Wesley A. Schwartz 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

7 d 
2571-829 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

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: 

FRANCIS BROOKS and GENEVIEVE 
BROOKS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102466/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 3.h ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 

HAR - 4 ?o\l MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WElTZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

",\LVJ .r'":Hri 
I& rk& Y Ubi%* a 

(212) 509-3456 
f-c)u,* 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-740 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .) 

X Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO -________rr-----------------------------------------------------------~" 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Index No 
102466/00 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
\\ ''\ 3 ttorneys for Defendant 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC 

on, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 
I 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment I 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO.,  INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs . 

."AMES EDWARDS 
HMUTY, DEMERS & MMfiNUS 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant - 4 2011 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, &kd 'QR 

Interest to TISHMAN R W M & s  oFFlCt 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 102468/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN PALASZYNSKI and MAUREEN 
PALASZYNSKI, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco 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, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. r 

Dated: New ork, New York 
373 ,2011 

c .  

R bert ahsh, q-- 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

>\hb 
NAR - 4 2011 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

HEW YORK 
p~,ou,,, I y CLERKS OFFICE 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS J. CRUGER and BARBARA 
CRUGER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 11 
12 1 743/97 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OFtDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Ciyil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
Lp3 ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
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 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, V 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

S- a DAmD:--e 
2511 -134 



in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 
I 

~ complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

FRANK ORTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO, , INC. 
200 1,U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

Attorneys for Defendant 

JAN 31 2011 (516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SU'+REME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Constance M. Montgomery, Individually and as the 
Personal Representative for the Estate of Robert 
Montgomery; 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, 5.) 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A. C. and S., Inc., et al., j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Xnc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDEED, that upon notice td all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. \ 
Dated: New York, New York 

+3.( r \  
*$ & 

Megan E. &&stein, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 

v 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Peerless Industries, Inc., Constance M. Montgomery, Individually and as the 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP Personal Representative for the Estate of Robert 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 Montgomery; 
New York, New York 10005 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
(212) 232-1300 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 1 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: 

VOLKERT PETERS and HELEN PETERS 
Index No. 1029 8/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

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: 

VOLKERT PETERS and HELEN PETERS 
Index No. 102918/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Bucyrus International, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Bucyrus International, with prejudice 

in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

be against defendant Bucyrus International, 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 7'h Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

and the same are hereb 

Andrew M. W e e r  
Attorneys for efendant 
Bucyrus International 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, K x & i $ ! G  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VOLKERT PETERS and HELEN PETERS 
Index No. 10291 8/00 

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 

Q i c e  against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismisse 

and without costs. 

DATED: 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

JVeitz 8t Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 7fh Floor 
Vew York, NY 10003 

3 0  ORDERED, 



WARREN E. BURNHAM (Deceased) 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO ____-rr_____________________lrf_r_______-------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

/<--""? 
MES EDWARDS 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs rneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUC 
New York, NY 10003 

S J L E D  
yw- 4 2011 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REA 
CONSTRUCTION CO., IN 

Np40 'u'3Ki-i 
COUNIY CkRK'S O F F I q  

I. U . W illets Road 
rtson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

'JAN 3 1  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 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

; Index No.: 1034 12/00 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WAYNE WALLACE as Executor for the Estate of [ 
WARREN E, BURNHAM, 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMEN 

MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

A. C. & S., NC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, hereby requests summary .Jdgment in 1 ie 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
4 3 ,  ,2011 

Attorn 
RbbertDarish, Esq. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Oakfabco Inc. Warren E. Rurnham 

ey for Defendant 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 1 l;.LEB~s OFF@' 

SO ORDERED, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

700 Broadway d 4 Z W  

' ORU ,:ijJ { 

- m l Y  kd 

2571-928 



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 

i IndexNo,: 113177/9 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM A. WAGNER and ALICE WAGNER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York q2 ,2011 

Irish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway kLER~s ofFm 

5 c 4 2att 
William A. Wagner and Alice Wagn&h 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

p ;.;w YORK 

cQUN yy 
(212) 558-5500 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

FRANK ORTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, % w \I 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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: 

FRANCIS X. HOYLES, JR., as Administrator for 
the Estate of FRANCIS X. HOYLES and ANNA 
HOYLES, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C. & S., WC., et al. 

Defendants. : 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 103416/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York ..H 3 ,2011 

Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Francis X. Hoyles and Anna Hoyles 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 4 ?MI 
(212) 558-5500 WflR * 

-. .. 



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.: 103500/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BEVERLY B. ELTER, Individually, and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JOSEPH J. ELTER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
J3 ,2011 

\\>\-:+.$)>--” 0 * 
Robert Dahsh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Oakfabco MCGIVNEY Inc. & U U G E R ,  P.C. Beverly WElTZ & B. LUXENBERG, Elter and Joseph P.C. J. pTL€D 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

New York, New York 10003 HAR - 4 2’’’ 

2571 -7 29 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertsqn, New York 

FRANK ORTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

W r n e y s  for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

ertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 3 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 N Y C M  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 121854/99 103590/00 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

KATHERINE BUXTON, EXECUTRIX FOR THE I 

ESTATE OF WILLIAM D. BUXTON AND 

0 I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

KATHERINE BUXTON, INDIVIDUALLY I 

Plainti ff(s), I 

NO OPPOSITION 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT : MOTION AND ORDER 

I 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S . ,  INC., et al., 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 
a-N- -2011 

K e r r w k ,  Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO 0RT"""- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of William D. Buxton 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAZ, 

I I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 
I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No.: 121854/99 103590/00 0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

KATHERINE BUXTON, EXECUTRIX FOR THE 1 

ESTATE OF WILLIAM D. BUXTON AND 

I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
1 

KATHERINE BUXTON, INDIVIDUALLY I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

NO OPPOSITION 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
MOTION AND OFtDER 

I 
I 
I 
I 

Defendant(s). I I 
WHEREFORE, defenilant, 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, a11 claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
d- 14 ,2011 

Ke-k, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of William D. Buxton 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-5055Q 

N0029723-1 FEB 2 5  2011 



X 
This Document Relates To: 

Robert Joseph Schmidt and Patricia E. Schmidt 

NYCAL 
I.A,S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., improperly pleaded as “Ericsson Radio Systems, Inc., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda-Ericsson Inc.” (hereinafter, ERICSSON INC.) hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant ERICSSON INC., 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., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

4 
r ~~~~,~ h*-+s . ZhnV 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

D. 2 12-490-3000 
Oitr Fife No. 07 4 L  

!“;>E - 4 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

428398 I .  I 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby 

without costs. 

FRANK ORTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

tson, New York 11507 

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 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TIAN M. CHAPKO, Executrix for the Estate of 
RAYMOND ST. GELAIS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 125771/9 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

, above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

. defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2011 

R2bert Darish, gsq; 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Raymond St. Gelais 
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, 

1 x j  r ’ i  3 vq l  
\1, 1. .r \y;. 

2571-0925AM 



HERBERT L. STENGEL JR. (Deceased) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 8 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

ttorneys for Defendant 

RUCTION CO., INC. 

n, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 31  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 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 12577119 

HERBERT L. STENGEL, JR. and FLORENCE 
STENGEL, 

j 

-against- 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, [ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., etal. 

Defendants. / 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New rk, New York L.3 ,2011 
F I L E D  

~~~~~~ b 

I *  

R &Daris , Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Herbert L. Stengel, Jr. and Florence Stengel 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
I 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-0925AR 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

- - - - - -________~_f___~~~~- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -~ -~~~~~- - - - - - - - - - -~~~~- - - - - - - - -  X (Heitler, J.) 
This Document Relates to: 

X -----_______l_____r-r___________________~~-~-------------"~-----------~- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No m 104449/00 

JOHN R. CATANZARO (Deceased) 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO - - - - - -__________________ l_ r_____________- - -~~~~~-~ - - - - - - - - -~~~~~- - - - - - - -  X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertym, New York 
.d a. * ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

wttorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5 6 )  294-5433 

SO ORDERED, n Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler JAN 3 1  2011 



DIANE BROUGHTON 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 

&zz& 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. ,  INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson. New York 

FRANK ORTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Success sg - 4 zaii 
Interest to TISHMAN REAL 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. GE;SJ \fQF,l< 
200 I.U, Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 1 
(516) 294-5433 

CLERKS OFFq& 

SO ORDERED, 

*E,4N 3 12011 



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: 

CARLO BRISCOLI and DONNA BRISCOLI, 
i Index No.: 125798/99: 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, [ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York 
2”11 ,2011 

i 

b. J .. d ‘*-d 

p \q, ‘/ it\ \*,,~ 

Ro&*D&ish, Esq. - 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Carlo Briscoli and Donna Briscoli 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-238 



CARLO BRISCOLI 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. , hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

F I L E D  
without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
UCTION CO., INC. 

00 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 31 2077 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , 5 . )  

Index No 

gE& 
JOSEPH J. GALDYS JR. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, , hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against .defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC 

I.U. Willets Road 
ertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



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 
! (Heitler, J.) 

/ Index No.: 122 1 76/96 1 04845/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

TEXIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARK KAUFMAN, as Executor for the Estate of 
MARTIN S. KAUFMAN, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
Qf3 ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaint 
Martin S. Kaufman 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG. P.C. 
700 Broadway 4 201' 
New York, New York 10003 fibR * 

'212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SKH - DATED 'x\ 2571-835 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MARTIN S, KAUFMAN (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 

.i:tzg$ 
NO OPPOSLTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

FRANK ORTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ttorneys for Defendant v ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

ertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



NATHAN GLOWATZ (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J. ) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

FRANK ORTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

MUTY, DEMERS & Mc 

MANCONSTRUCTION MAR - 4 2011 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & p j ~ f l  '(GRK 
CONSTRUCTION CO., IN&,uhi-y CLERK'S OFFICE 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

son, New York 11507 
94-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

0 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
~ 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANN SHAW, as Executrix for the Estate of 
NATHAN GLOWATZ, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 16794/07( 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

. 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without . 

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
3 - 2  ,2011 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.1 - 
New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway ZQ" 

vhR 
(212) 509-3456 

Hon. Sh&y"Klein Hc :itler 

' ' $  '$2011 2571-728 



JOSEPH M. HARCROW SR. (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .) 

Index No 

105040/00 Q 78/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO ---___I------------_----*~~-------------~------------------------------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. , hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to ‘TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 7 -  6) 294-5433 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler JAN 3 1  ru1i 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

FRANK ORTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MUTY, DEMERS &-MCMANUS LP ttorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO, , INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

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 
j (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, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New%lqjk, New York 
,2011 

\. r 
~~~- 

Robert M i s h ,  Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. John Torchick 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. F I L E D 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

New York, New 
(212) 509-3456 

York 10004 

SOORDERED, 2 
MAR - 4 2011 

NEW YORK 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

2571-926 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

*(9' ',b: Qt t* 
@@GJ 

i-t PW FRANK ORTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO, INC. 

Willets Road 

S&McMA US 

on, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 3 1 2011 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

RONALD R. KENT (Deceased) 

Index No 

\- 

WHEREFOREy defendant TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

. AMES EDWARDS 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. IIHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

ttorneys for Defendant 

F I L E D  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor i 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO,, INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

MAR - 4 201' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_-I--------______~_II ~*----__________* "* ~--________I ..--- ---___** *.. ------ x 
IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 

JOHN D. LARKIN (Deceased) 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO ____I_ r~---__________* *.. -~-__________* .. -r--______** **f-----d-" --------- -x 

WHEREFORE, defendant,' TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION C O . ,  INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

F I L E D  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION ~ ~ E V J  YQRJZ 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as S U F ~ S W ~ ~ ~ ~  (-JFF~CE" 

S & M c M W  - 4 2011 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

Willets Road 
n, New York 11507 
4-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 

JAMES E. LEWIS 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: S E m M B E R  2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims. against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. ,  INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
STRUCTION CO., INC. 
.U. Willets Road 
tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 32 2011 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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 

j Index No.: 125767/99, 105494/00 

! (Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

.=_3 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES E. LEWIS and MILDRED LEWIS, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED,. that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
a?, ,2011 

h< . -+”- r, +?-- [-(L f 

\ 

RbbedTarish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

-c 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAR - 4 2011 (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

t\l~\,v YORK 
C~JLJ~U-I Y CLERK‘S OFFICE SO ORDERED, 

2571-841AP ns Fv+ 3 2 5 2 a t ~  
s u l . . D A  4B: -a 

ur 



WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 COMPANY 

500 Mamaroneck Avenue-Suit 
Harrison, NY 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

FF? :? 5 201% 
* *  



EDWARD J. FERGUSON (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPOMTION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I. U . W illets Road 

rneys for Defendant 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD J. FERGUSON and JEAN 
FERGUSON, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., XNC., et nl. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
J 3  ,2011 

h 

Robert D&h, E;q.'-- 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward J. Ferguson and Jean Fe 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

k 
y$v 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

"I.."_.. 7 66 Mein Heitler 

(212) 558-5500 

-5 2011 SKH - DAWD: 25714736AB 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
IOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT G. CORTRIGHT and 
JOANNE B. CORTRIGHT, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

- .. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 105827/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

.. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, New York l02$iIR - 4 2011 
(21 2) 227-7878 

FE.R - ... 2 5  2011 
SKH - DATED: 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 5.) 

Index No 

(gEE-3 
1 1 23 75/02 

MICHAEL GACH (Deceased) 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATIONy as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albert n, New York 
lJW ,2011 

\! W e b  & Luxenberg, P,C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

b 201' 
*R - 

MES EDWARDS 
DEMERS & 

Attorneys for Defendant Gou 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATIONy as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

son, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



This document relates to: 

ROSE MARIE LAHEY, as Executrix for the Estate of 
FRANCIS D. LAHEY, and ROSE MARIE LAHEY, Individually, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S, Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMXNT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVF,R 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 dismi 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, NY 10003 COMPANY 

500 Mamaroneck Avenue-Suite 501 
"" Harrison, NY 10528 

(212) 661-1151 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 

/-%.EEh 
100678/07 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO,, INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 
1 / 4 7  ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  

LhHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

n, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

RONALD W. KLOPFER (Deceased) 

Index No 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertsou, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

HMUTY, DEMERS & M c M A ~  
ttorneys for Defendant . 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



FELIX M. JUZDOWSKI 
1 16796107 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MES EDWARDS 
MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS CF ttorneys for Defendant 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FLORENCE D. MCMANUS, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF SHELDON E. 
MCMANUS NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 107203/00 

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 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 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

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 CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FLORENCE D. MCMANUS, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF SHELDON E. 
MCMANUS NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 107203/00 

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 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

'2 D 
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: 

FLORENCE D. MCMANUS, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF SHELDON E. 
MCMANUS NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 107203/00 

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. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

A h a  M. DfLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Yway 888 Veterans Memorkl 
, NYq 1 11788 .dd :b 

$ i. * 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LUCY KALINOWSKI, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of MATTHEW Z. KALINOWSKI 

Index No. 107270/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway I 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
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: 

LUCY KALINOWSKI, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of MATTHEW Z. KALINOWSKI 

Index No. 107270/00 

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. 

‘t -+I* 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 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler MAR - 4 lo’’ 

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: 

LUCY KALINOWSKI, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of MATTHEW Z. KALINOWSKI 

Index No. 107270/00 

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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

w -  I 
Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defenda4':L# 
Robert A. K e a s w d .  
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 3 1  2011 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitier, J, )  

This Document Relates to: 

DOUGLAS F. MATHEWS 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

F \ @  

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway HMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

torneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

ew York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DOUGLAS F. MATHEWS and JENNIE 
MATI-IEWS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al, 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
4 3  ,2011 

- 
Robert Darish, Esq. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Jnc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 F l a ~  4 2011 

Attorney for Plaintfffs 
Douglas F. Mathews and Je 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Frt* 

co"N'iu CLERKS OFne 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
YCRK 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2571-0605AK 
FEB 254&ll 

sKf1- DATED:.- 
I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REIATES TO: 

ROBERT LAURANCE MAYDICH and HELEN MAYDIC 

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 

irejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

igainst 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 

IATED: 11 r3 ,2011 
1 

Veitz & Luxenberg 
'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
llew York, NY I0003 

n n /  
;O ORDERED, 

Anha M. DiLdnardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans M F V I b & p  
Hauppauge, NY 17 8 

Hon. Sherry k i t l e r  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT LAURANCE MAYDICH and HELEN MAYDICH < l m r n 2 5 7 6 8 / 9 9  
Index No. 1021 15/07 

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 

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 

md without costs. 

)A>’$ ,~ ,2011 

ittorneys for Plaintiff 
Veitz & Luxenberg 
’00 Broadway - 7th floor 
Jew York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans 
Hauppauge, N 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT LAURANCE MAYDICH and HELEN MAYDICH -25768199 
1021 15/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORbER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

iudgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

lismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

mjudice 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 

irejudice and without costs. 

IATED: $3 , 2011 

3 Neitz & Luxenberg laintiff 

'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
Jew York, NY 10003 

io ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, 

F: 



RONALD E. MANGOLD (Deceased) 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .) 

Index No 

321/00 0 NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY SCTDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossclaims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successopp,,. ,  CLERlqS a F F , ~  

Interest to TISHMAN REALT 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I. U . W illets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

ttorneys for Defendant 

aYEE\rJ Y0RI.i 

-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

JAN 3 7. 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN E: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 125768/99, 107321/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Q THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD E. MANGOLD and PATRICIA 
MANGOLD, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 43 ,2011 

\ ,  7- 

,be$darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Oakfabco Inc. Ronald E. Mangold and Pa r a r y ~  Q 
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 ~ A R  - 4 201’ 

(2 12) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 



JERRY E. MALANEY (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 

@ 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MES EDWARDS 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5 16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JERRY E. MALANEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo , New York %b ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Tnc. Jerry E. Malaney 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

flAR - 4 lo’’ 

Hon. SherryKlein Heitler 

257 1 -0840AO 



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. LOMANTO, Individually and as Proposed 
Executor for the Estate of BERNICE T. LOMANTO 

Index No. 107534/00 

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 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

prejudice and without costs. 

FICE 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
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: 

JAMES V. LOMANTO, Individually and as Proposed 
Executor for the Estate of BERNICE T. LOMANTO 

Index No. 107534/00 

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 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Anna M. Diionardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Me 
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: 

JAMES V. LOMANTO, Individually and as Proposed 
Executor for the Estate of BERNICE T. LOMANTO 

Index No. 107534/00 

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 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Hauppauge, 
888 Veterans M a 0  



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
0RI)ER 

Index No.: 12 1345/9 
122 189/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

A Irl without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorney for Plaintiffs ORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th F1 or 
New York, N e F k  b0 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 
t+ 2Ql' r\m 

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 
SO ORDERED, 



SCOTT MC GRAW, as Executor for the Estate of MERRICK 
MC GRAW, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DQRR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
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 ddendant 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-DO=-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. **< 7 . / 1 4 \  

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER B 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 



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 89/99 

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 

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 

Index N 4 8 & >  
1221 89/99 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SCOTT McGRAW as Executor for the Estate of 
MERRICK McGRAW 

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. ‘;r [/ 2.Q ,2011 A 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Anna M. DiLonirdo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

D F \ t  
F\bR - 4 m’ 

Hauppauge, NY I 1  



536.10388/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NY CAL 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Aeitler) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 3 0  

This document relates to: 

MERRICK McGRAW, Deceased, : Index No.: 1 0 7 8 5 4 / 0 0  

vs . 

Plaintiff, (November 2010 Monthly FIFO 
: Trial Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al, , 

Defendants. 

: SUMMARY J U D G m N T  MOTION 
: AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, ,,ereby 

requests summary judgment in t h e  above-entitled case, pursuant to 

2ivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

:omplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

i r e jud ice ,  and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

:rossclaims against defendant, Unit 

:ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wit 

IATED: &fig/// 

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
& FLINN 

00 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
ew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 25 2011 



536.10388/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NY CAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable 
This document relates to: 

MERRICK McGRAW, Deceased, : Index No.: 

Plaintiff, 

Sherry K sin Aeitler 

107854  / 0 0 

(November 010 Monthly FIFO 
: Trial Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al., : SUMMARY J U D M N T  MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 

anover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME CO TE OF NEW YORK RT OF THE ST 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

EDWARD GUNTRIPP, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.:? 674/2!0;. 
08352t200 
w 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTTON AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COiMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

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 BOlLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. -1 I .I ( \ \ 

Attorneys for Plnilttifl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

F I L E D  (212) 661-1151 

SO ORDERED 

U R  - 4 2011 

FEB 2 5 7011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PAUL J. DRANK 
lyy 2462100 
108353/00 

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, 

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 Weiner Lesniak LLP 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1  788 

SO ORDERED, 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
I D  12462100 
08353/0 PAUL J. DRANK \ 

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 Weiner Lesniak LLP 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

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: 

PAUL J. DRANK 

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 § 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. 

DATED: , 2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
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: 

BARBARA GALANTA, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH D. GALANTE, 

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 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

! F\LeD ” 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

‘ !.4/ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BARBARA GALANTA, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH D. GALANTE, 

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. 
I 

201 1 

-- 
Attorneys for Plaintiff \+&)LL 

Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

D 
4 2011 p 

CERKS ma Julie L. er couiiiy 
Attorne s for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

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: 

BARBARA GALANTA, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH D. GALANTE, 

1 12438100 F&b OO76WOO 

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. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak 

888 Veterans 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LINDA COSTANZO, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of FRANK S. COSTANZO 

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 Go., with 

prejudice 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 A 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

F I L E D  
MAR - 4 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: 

LINDA COSTANZO, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of FRANK S. COSTANZO 

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 

areiudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: ~ ,2011 

Y '\* Weitz & Luxenberg %'Y* 1 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

-@~o~F,cs' 
'? 

Julie I/ Mer E ~ d  
Attorneys for 
Lock he@Md%$l 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 I 

Hon. Skrry Klein Heitl 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LINDA COSTANZO, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of FRANK S. COSTANZO 

Yx-bbJjI 0077100 
IO8354100 

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: ! / W  ,2011 

'Xi -I Weitz & Luxenberg 4, 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 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: 

PETER CEFALY and EMILY CEFALY 

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 x Attorneys Julie L. Mer for Defend ant 
BMCE lnc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

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: 

PETER CEFALY and EMILY CEFALY 

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. 

/I 
, 2011 

sys tor Plaintitt 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 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: 

PETER CEFALY and EMILY CEFALY 

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: \ /  t.4 ,2011 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 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: 

EVA JEAN LAWLER, as Executrix for the Estate of 
CONRAD G. AUBIN, and EVA JEAN LAWLER, as 
Administratrix for the Estate of JUANITA AUBIN 

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: *R ( /  ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

I f  

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 88 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, M4R - 4 2013 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EVA JEAN LAWLER, as Executrix for the Estate of 
CONRAD G. AUBIN, and EVA JEAN LAWLER, as 
Administratrix for the Estate of JUANITA AUBIN 

! 1 7 7 / 0 0  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ~ II +&a '2011 

Attorne Julie L. er 
Attorne I s for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans M 

'ys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Hauppauge% 
$9' 

SO ORDERED, OBIq 
fibR * 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler &Y' Y#S 
*:*1 GLk 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE L. BALL 

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 

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: 

GEORGE L. BALL (%2%3?1058g'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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

I 

! 
I 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE L. BALL 
1 10589/00 @z%"a) 

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 I0003 Weiner Lesniak LLP 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
, Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Aeitler 



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 of 
WILLIAM PHILIP ALLOCA 

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 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: 

PATRICIA PAPADINO as Administratrix for the Estate of 
WILLIAM PHILIP ALLOCA 

. 110564/00 

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. 

I /  

DATED: ,2011 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

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: 
1 10577/00 

EVA JEAN LAWLER, as Executrix for the Estate of :re CONRAD G. AUBIN, and EVA JEAN LAWLER, as 
Administratrix for the Estate of JUANITA AUBIN 

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. 

1 Attorneys Julie L. Mer 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, - 4 2011 



536.14723/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

_. . . 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

WILLIAM P. ALLOCA, 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein 2itler) 

Index No. : ‘ 108356/00J 
110564/00 

(November 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WEREFOM, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, w i t h  

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and w i t m q  

”, - i, -1 2 N  

& FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
. O .  Box 4 3 8  

0 7 9 3 6  

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 2 5  7011 



536.14723/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

WILLIAM P. ALLOCA, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

JNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
?t al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry K l e i n  Heitler) 

Index No. : c5Z> 1 0 8 3 5 6 / 0 0  

(November 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

:equests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

rivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

lomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

lrejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all cla'ms and 

rossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Cor + & k Q d  the 

ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cost% IQlJ 

ATED: d/ /gb(  y&R .. 

& FLINN 
00 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
?w York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

agle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
. Box 4 3 8  

ast Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

3 0  ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry  Klein Heitler 

FEB 2 5  2011 



536.14487/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW ----7F 1WK.K 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

ANTHONY C. BAGNETT, Deceased, 

vs . 

Plaintiff, 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 

(November 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withou 

QEITZ & LUXENBERG 
qttorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
\Jew York, New York 10003 

GARRITY, GIIAHAM, MURPHY , GAROFALO 
& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

..H.anover, New Jersey 07936 

30 ORDEmD, 



HAZEL P. SPENCE, as Personal Representative for Estate 
of JAMES L. SPENCE, and HAZEL P. SPENCE, Individually, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOlLER COMPANY, Et  al. 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

suminary 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 dismissed with prejudice 

I /  
and without costs. 

-b[ \ -p( ' t  
Dated: Harnhw. NY 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attoriteys for  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Attormysfor Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, S 
Harrison, New York 105 

KEELER-D ORR- OLI VER BOILER 

D 
(212) 661-1151 

MAR - 4 2011 

ih, - YORK 
I' Ld 25 2011 ~ U N  i Y CLERK'S OFFICK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NANCY J. MAZUROWSKI, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF STEPHEN L. 
MAZUROWSKI 

22/00 

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. 

iNeitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
Yew York, NY 10003 

Anna M, DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial His hway 
Hauppauge, 

MAR - 4 2011 

NEW YORM 
3 0  ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICt: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
._ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NANCY J. MAZUROWSKI, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF STEPHEN L. 
MAZUROWSKI 

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. 

Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
Yew York, NY 10003 

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 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NANCY J. MAZUROWSKI, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF STEPHEN L. 
MAZUROWSKI 

I 2 1 22/00 ;- 
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 

wejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

a 
4ttorneys for Plaintiff 
Neitz & Luxenberg 
‘00 Broadway - 7th floor 
dew York, NY 10003 

A 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
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: 

MARGARET MELILLO, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF VICTOR G. 
MELILLO 

108387/00 Do 
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 

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 

md without costs. 

ittorneys for Plaintiff Tk),< *d" 

Neitz & Luxenberg 
'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
dew York, NY 10003 

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 CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARGARET MELILLO, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF VICTOR G. 
MELILLO 

~ ~ l 1 0 / 0 0  83 87/00 

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 5 3212, 

lismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

rrejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

igainst defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

irejudice and without costs. 

3ATED: dw ,2011 

00 Broadway - 7th floor 
lew York, NY 10003 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

10 ORDERED, 

n 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARGARET MELILLO, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF VICTOR G. 
MELILLO 

108387/00 D 
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 

mjudice 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. 

ittorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
dew York, NY 10003 

;O ORDERED, 
Hon. 

JAN 3 

Anna M. Diconardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 17 F\LEQ 

12011 



536.15318/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

JAMES H. MACK, JR., Deceased, : 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

YORK 

NY CAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : <&> 1 0 8 3 8 7 / 0 0  

1 0 2 9 0 3 / 0 4  

(November 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, w i t h  

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

nd the crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corpora 

same are hereby dismissed w i t h  prejudice and witE 

--- -. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

7 2  Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

anover, New Jersey 07936 

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: 

ROSE MARIE MACK as Administratrix for the Estate of 
JAMES H. MACK JR. 

? ~ ~ 2 ! ~ ~ ~ % >  

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 

/# 4 
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 11788 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

MAR - 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: 

ROSE MARIE MACK as Administratrix for the Estate of 
JAMES H. MACK JR. 

!!:;?2!;- 

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. 

DATED: , 2011 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Anna M. DiLonaWN? Y CLERKS C’FFIa 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

SO ORDERED, 
AN 3 120111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROSE MARIE MACK as Administratrix for the Estate of 
JAMES H. MACK JR. 

::"!;2$kl= 

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 

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 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARY ANN PlClNlC and SANDY PlClNlC as Co- 
Executries for the Estate of RAYMOND0 PlClNlC 

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. 

a 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

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: 

MARY ANN PlClNlC and SANDY PlClNlC as Co- 
Executries for the Estate of RAYMOND0 PlClNlC 

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 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. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 BMCE Inc. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppal 



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 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

URVERED, 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. 

Attarneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORU-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)5S8-5500 

C O M P M  
SO0 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

F I L E D  
(212) 661-1151 



MILTON STROBER, 
NO OPPOSITTON 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KJZELER-D ORR- 

Defendnn t. COMPANY 
X l_--_-----_l-__"~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 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 Da*g/z and without costs. 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ 
Attorneys for Pluititiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

h R I N  GO- , LLP. 

Harrison, N ~ W  Y O * ~ ~ L  E D 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck it 501 

KEEL ER-DORR-OLI VER E OILER 

(212) 661-1151 

f E6 2 5 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ARTHUR L. TAYLOR and RETA M. TAYLOR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S, Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

/+----l 
Index No.: 108905/00 122198199 L-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 York, New York 
a!rr ,2010 

MR2- 4 2Otl 

ook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Arthur L. Taylor and Reta M, Taylor 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

: 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. She& Kl'ein Heitler 

2383-26066D 



i 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, 5.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ARTHUR L. TAYLOR and RETA M. TAYLOR, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. 
, 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Cowter & 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 
7 201(a - c  

Nttorney fo@efendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
McGimY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

A%orney for Plaintiffs \ 
Arthur L. Taylor and Reta M. Taylor 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-1632 



1 

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 N f i a  22 Z 98/99 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ARTHUR L. TAYLOR and RETA M. TAYLOR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

; NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
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 York, New York 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 MR 4 2011 
(212) 509-3456 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

~~IEW YORK 
apln GLEF?RS OFFlCt 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler F EB 2 5 

7 

1235-1145 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ARTHUR L. TAYLOR and RETA M. TAYLOR, 

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, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
2-1 / -  ,2011) 

n / I  

Matthew T, Fak&y, Esq. -,--’ 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCG~VNEY & KLLJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

F I L E D  
m- 4 2011 

Ayorney for Plaintiffs 
Arthur L. Taylor and Reta M. Taylor 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

324-5087D 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANTHONY NASCA AND LILLIAN NASCA 
Index No. 109052/00 

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. 

DATED: ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Lockheed Martin Corp. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 



UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

U RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

‘HIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 109052/00 

LNTHONY NASCA AND LILLIAN NASCA 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

?e above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

daintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

iere 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. 

(7 i L- 
Yeitz & Luxenberg 
‘00 Broadway - 7th floor 
Jew York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, WC8E D 

io ORDERED, MAR - 4 2011 

NEW YORK 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 3 1 2011 C O U N D C L E J W ~ S Q F F ~  



NO OPPOSITION 
SUM MARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

REELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _"_-"--__-rr___-_---------------------*------"*--*~--~~--------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorrteys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York I0003 
(2 12)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Ave, 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
700 Broadway KEELERR-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

Harrison, New York 10 
(212) 661-1 151 

SO ORDERED: 
-. 

t tB 25 2011 

- 4 2011 



5 3 6 . 1 2 5 6 3 / A J M  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
JOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

r h i s  document relates to: 

JAMES NICOLAIDIS, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

JNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
:t al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 1 0 9 0 6 4 / 0 0  

(November 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212 ,  dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
4 2Q" 

DATED : s//p / I /  

& FLINN 

United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

v Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 

Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



5 3 6 . 1 2 5 6 3 / A J M  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.. - 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry K l e i n  Heitler 
This document relates to: 

JAMES NICOLAIDIS, Deceased, : Index No.: 1 0 9 0 6 4 / 0 0  

Plaintiff, (November 2010 Monthly FIFO 
: Trial Group) 

vs. 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPOWTION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHErnFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, her 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

b 

t 

"vi1 Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff' 

Zomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, wit 

?rejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all claims an 

ED'" 2rossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and witho *Ak. 
4 19'' 

y N  

& FLINN 
T O O  Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
J e w  York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle R o c k  Avenue, Suite 3 5 0  
x 438 
nover, New Jersey 07936 

io ORDERJ3D. 
# 

HonorablewSherry K l e i n  Heitler 

FEB 2 5  2011 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 
(Heitler, J.) 

CAROL NICOLAIDIS, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
JAMES NICOLAIDIS, and CAROL NICOLAIDIS, 
Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. JUCELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _----------------_--_._____II___________------- 

FVHEREFURE, 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. 

Oh!DERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Marnaroneck Ave, Suite 501 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 

FEB 25 2011 

Harrison, New York 10528 MAR - 4 201' 
(212) 661-1 151 



RAYMOND C. LOBUS (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HeitIer , J. ) 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims qnd cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albert n, New York 
,\&r ,2011 

FRANK ORTIZ Y u 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

f - h M E S  EDWARDS 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(%) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JA A/ 3 2o I~ 



536.17644/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates t o :  

RICHARD W. MITCHELL, 

Plaintiff, 

vs , 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable ,AAerry Klein Hei 

Index No. : 1 0 9 2 4 9 / 0 0  

(November 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

l e r )  

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERJ3D, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, united Conveyor C ~ y t E  B a n d  the 

same are hereby dismissed wi th  prejudice and without costs. 
r\AR - 4 2’’’ 

DATED : alrq \1\ 
East HanoGer, New Jersey 

- -  I - /v)I&,IS~Il 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GFLAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

st Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 2 5  2077 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROCCO PAPAPIETRO AND ROSA PAPAPIETRO 
Index No, 109264/00 

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 Plain tiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

J u I i e p  e r 
Attor eys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co, 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

i l c 8  

SO ORDERED, MAR 4 2011 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFF- ., 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_. ~~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROCCO PAPAPIETRO AND ROSA PAPAPIETRO 
Index No. 109264100 

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. 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memori 

Hauppauge PI1  

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: 

ROCCO PAPAPIETRO AND ROSA PAPAPIETRO 
Index No, 109264/00 

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 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

4P=== Attorneys Julie L. er for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

F I L E D  ' 

SO ORDERED, 
- 4 2ml 



536.09092/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sh 
This document relates to: 

LOUIS F. PAONESSA, 
: Index No.: 

rry Klein Heitler) 

1 0 9 2 6 6 / 0 0  

(November 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Plaintiff, : Trial Group) 

vs . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : S-Y JUDGMENT MOTION 
et al., : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed w i t h  prejudice and w' ?TtCoEsD 
DATED: I& 

MAR - 4 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 4 3 8  

, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 

N 3 1  2019 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NESTOR J. PAKIN and BERTHA V. PAKIN 
Index No. 109285/00 

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. 

201 1 
yc- 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

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: 

NESTOR J. PAKIN and BERTHA V. PAKIN 
Index No. 109285/00 

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. 

DATED: ' /w ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th flo 
New York, NY 10003 Lockheed Martin Corp. 

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: 

NESTOR J. PAKIN and BERTHAV. PAKIN 
Index No. 109285/00 

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 

irejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

3gainst 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 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesnia k 
888 Veterans M#&l b & a O  
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

MAR - 4 2011 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

A 

JAN 3 12011 



536.09417/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherr] 
This document relates to: 

Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 109318/00 

: (November 2010 Monthly FIFO 
DONALD MONACO, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, : Trial Group) 

vs . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
et al., : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a11 co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Cor 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and with 

4 2a17 DATED: 5 9  &I, 220 I \ pIb8 - 
East Hanove , New Jersey 

c 

F- I ESQ - PeM, t/&,<q 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG MURPHY, GAROFRLO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 4 3 8  

SO ORDERED, 

New Jersey 07936 

Honorable SheywKleTn Heitler 



R SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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 
______"."*_-_________f-------l--"~----l---------_---------------~--"- X 

WHERZFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

sumrn&y 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 prejidice, 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. 

Attorneys for Phittiiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)5.58-5500 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 

KEELER-D o ~ i - 0 ~ 1  VE 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suig 501- 
Harrison, New York 10528 4 201' 
(212) 661-1 151 NPIR - 

FEB 2 5  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O U  
___*- * _______________t____-------- "*__* ____****+" --r___**--------* -----x NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION +-  

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-D O M -  

Defendant. 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 BOlLER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORLJERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same ate hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plnintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 

GALEQ 
M-N, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendnnt 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER E L 

f+ 2011 - 
(212) 661-1151 

FEB 2 5 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RUTH MCDADE, as Executrix fo the Estate of 
CORNELIUS FRANCIS MCDADE, and RUTH MCDADE, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 109413/00 

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 

DATEDi  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: 

RUTH MCDADE, as Executrix fo the Estate of 
CORNELIUS FRANCIS MCDADE, and RUTH MCDADE, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 109413/00 

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. 

iNeitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
\lew York, NY IO003 

fi A 

A h a  M. DiLonardo 
Atto rne ys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

$0 ORDERED, - 
Hon. 



JOHN L. MATHIS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler , J.) 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  
MAR - 4 2011 

VAttorneys for Defendant- - 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 



5 3 6 . 1 1 9 7 0 / A J M  
SUPREME COURT O F  THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable 

: Index No.: 
This document relates to: 

KARL MULLER, 

herry K l e i n  Heitl 

1 0 9 4 6 5 / 0 0  

Plaintiff, 
: (November 2010 Monthly FIFO 
: Trial Group) 

vs . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
et al., : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEmFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and same 

\,$$ - 't m~ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GFtAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 

t Hanover, New Jersey 0 7 9 3 6  

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

. : A b 4  3 1  2011 HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No. 110077/00 
IO8354100 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LINDA COSTANZO, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of FRANK S. COSTANZO 

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 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Robert A, Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

MAR - 4 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: 

LINDA COSTANZO, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of FRANK S. COSTANZO 

Index NO.; 10077/0p/ 
108354/0 

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, 

Julie L. er 
Attorn ys for Defendant 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
BMC P Inc. 

8 Veterans Memoria_l t 

~ I 
I 

i ! 

i 
i 
i 
I 
I 

~ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LINDA COSTANZO, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of FRANK S. COSTANZO 

10835410 

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. 

'h. 
Y. 

- - 3 L  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg 1. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

/ Hauppauge, NY I 1  788 
1 

SO ORDERED, 

IV 31 2 0 1 ~  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SALVATORE J. LIBERATO and DOROTHY LIBERATO 
1 17036/00 

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 Go., 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 .I* I ,2011 

VVeitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veteran 
Hauppauge, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SALVATORE J. LIBERATO and DOROTHY LIBERATO 

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, 11- ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Hauppauge, 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

NY I I 788 

M . r n  - 4 20 ? I  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SALVATORE J. LIBERATO and DOROTHY L BERA 

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. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

,888 Veterans y e  
Hauppauge, (f&f EhW 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRANCES S. CLEMENTE as Administratrix for the 
Estate of SAMUEL MUDARO 

( y - y 6 6 / 0 0  '? 1 01 82/00 

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 

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. 

Utorneys for Plaintiff 
Veitz & Luxenberg 
'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
iew 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: 

FRANCES S. CLEMENTE as Administratrix for the 
Estate of SAMUEL MUDARO 

n66'oo 182/00 

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, 

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 

3 rej ud ice a nd without costs . 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
rlew York, NY 10003 

P I L E D  



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index 0: 110183/0 Q 
Robert L. Barker 

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 Yo 

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 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

4280573. I 

I 



IN RE: NEW YOKK COUNTY : NYCAI, 

i (t Ieitier, 1.) 

i Index No.: 1 101 85/00 

ASHES‘I’OS 1,ITIGA‘I’ION j I.A.S. Part30 

THIS DOCUMEN‘I’ REFERS TO: 

MARILYN G. TUOHY, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JAMES TUOHY, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et ul. 

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 York, New York 
+ t (  I, ,2010 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

l 3 z M . . &  
Attorney for 
Marilyn G, Tuohy and 

- 

D 
MAR - 4 2 W  WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

New York, New York 10003 
FJEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1122-19952 



SUPREME COUJl‘I 01;’ r l ’ l - I l~  S‘I’A‘I’E OF NLiW YOIIK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 
IN RE: NEW YORK cowry j NYC’AI, 

j I.A.S. Pari 30 ASBESTOS L IT1 CIATI O N  

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARILYN G. TUOHY, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JAMES TIJOiiY, 

”- d j (IkitIer, .I.> 

j Index No.: I10185/00 

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY ,JUDGMENT 
/ MOTION AND ORDER 

P 1 ai nt i ffs, 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et ul. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, <Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2010 t !? , I  b \ 

Attorney for N d b t  
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGLVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

f P A &  M ,  gv-hz -“4, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs ~ 

Marilyn G. Tuohy and James Tu 
WEITZ & LUXENBER 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 ZQ\\ 
(2 12) 558-5500 r\AR - 

324-1 



SUPREME COURT 0 1 7  TlW; S'fATl: 0 1 :  N17W YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

- -- ___. - 

i NYCAI, 
j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (IIeitIer, ,I.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARILYN G. TUOHY, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JAMES TUOHY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No.: 1 10 185/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
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 8 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 

\ 
'* 

,LEQ " 

1 *,/'I\ ,2010 

Marilyn G. Tuohy and James Tuohy 
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, 

1235-19428 



SLJPREME COIJR'I' OF 'HW S'I'AII< 0 1 ;  NI'W YOliK 

IN RE: NEW YOKK CXXJN'I'Y 
COUNTY 01: NEW YOKK - 

i NYC'AI, 
j l.A.S. Part 30 
! (lkitler, J . )  

j Index No.: 1 101 85/00 

ASBESTOS 1,ITIGATION 

THIS DOCIJMENT REFERS TO: 

MARILYN G. TUOHY, Individually and as 
Executrix far the Estate of JAMES TIJOHY, 

jl__-L- 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.C.& S., JNC., e/ al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York +J,, ,2010 

+ . 
Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Marilyn G. Tuohy and J 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 NbR * 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-663 



SUPREME COURT OF THF S'I'A'II~ 0 1 :  NI:W YOKK 
IN COUNTY RE: NEW OF yoRK NEW YOKK ~ ~ " ~ , l ~ - ~ - " ~ . . ~ " ~  *^" 

ASBESTOS LITIGA'TION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS 'ro: 
MARILYN Ci. TUOHY, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JAMES TUOHY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC7 et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J . )  

Index No.: 1 101 85/00 

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 $ 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, T i s , h a n  Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\I? ,I \ \  2010 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

,Q 

Hon. Sherry Kleid Heitler 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Marilyn G. Tuohy and James Tuohy 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2121 558-5500 

2383-3058 



SUPREME COIJRT OF 'rrw s u w  ot: NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i NYCAI, 
j I.A.S. Part30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 1101 85/00 

MARILYN G. TUOHY, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JAMES TUOHY, 

PlaintifK5, 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York q-+, ,2010 

v.. ?& &-- 
V 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 100 

Marilyn G. Tuohy and James Tuohy 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 1 ":".I 3 12011 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2082-1 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 18207’/02@0%3 
12 1939/97 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNARD SIKKAS and JEANETTE SIKKAS, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

-against- [ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ I 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants,. all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
7p1 ,2011 

R&ert D‘arish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Bernard Sikkas and Jeanette Sikkas 4 2011 

700 Broadway .(OR% 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. rzaR - 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 GOUNfl 
New York, New York 10003 

NYLERK’S 

FEB 2520\‘ 
SO ORDERED, 

* ”+-*3 . .? 

sw I DA3%ne.> 2571-839 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PETER CEFALY and EMILY CEFALY 

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 Julie L. Mer for Defendant 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, flbR - 4 20“ 

3 d w j i \ L 3 ~ ~  yFc”\r YQRK OFF\&. 



SUPREME COURT OF Tt 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

E STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PETER CEFALY and EMILY CEFALY 108355/00 

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. 

f - l  
,2011 

Attorn2 
Robert 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 Weiner 

SO ORDERED, . .  #G A. 

ys for Defendant 
A. Keasbey Co. 

non. merry 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-. .. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PETER CEFALY and EMILY CEFALY 
Index N f i G >  
108355/00 

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: \ /  ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg gkB,, '* I 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

/ 1 Hauppawe, 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: 

PATRICIA PAPADINO as Administratrix for the Estate of 
WILLIAM PHILIP ALLOCA 

108356/00 

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 Plain tiff 
Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 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 REIATES TO: 
Index 

PATRICIA PAPADINO as Administratrix for the Estate of 108356/00 
WILLIAM PHILIP ALLOCA 

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 Lockheed Martin Corp. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

*? 2011 



I 

PATRICIA D. PALADXNO, as Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of WILLIAM PHILIP ALLOCA, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGiMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _____________"__r--_------.---------------------------*---"----------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

siirnrnary 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. 
Attorrieys for Plaititiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(212)558-5500 

-N, LLP. 
Attorrreys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Marnaroneck Ave, Sui@& 

ZQ" 
Harrison, New York 10528 ' 
(212) 661-1 151 

I 

Honorable Sherryxlein-Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHARLES S. Banik, as Executor for the Estate of JOHN 
F. BANIK, and ANNABEL BANIK, Invidually, 

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. 

DATED: A\ ,2011 
4 m 

WR ” 

\ 

Julie L. Mer 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Atto r n z f o  

New York, NY 10003 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1  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: 

CHARLES S. Banik, as Executor for the Estate of JOHN 
F. BANIK, and ANNABEL BANIK, Invidually, 

87/00 

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 

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 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

@r-\ 

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: 

CHARLES S. Banik, as Executor for the Estate of JOHN 
F. BANIK, and ANNABEL BANIK, Invidually, 

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. 

Weits & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1  788 

SO ORDERED, 



536.14723/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

WILLIAM P .  ALLOCA, 

Plaintiff, 

VS . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

YORK 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 

(November 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant , United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and w i t m y  

Z l S l  '-, " L4 
\ '  

DATED: &/db/ 
st Hanover, 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
.O. Box 438 
ast Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 2 5  1011 



536.14723/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document r e l a t e s  to: 

WILLIAM P .  ALLOCA, 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

I 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 

(November 2 0 1 0  Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant , United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil 'Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Cor 

same are hereby dismissed with 

DATED: d//gb/ 
prejudice and without cost% 

V$&R ,- 

GRRRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO I A t t o g e y s  f o r  Plaintiff" & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

agle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
. Box 4 3 8  

ast Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry  Klein Heitler 

FEB 2 5  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 110574/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
ANTHONY BAGNETT, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), MOTION 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant MIL-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: a- / \\. ,2011 
New York, New York 

Jennikr L. Budner, Esq.-\ 
- 

WEITZ & LUX EN BERM.^. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

flAR - 4 2011 SO ORDERED, 



HOAGLAND, LONG0 

DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 MLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

MORAN. DUNST a 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MARY JANE BAGNETT, as Executrix for the Estate 
of ANTHONY C. BAGNETT, and MARY JANE 
BAGNETT, Individually, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et ai., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 00-1 10574 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

n, 

HOAGLAND, L O N G ~ M O R A N  \ 
DUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: - 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Mary Jane Bagnett, as Executrix for the 
Estate of Anthony C. Bagnett, and Mary Jane 
Bagnett, Individually, 
700 Broadmy 

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

252011 

BS-ELEVEN-18 



536.14487/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

ANTHONY C. BAGNETT, Deceased, : 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

YORK 

NY CAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 

(November 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

requests summary judgment in t he  above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withou 

r, 201' DATED: aliq 111 HbR 
East Hanover, New Jersey 

\ 

. P l r E h o c c l  FMlt 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY , GAROFALC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 

anover, New Jersey 07936 

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: 

EVA JEAN LAWLER, as Executrix for the Estate of 
CONRAD G. AUBIN, and EVA JEAN LAWLER, as 
Administratrix for the Estate of JUANITA AUBIN 

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 

w Attorneys Julie L. Mer for Defendant 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, MAR - 4 2all 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No. a 110577/ 
108356/00 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EVA JEAN LAWLER, as Executrix for the Estate of 
CONRAD G. AUBIN, and EVA JEAN LAWLER, as 
Administratrix for the Estate of JUANITA AUBIN 

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 Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

I I  

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, a Y  .I Y88- - 

F I L E D  
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: 

EVA JEAN LAWLER, as Executrix for the Estate of 
CONRAD G. AUBIN, and EVA JEAN LAWLER, as 
Administratrix for the Estate of JUANITA AUBIN NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: - - 1  I -  %3 ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 BMCE Inc. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP - fi '. 

SO ORDERED, 4 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHARLES S. Banik, as Executor for the Estate of JOHN 
F. BANIK, and ANNABEL BANIK, Invidually, 

110564/00 

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 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: t h  \ ,2011 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP New York, NY 10003 

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: 

CHARLES S. Banik, as Executor for the Estate of JOHN 
F. BANIK, and ANNABEL BANIK, Invidually, 

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 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: 

CHARLES S. Banik, as Executor for the Estate of JOHN 
F. BANIK, and ANNABEL BANIK, Invidually, 

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: - 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

12011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 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 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE L. BALL 10835610 

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 \?? L Weitz 8 Luxenberg %. v 

700 Broadway I 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

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: 

GEORGE L. BALL 108356/0 

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 

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 Weiner Lesniak LLP 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
, Hauppauge, NY 11788 

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: 

GEORGE L. BALL 108356/0 

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. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

N RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VlELONEY REEDER as the Administratrix for the Estate 
D f  FREDOW REEDER and BETTY REEDER, 
Individually and ELIZABETH REEDER as the 
4dministratrix for the Estate of BETTY REEDER, 

Index No. 110637/00 

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 

201 1 

v- i'? L--- 
Julie L Mer 
Attor r4 ys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

3 0  ORDERED, 

JAN 3 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: 

MELONEY REEDER as the Administratrix for the Estate 
of FREDOW REEDER and BETTY REEDER, 
Individually and ELIZABETH REEDER as the 
Administratrix for the Estate of BETTY REEDER, 

Index No, 110637/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp,, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

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 1  788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MELONEY REEDER as the Administratrix for the Estate 
of FREDOW REEDER and BETTY REEDER, 
Individually and ELIZABETH REEDER as the 
Administratrix for the Estate of BETTY REEDER, 

Index No. 110637/00 

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 

md without costs. 

Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
rlew York, NY 10003 

<LL?B YORK 
ERK’S OFFICE 

Julie L. er 7 Attorne s fot%&/&%&l 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



MICHAEL DELVECCHIO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .) 

Index No 
11 1049198 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTTON CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

F I L E D  
without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

I .  200 I.U. Willets Road 
lbertson, New York 11507 
16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler JAN 31  2011 



BETTY KING, Individually and as 
Executrix far the Estate of RONALD E. KING, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOJLER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant . COMPANY 
X ..--_____*_f_"f___.__.l________l________-----------------"~------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary jitdgment 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 beins 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. 
A 

n 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ M 3 R i B W B d  MAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Pluinigf Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BETTY KING, individually and as Executrix for the Estate 
of RONALD E. KING 

Index No. 110960/00 

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. 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1  788 

Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BETTY KING, individually and as Executrix for the Estate 
of RONALD E. KING 

Index No. 110960/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Anda M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans ~ ~ i ~ i ~ ~  
Hauppauge, N 1 8 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j NYCAL 
j 1,A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS SCERE and ROSE M. SCERE, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. \ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo , New York 
J3 ,2011 

R bert Darish, gsq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAR 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-0459A1 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS SCERE (Deceased) 

Index No 

$Eg  
NO OPPOSITION 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

without costs. 

MAR - 4 2Qll 

S OFFCSi 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

rneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

ew York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

EDWARD GUNTIZIPP, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTTON AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the Same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. -1 o ( \ \ 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ~QRZYJCAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorn r Defeitdmt 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

700 Broadway KEEL ER-D ORR-OL T VER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

F I L E D  (212) 661-1151 

MR - 4 2011 

FEB 2 5 ?011 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
125767199 
105494/00 p-> 

JAMES E. LEWIS 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO I_----_______-----_______r_r_________lr_---------~-----------------~~--- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that .upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs . 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
STRUCTION CO., INC. 
.U. Willets Road 
tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 3 1  2011 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARGARET MELILLO, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF VICTOR G. 
MELILLO 

108387/00 

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 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 
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 

4 201' SO ORDERED, v m  
NedER@ YQRK o m s  

cow0 
JAN 3 1  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index N o . < ~ l & G >  
IO8387100 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARGARET MELILLO, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF VICTOR G. 
M ELI LLO 

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: +J , 2011 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

JAN 3 1  2071 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index N 6 K G J  
108387/00 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARGARET MELILLO, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF VICTOR G. 
MELILLO 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge,#+Y 91 ? # 7 8 F  D 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

f ’  pi &e4 - 
\!A;( - 4 2011 SO ORDERED, 

p~yd YORK 



.- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

.. 

Index No. 112122/0 3 
108387/00 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NANCY J. MAZUROWSKI, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF STEPHEN L. 
MAZUROWSKI 

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 Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

888 Hauppauge Vetera%! 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No 112122/ 
10838710 Q THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NANCY J. MAZUROWSKI, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF STEPHEN L. 
MAZUROWSKI 

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 

nnd without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
‘00 Broadway - 7th floor 
rlew York, NY 10003 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, P W8E D 

MAR - 4 2011 

NEW YORK 

$0 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: 

NANCY J. MAZUROWSKI, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF STEPHEN L. 
MAZUROWSKI 

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 

?ys tor rlaintitt 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

888 Veterans Memorial , H i w a y  lcev 

- A  L U 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: 

ROSE MARIE MACK as Administratrix for the Estate of -08387100 
JAMES H. MACK JR. 

102903/04 

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 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

w/" F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry klein Haitler MAR - 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: 

ROSE MARIE MACK as Administratrix for the Estate of 
JAMES H. MACK JR, 

I 121 23/0 108387/00 
(“_“““d 02903‘04 

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 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2011 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
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: 

ROSE MARIE MACK as Administratrix for the Estate of 
JAMES H. MACK JR. 

02 9 0 3/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice l a w  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. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 



536.15318/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YWKK. 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

JAMES H. MACK, JR. , Deceased, : 

Plaintiff, 

vs * 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

/E%% Index No. : 

(November 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests ,summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint.' against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a11 co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor C 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wi 

nd the 

+ 

201' 
t4bR 

F&*I. U K L L L  ESQ -Pk.r i r  / & w ( y  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

st Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

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: 

BARBARA GALANTA, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH D. GALANTE, 

108353/00 100769/00 

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 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

prejudice and without costs. 

I 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



BARBARA GALANTA, as Executrix for the Estate of 
-JOSEPH D. GALANTE, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORK OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
______*--__________________r____fl______------------ 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 COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. %( , 51 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plniiitiff Attorneys fur Defendant 

New York, New York 10003 COMPANY 
(212)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Sui 

Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway KEELER-D ORR- OL IVER BOILER 

I 

SO ORDERED: 

I 

Honorable Sherry idein-Heitler 

(212) 661-1 151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BARBARA GALANTA, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH D. GALANTE, 

108353/00 100769/00 

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 

A 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

P -1 

J&&%dant 
BMCE inc. - 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

! t 3 Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index N W  
108353/00 

THtS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BARBARA GALANTA, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH D. GALANTE, 

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. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak 

888 Veterans &JiaLiJLaP 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

MAR - 4 2011 

NEW W R K  
JA ~~~~ ftERKS OFFICk 

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: 

PAUL J. DRANK 

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 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

prejudice and without costs. 

, 2011 

..- 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP 

888 Veterans Memorial 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

iighway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PAUL J. DRANK 108353/00 

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 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: 

PAUL J. DRANK 108353/00 

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 codefendants, 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 Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



This document relates to: Index Nd 1 125 17/20Qa/ 
100750/2003 

JAMES BALDWiN and HELEN A. BALDWIN, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTJON AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
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 COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice , 
n 

and without costs. 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

* Attorneys for Plaintiff 

(212)558-5500 

KEELER. 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, NY 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNJY OF N E W  YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES BALDWIN and HELEN A. BALDWIN 100750/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Go., 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, 

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: 

Helen Griff Chalier 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

M 7z-& 
qttorneys for Plaintiff 
i(veitr & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
Yew York, NY 'I 0003 

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: 

JAMES BALDWIN and HELEN A. BALDWIN 

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 Gorp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Gorp., be and the 5arne are h m b y  dismissed with. 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upan notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

7z?zLL.k 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitt & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Ghff Chalier 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Carp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 

Hauppauge, 

Hon. Sherry Klein'Heitler 

E D  
4 281'1 

j 

I 
!. 

: I  

I '  
! 
! 
i 

1 
! 

i 
! 

JAN dl2011 



UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION - 7 

'HIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

AMES BALDWIN and HELEN A. BALDWIN 

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 

hint is '  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. 

IATED: / 

$z&Y% 
4ttorneys for Plaintiff 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP - 888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 



SUPREME IURT OF THE ST 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

TE OF NE'W YORK 

PATRICK C. VANCHIERI, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a11 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. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 I2)558-550O 

Attorneys for Defenhinrrt 

COMPANY 
SO0 Mamaroneck Ave, 
Harrison, New York 10 

mELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 
MAR - 4 2011 

FEB 2 5 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

REGINA FAYLOR, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of PAUL E. FAYLOR 

Index No. 113384/00 

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, 

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 I0003 

Attorneyk foy 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: 

REGINA FAYLOR, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of PAUL E. FAYLOR 

Index No, 11 3384/00 

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 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  . 

MAR - 4 2011 
A 

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 REIATES TO: 

REGINA FAYLOR, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of PAUL E. FAYLOR 

Index No. 113384/00 

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 

and without costs. 
, 

"., 't Attorneys for Plaintiff % I 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. d r  
Attorneyk for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

j 
~ 

i i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

RAIMONDO PIcmrc, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

EELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heieler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 

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-OLWER BOILER COWANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Hanixn, NY 

WIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorntys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 l2)SSS-SSOO 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLIWR BOILEX 
C O M P M  
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

F I L E D  
(212) 661-1151 

FEB 252011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARY ANN PlClNlC and SANDY PlClNlC as Co- 
Executries for the Estate of RAYMOND0 PlClNlC 

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 

Index N o G &  
108388/00 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARY ANN PlClNlC and SANDY PlClNlC as Co- 
Executries for the Estate of RAYMOND0 PlClNlC 

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 

JAN 312011 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 13937/00 

Frank Smith and Elsie Smith 

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, 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaco 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York w7- 4 lo'' 

Our File No. 07536.1755b~w UoBK 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

D 

2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 

42841 10.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANNA A. JOHNSON, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of EBER VERNON JOHNSON 

Index No. 114024/00 

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 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 12 t/q ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

v 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

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: 

ANNA A. JOHNSON, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of EBER VERNON JOHNSON 

Index No. 114024/00 

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 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 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: 

ANNA A. JOHNSON, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of EBER VERNON JOHNSON 

Index No. 114024/00 

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. 

D 

-* 
rr*. h.. + 

Attorneys for Plaintiff --\>,< 

-+ 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

I 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

888 Veterans 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

10'' 
ylbfl - 

\@K +b 
Sherry Klein Heitler 

0 
ba5d 3 1 2011 @M* 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and Gross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. ,  INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertso 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

SHMAN REALTY & 
TION CO., INC. 

I.U. Willets Road 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



122201/9?7/w) 
125333/0 , 114257/00 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants,, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertso 
VhR 

c0"'- - 
HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

SHMAN REALTY & 
TION CO., INC, 

bertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

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, J.) 

i Index No.: 12220 1199,fi-J 
125333/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL D. ZOGBY and TONI D. ZOGBY, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

-against- [ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New rk, New York 
q 3  ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc, 

SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
MCGIVNEY & QUGER, P.C. 

E 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Michael D. Zogby and Toni D. 
WEITZ & LLJXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway MAR 4 20” 

I .- 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 r\ I n  1 (212)558-5500 

New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

I ---- ” ’ 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2571-0629AH 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No 

103645106 
MARK WITTER (Deceased) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OFtDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims. and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. ,  INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertso New York ,Jp* ,2011 

SO ORDERED, 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

hforneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO, , INC. 

Albertson, New York 11507 
illets Road 

(516) 294-5433 

JAN 31  2011 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
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.: 103645/ 6, 122201/99, @z& 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against , 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Dated: New Y rk, New York zp3 ,2011 

MAR 4 2011 
Oakfabco Inc, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Mark Witter and Beverly Witter 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
A 

SO ORDERED, 



HAZEL P. SPENCE, as Personal Representative for Estate 
of JAMES L. SPENCE, and HAZEL P. SPENCE, Individually, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
NlOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOLLER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEAEFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
I /  

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for F'~aiiitt;ff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2)5 5 8-5 500 

Attorneys for Defeitdnnt 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, S 
Harrison, New York 1 OS 

700 Broadway KEEL ER-DORR-OL I VER BOILEl? 

~ 5 1 1  L E D 
(212) 661-1 151 

MAR - 4 2011 

i\, * !$ YORK 
I- td 25 2011 i Y CLERK'S OFFICk 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD W. CURRAN, SR., and SUSAN CURRAN 
Index No. 114979/00 

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. 

1 
1 Attorneys for Plaintiff %. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

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: 

EDWARD W. CURRAN, SR., and SUSAN CURRAN 
Index No. 114979/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Bucyrus International, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Bucyrus International, with prejudice 

in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Bucyrus International, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Julie L. Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Bucyrus International %’b’ ‘ ~CW 
Weiner Lesnia&WHTY CLERKS OFF- 

fleitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
Yew York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

3 0  ORDERED, 
Hon.-Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN ERICKSON, as Administrator for the Estate of 
CLARK OVERTON 

Index No. 115219/00 

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 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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

\\ 
. .- 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

I 

I 
1 

! 
j 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NAKISHA M. HAIRSTON, as Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of DAVID R. HAIRSTON 

Index No. I15221100 

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 

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 

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: 

NAKISHA M. HAIRSTON, as Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of DAVID R. HAIRSTON 

Index No. 115221/00 

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 t he  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 \:t 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Lockheed Martin 4 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Ht#& 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788q,'-;c GLWi'- 

r,tW'q 

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: 

NAKISHA M. HAIRSTON, as Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of DAVID R. HAIRSTON 

Index No. 115221/00 

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 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 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: 

BEATRICE ANNE MEEHAN, as Executrix for the Estate 
of JOHN A. MEEHAN, and BEATRICE ANNE MEEHAN, 
Individually 

19380/00 

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 Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial High 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

3 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: 

BEATRICE ANNE MEEHAN, as Executrix for the Estat 
D f  JOHN A. MEEHAN, and BEATRICE ANNE MEEHA 
ndividually 

80100 

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 

hintiffs’ 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. 

00 Broadway - 7th floor 
lew York, NY 10003 

0 ORDERED, 

A h a  M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 

F 
11788 

1 
MAR - 

- 

D 
4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS UTIGATION 

------__"---------_________________rl___---------------~-------*-------- X (Heitler, J.) 
This Document Relates to: 

X -___r-------_r__----__________________I_-----------------"-------------- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No 

JOSEPH J. ELTER (Deceased) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARYJUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO __II--_____*------________r_____________-------~~----- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO.,  INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN , 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 1,U. Willets Road 

rneys for Defendant 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 3 1  2011 



536.10480/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherri Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

GIN0 ROMANO, Deceased, : Index No.: 115836/00 

Plaintiff, : (December 2010 Monthly FIFO 
: Trial Group) 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and w i t h q  t o s s .  

DATED: d I \q 
I *  . /  

East Hanover, New Je r sey  

.=sfl,dtwf F d A  (1: 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
0 .  Box 4 3 8  

Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

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: 

ANTOINETTE MARK0 KOELLER, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of MAGDALENA MARY 
AGRICOLA NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 115972/00 

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, 

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 

1 Attorneys Julie L. er for Defendant 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway - 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

EQ _- 

Is 20" 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: 

ANTOINETTE MARK0 KOELLER, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of MAGDALENA MARY 
AGRICOLA NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 115972/00 

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, 

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: L ( 4  ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

\- Attorneys Julie for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

SO ORDERED, 

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: 

ANTOINETTE MARK0 KOELLER, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of MAGDALENA MARY 
AG R I CO LA 

Index No. 115972/00 

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. 

Weitt & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

2 Attorneys Julie L. er 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: 

CAROL D'AMORE, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of GERALD J, D'AMORE 

Index No. 116672/00 

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. 

MAR - 4 2011 

NEW YORE 
r ~&@fh!inULERKS OFFIa Weitz & Luxenberg 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

auppauge, NY 1 1788 

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: 

CAROL D'AMORE, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of GERALD J. D'AMORE 

Index No. 116672/00 

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: ,2011 

*. I 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

1 I 

Julie L. \Fsrer- / 

Attorneys for Defendan& \?,! 

Lockheed 

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: 

CAROL D'AMORE, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of GERALD J. D'AMORE 

Index No. 116672/00 

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: {/*I ,2011 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. Yld er r\AR - 4 201' 
Attornevs for Defendant 
BMCE inc. NEW WRK 
Weiner Lesni 

- 

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: 

MARIE DONNELLY, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
WILLIAM J. DONNELLY, and MARIE DONNELLY, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 116927/00 

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: / > / 3 8  ,2010 

Az&k!&zL+ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff I 

r 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Colleen M. Cr 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

I 

L 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ ~ ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SALVATORE J. LIBERATO and DOROTHY LIBERATO 

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 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Me 
Hauppauge, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SALVATORE J. LIBERATO and DOROTHY LIBERATO 110181/00 

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. 

DATED52 4- ,2011 

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 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

1 L, E 
PW? - 4 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: 

SALVATORE J. LIBERATO and DOROTHY LIBERATO 110181/0 

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: A \I* I ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

A 

Annb M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans h$hti#&vQ 
Hauppauge, N I 1  8 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF TI IE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ - - _ l _ _ - - - _ " " _ " _ - - _ _ I - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Robert L. Barker 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(He i t I er, J. ) 

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 
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 Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

, I  

#I L 

> *  

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 1001 7 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT J. MUSSO, as Trustee of the Estate of 
EDWARD GOICHMAN and PHYLLIS GOICHMAN 

Index No, 117700/00 

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 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 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

prejudice and without costs. 

I .  

Peter G. Angelos 
I00  North Charles Street 
Baltimore, MD 21201 

h 

F I L E D  
(MAR - 4 20; 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
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: 

ROBERT J. MUSSO, as Trustee of the Estate of 
EDWARD GOICHMAN and PHYLLIS GOICHMAN 

Index No. 117700/00 

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: \ / r  \ ,2011 

Y 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Peter G. Angelos 
I00 North Charles Street 
Baltimore, MD 21201 

Julie L. er 
Attorneys for Defend ant I Weiner BMCE Inc. Lesniak LLP 

888 Veterans 
Hauppauge, N E!-&?!?D ; 

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: 

CHARLES NEWMAN and SHIRLEY NEWMAN 
Index No. 117&46/00 

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 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 

An-na M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, 

2011 

D 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: 

CHARLES NEWMAN and SHIRLEY NEWMAN 
Index No. 117846/00 

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, 

sgainst defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Drejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

3ATED: 

Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
rlew York, NY 10003 

Anna M. Diionardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Hi hw 
Hauppauge, N W I  \i'E b i 

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: 

CHARLES NEWMAN and SHIRLEY NEWMAN 
Index No, 117846/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: + r  ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans 
Hauppauge, 

4 zQ\' 
SO ORDERED, fi2eR - 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

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: 

FRANCES S. CLEMENTE as Administratrix for the 
Estate of SAMUEL MUDARO 

1 101 82/0o------ 

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 

olaintiffs’ 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 

3nd without costs. 

Neitz & Luxenberg 
TOO Broadway - 7th floor 
rlew 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: 

FRANCES S. CLEMENTE as Administratrix for the 
Estate of SAMUEL MUDARO 

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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 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: 

DOROTHY MELNYK, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF MICHAEL A. 
MELNYK NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 118374/00 

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, 

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 - 
Weitz & 
700 Broadwa) 
. I  \I I ..\, 

' L;q/W1 
_. . -  - G n 7 Y P  j /C,P./li$ 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Luxenberg 
. / - 7th floor 

New YorK, N'I 10003 

888 Veterans MemoriaLHid 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DOROTHY MELNYK, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF MICHAEL A. 
MELNYK NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 118374/00 

SU M MARY J U DG M 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 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 

Drejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

3ATED:,,, ,2011 

4ttorneys for Plaintiff 
Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
flew York, NY 10003 

5 0  ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DOROTHY MELNYK, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF MICHAEL A. 
MELNYK NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 118374/00 

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 § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to ail co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: , 2011 

-k3<’”. Weitz & Luxenberg L 4  

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

F \ L E D  
flhR - 4 20” 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: 

SHARON B. HARVEY, Individually and as Administratrix 
for the Estate of RICHARD L. HARVEY 

Index No. 1 18460/00 

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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

J u l i e v r  
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

F \ L E D  
SO ORDERED, 4 20\' 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler NbaR - 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SHARON B. HARVEY, Individually and as Administratrix 
for the Estate of RICHARD L. HARVEY 

Index No. 118460/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

L 

Julie L. Me/ 
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: 

SHARON B. HARVEY, Individually and as Administratrix 
for the Estate of RICHARD L. HARVEY 

Index No. 118460/00 

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 § 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. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
Vew York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Hi 
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: 

TINA MARIE MCGOWENS, as personal Representative 
for the Estate of CONRAD LACHANCE 

Index No. 11 8502/00 

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 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 201 I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. Mer/ 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, 

SO ORDERED, MAR - 4 ?Oft 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

TINA MARIE MCGOWENS, as personal Representative 
for the Estate of CONRAD LACHANCE 

Index No. 118502/00 

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 9 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 

/ 

- 
Julie L . x  
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

TINA MARIE MCGOWENS, as personal Representative 
for the Estate of CONRAD LACHANCE 

Index No. 118502/00 

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. 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

Hon. S 

C A N  3 B 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~~ ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ELVIRA M. DU BRITZ, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of MICHAEL DU BRITZ 

Index No. 118679/00 

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 

and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

11 

- 

50 ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial 

a .  Hauppauge, NY 11788 
Highway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~~ ~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ELVIRA M. DU BRITZ, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of MICHAEL DU BRITZ 

Index No. 118679/00 

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. 

/ f -  I ,2011 
A 

DATED: 

Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

// ( M A R  - 4 201' 

NEL 
~ u ~ i e  M i r  c ~ ~ ~ ~ I ~ ~  
Attorneys f&%kndant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

I ! 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index N 0 . 119380/ 
11 5696100 

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, 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 10003 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STA' 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

'E OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BEATRICE ANNE MEEHAN, as Executrix for the Estate 
of JOHN A. MEEHAN, and BEATRICE ANNE MEEHAN, 
Individually 

11 5696100 

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 Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
Yew York, NY I0003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, MAR - 4 2011 

JAN 3 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
c 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LAWRENCE A. LIGAMMARE and CLARA LIEAMMARE 
104033/01 

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: ,2010 

Colleen M. Cronin 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway I 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

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: 

LAWRENCE A. LIGAMMARE and CLARA LIGAMMARE 11 9382/00 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

3ATED: It/.? ,2010 

700 Broadway - 7th 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Neitz & Luxenberg 

rlew York, NY 

Colleen M, Cronin 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Me 
Hauppauge, NY 

j0 ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LAWRENCE A. LIGAMMARE and CLARA LIGAMMARE 

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 

4ttorneys for Plaintiff 
Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
\lew York, NY 10003 

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 

Index a 0. 119388/0 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANNA E. BLENKENSOPP, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of DAVID BLENKENSOPP, and ANNA E. 
BLENKENSOPP, Individually 

104633/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 1/13 ,2011 

r 

Atto#&$- s for ~ l a - r t ~  
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Axna M. DiLbnardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
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 

Index 60. I 19388/0 
/ - -  33/07 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANNA E. BLENKENSOPP, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of DAVID BLENKENSOPP, and ANNA E. 
BLENKENSOPP, Individually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin C o p ,  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\13 ,2011 

Attome-- 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

I 

n 

Annab. DiLonardo ' 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 5 I " f L E D  
Hon. Sherry KI in Heitler 

y p .  - 4 2QEl 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index N . I 19388/00 a THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANNA E. BLENKENSOPP, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of DAVID BLENKENSOPP, and ANNA E. 
BLENKENSOPP, 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 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: ( ( 1 3  , - 
Attornds for- 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

201 1 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

MAR 4 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BETTY BISHOP, as Executrix for the Estate of ROBERT 
D. BISHOP, and BETTY BISHOP, Individually 

12526810 

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 
8% 

Weitz & Luxenberg '\! 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

- 
Julie L. der  
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: 

BETTY BISHOP, as Executrix for the Estate of ROBERT 
D. BISHOP, and BETTY BISHOP, Individually 

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 § 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. 

L. > 

Weitz & Luxenberg “q *: 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

13 L- 
Julie L. d er 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

HAR - 4 20’’ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- . 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No= 
663312001 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GRACE FOWLER, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOHN T. FOWLER 

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 

F I L E D  I 

/““7 A A R  - 4 2011 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

N RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No.$&&J 
66331200 

-HIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

;RACE FOWLER, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Istate of JOHN T. FOWLER 

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 

llaintiffs’ 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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
‘00 Broadway - 7th floor 
Jew York, NY 10003 

mp-nyna  ut I-- 

iGn;jX for 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

J4N 31 2011 



536.15911/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

JOSE F. FERNANDEZ, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPOR?iTION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry  Klein Heitler) 

Index No.: 
100621/01 
1 0 0 7 5 6 / 0 3  

(December 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
S-Y JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, w i t h  

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wi&& L6.D ! 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 25%'" 72  Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

P.O. Box 438 
"'Ranover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



536.15911/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

JOSE F. FERNANDEZ, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

YORK 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein H' it1 

Index No. : c - =  
100621/01 
1 0 0 7 5 6 / 0 3  

(December 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoE \&s. 

DATED: oz//B/// 

LUXENBERG RITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eacrle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

- .. 

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 
FEB 2 5  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VIVIAN MYRNA FLEITMAN, as Executrix for the Estate 
of HARVEY LEONARD FLEITMAN and VIVIAN MYRNA 
FLEITMAN, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 11 9394100 

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. 

DATED: \/a( '2011 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. her  
Attorneys for D e f e e W f l  
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VIVIAN MYRNA FLEITMAN, as Executrix for the Estate 
of HARVEY LEONARD FLEITMAN and VIVIAN MYRNA 
FLEITMAN, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 119394/00 

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, 

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: ~““h , 2011 

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 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry KleidHeitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

N RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

rHlS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JlVlAN MYRNA FLEITMAN, as Executrix for the Estate 
if HARVEY LEONARD FLEITMAN and VIVIAN MYRNA 
-LEITMAN , Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 119394/00 

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 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

irejudice and without costs. F I L E D  
a- 

m- 

Utorneys for Plaintiff 
Neitz & Luxenberg 
TOO Broadway - 7th floor 
rlew York, NY 10003 

,/”? MAR - 4 2011 

E 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

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: 

BEVERLY J. BENNETT, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of RICHARD FLOYD BENNETT 

Index No. 121197/00 

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 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 

/-  I / -  

asbey Co. 
iak 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: 

BEVERLY J. BENNETT, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of RICHARD FLOYD BENNETT 

Index No. 121 197/00 

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. 

DATED: bz +\ ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 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: 

BEVERLY J. BENNElT, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of RICHARD FLOYD BENNETT 

Index No. I 2  I 197/00 

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. 

BMCE In 
Weiner L 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

i for Defendant 

esniak LLP 
C. 

wy 888 Veterans MemorkLH 
Hauppaugq, NY 7 ...w 17&; 

..-- 

! 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SUZANNE MclNERNEY, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JOSEPH J. 
MclNERNEY NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 122053/00 

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, 

iismissing 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 

Drejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

deitz & 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 1 1788 

F I L E D  : 
SO ORDERED, 

MAR - 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: 

SUZANNE MclNERNEY, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JOSEPH J. 
MclNERNEY NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 122053/00 

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 § 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. 700 Broadway - 7th floor 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK I COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SUZANNE MCINERNEY, Individually 
and as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH JOHN MCINERNEY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. AND S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 122053/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

- -  I. ..I . 
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Kules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERIZD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

costs. \\ r v \ \ \ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Brdadway, 6th F1. 233 Broadway 4 2Qf' 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279 fibR 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

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: 

ARA NELL MURPHY Individually and JAN MARIE 
MURPHY as Executrix for the Estate of JAMES F. 
MURPHY 

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, 

lismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

wejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robei  A. Keasbey Co., 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 

Veitz & Luxenberg 
'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
Jew York, NY 10003 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

;O ORDERED, - 
Hon. 



GERALD E. FISHER (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J . ) 

Index No 

-.__ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York F I L E D  

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway ONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, 
200 LU. Willets Road 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J . ) 

Index No 

122872100 G 
MANUEL ALMOZARA (Deceased) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and. cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
d-v , 2011 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road MAR - 4 2011 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 h r . 'A l  q F  : 

Nn C;LERM'S OFFlCt 
JAN Sli?O1lw 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: 

ANNA MULDER, Individually and as Administratrix for 
the Estate of MAURITS C. MULDER 

Index No. 123057/00 

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 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Hauppauge, NY 

SO ORDERED, 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

0 
4 201' 

11788 \L* 
flm 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANNA MULDER, Individually and as Administratrix for 
the Estate of MAURITS C. MULDER 

Index No. 123057/00 

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 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANNA MULDER, Individually and as Administratrix for 
the Estate of MAURITS C. MULDER 

Index No. 123057/00 

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 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Q g h v q  
Hauppauge, Npf 117k ’& bf i  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT C. LOUGHLIN, JR. as Executor for the Estate 
of ROBERT C. LOUGHLIN SR., 

Index No. 123088/00 

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 3 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 

prejudice and without costs. 

z .  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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 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: 

ROBERT C. LOUGHLIN, JR. as Executor for the Estate 
of ROBERT C. LOUGHLIN SR., 

Index No. 123088/00 

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: 

M *. 4 Z Q l I  

Attorneys for 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner 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: 

ROBERT C. LOUGHLIN, JR. as Executor for the Estate 
of ROBERT C. LOUGHLIN SR., 

Index No. 123088/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

MAR - 4 2051 

Attorneys for D&m CLERK'S QFFm 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 



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.) 

I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY ALICE DUNPHY, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF PAUL A. 
DUNPHY, I NO OPPOSITION 

1 Index No.: 123830/00 
I 
I 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintias), MOTION AND ORDER 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

- -against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendant(s). I 

1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being -. 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
J-H-  ,2011 

Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Paul Dunphy 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

1122-20037 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

N0032007-1 



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.) 

Index No.: 123830/00 
I 

I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY ALICE DUNPHY, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF PAUL A. 
DUNPHY, I NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

-against- 
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 6 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 
I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York Ht4R - zQ 
&-I+- ,201 1 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

fllcLqM I Ft+T I ! :  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Paul Dunphy 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 2571-0592 

NO03201 1-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
JN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ; Index No.: 123830/00 
I 

MARY ALICE DUNPHY, INDIVIDUALLY AND i 
AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF PAUL A. 

4 DUNPHY, I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiff(s), 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

-against- I 

Defendant(s). I 
A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

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 -. 

F I L E Q  
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
w@m3 IY,2011 

NEW YORK 
Ty CLERK'S OFFICE 

, Esq. 
WEITZ % 5 r L  & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Paul Dunphy 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

N0032005- I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ; I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 123830/00 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY ALICE DUNPHY, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF PAUL A. 

1 
DUNPHY, I NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

-against- 
I 
I A.C. & S., INC., et al., I 

Defendant( s). I I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 cross claims against 

defendant Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
a+/- ,2011 MAR - 4 2011 

/ 
I 

Matthew T. Fairley, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safepard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Paul Dunphy 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

I 

-. 

i 

I 

-, 

1 
-. 

N0032004-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ; I.A.S. Part 30 I (Heitler, J.) 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY ALICE DUNPHY, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF PAUL A. 

Index No.: 123830/00 
I 
I 

4 
DUNPHY, I NO OPPOSITION 

I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

-against- I 

Defendant( s). I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
1 

7 

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 York, New York 

1 

Y Y  
d 

Ay,&{ F f - 4 4 '  F 1 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Paul Dunphy 
700 Broadway @ -aRK OFF\* 
New York, New York 1 OO0huNfl c&BKs 

4 2011 yM - 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

c SO ORDERED, 
2383-22721 I 

NO0320 I 0- I FEB 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 123830/00 
I 

I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY ALICE DUNPHY, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF PAUL A. 
DUNPHY, ; NO OPPOSITION 

b 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER 

I 
I 

I 
I 

I 

-against- I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., I 

Defendant(s). I I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law"kd Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell- Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 
c 

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 a J e y  141 ,2011 

m -  WEITZ & LUXENBEF . 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Paul Dunphy 
700 Broadway 

4 2 0 ~ ~  MAR - 80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

N0032008-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MARY ALICE DUNPHY, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of PAUL A. DUNPHY, 

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSTTTON 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et a1 

Defendant. 

KEELE R-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

X _________-_-__________________1_________-------------~---------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DO=-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 arne are hereby dismissed with prejudice R A 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York -16. I( 
r 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 552-5580 , 

- ., 

500 Mamaroneck Aven 
Harrison, NY 10528 
(914) 412-7300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_. . 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PETER AVARAS and DOLORES AVARAS 
Index No. 123870/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Bucyrus International, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Bucyrus International, with prejudice 

in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Bucyrus International, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Peter G. Angelos 
100 North Charles Street 
Baltimore, MD 21201 

Bucyrus International 
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: 

PETER AVARAS and DOLORES AVARAS 
Index No. 123870/00 

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: / 'v 1 ,2011 A I  

100 North Charles Street 
Baltimore, MD 21201 

6 Attorneys Julie L. er for Defendant 

BMCE Inc. 
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: 

PETER AVARAS and DOLORES AVARAS 
Index No. 123870/00 

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: ~ \-I & \  ,2011 

Peter G. Angelos 
100 North Charles Street 
Baltimore, MD 21201 Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

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: 

THEODORE FRASIER as the Executor for the Estate of 
CLYDE FRASIER 

Index No. 124331/00 

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 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Juliex. Mer 
Attorneys for Defe-t 4 2011 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLFNFW YOR!< 
88 8 Veteran s&tMfi6$.R&~$@*F'cE 
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: 

THEODORE FRASIER as the Executor for the Estate of 
CLYDE FRASIER 

Index No. 124331/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U DGMENT 
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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: ((2 \ , 2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

” I  

Julie L w r  
Attorneys for 

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: 

THEODORE FRASIER as the Executor for the Estate of 
CLYDE FRASIER 

Index No. 124331/00 

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. 

F I L E D  
( MAR - 4 2011 

I L 

Pi ‘f 0 R K Julie L. er 
Attor n z f o r  6&cvd&n$ LERK’S OFFICE 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

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: 

ROSEMARY MICHEL, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of GERALD J. MICHEL 

Index No. 124332/00 

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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

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: 

ROSEMARY MICHEL, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of GERALD J. MICHEL 

Index No. 124332/00 

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: \( L \  ,2011 

Attorneys far Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

r? 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1  788 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

MAR - 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: 

ROSEMARY MICHEL, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of GERALD J. MICHEL 

Index No. 124332100 

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. 

7- 

Attorneys for Plaint- %" %. 5 

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 

F Y t E  D Hauppauge, N 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry k 

MAR - 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: 

BARBARA ALLEN FREAS as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of HENRY J. ALLEN and BARBARA 
ALLEN FREAS as Proposed Personal Representative for NO OPPOSITION 
the Estate of ANNETTE ALLEN SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No. 124999lOO 

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 d i s m i w  with 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Preiudice and without costs. 1 
I .  

DATED: \ ( -  1 ,2011 
a\ 

Corp. 
v V k l l  lkl LUUl IIH,. LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

Attorneys "-"- -. '7 or Deff 
Lockheed Martin 1 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 \h/ninnr I ncni-lr I 

Hauppaug?, NY 1 1788 F- 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Kleh Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BARBARA ALLEN FREAS as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of HENRY J. ALLEN and BARBARA 
ALLEN FREAS as Proposed Personal Representative for NO OPPOSITION 
the Estate of ANNETTE ALLEN SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No. 124999/00 

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. 

DATED* +\ ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Julie L. M$C 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Wei ner Lesn ia 
888 Veterans & X r i L g w Q  
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

r\AR - 4 2011 

I".:*;w * ( m K  SO ORDERED, 
c o u ~ ~ y  C;\,ERKS OFFICE 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 118509/98 125131/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TERRANCE J. FOLEY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk New York 4 3’ ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 19874/98, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHESTER HORNER and RITA HORNER, 

Plaintiffs, ; NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S,, INC., et al. 

Defendants, / 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

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 - 4 20’’ 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ALYN E. HOLCOMB AND FRANCES 
HOLCOMB, 
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
vs. JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ADIENCE, INC., ET AL. ORDER 

INDEX NO,: 125135/00 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFW 
c n 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

costs. ,\ % b \ \ \ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 

MAR - 4 2011 

hiEW 'fORK SO ORDERED: 
TY CLERK'S OFFICE 

-1 

FEB 252011 
SKH - DATED: '----a ' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BETTY BISHOP, as Executrix for the Estate of ROBERT 
D. BISHOP, and BETTY BISHOP, 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 9 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 
fi% 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie -LA L. er 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

p \ C Q  b 20” 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

BETTY BISHOP, as Executrix for the Estate of ROBERTf 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

D. BISHOP, and BElTY BISHOP, Individually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway I 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

x Attorneys Julie L. er for Defend ant 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

D 
HLR - 4 20" 

Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

F \ &  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 125268/00 
In Re: NEW Y O N  CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION 
ROBERT BISHOP, SR., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), MOTION 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLATN COMFANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Wed-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

D a t k I i i  i: 1 ~~~ , 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Jennif L. Budner, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. SEGALMcCAMBFUDGE F I L E D 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

New York, New York 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 

SO ORDERE 

11 00 

-:(I LJ ?4 

MAR - 4 2011 

\!F7;W ‘JQRK 
i k’ CLERK‘S OFFICk 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

Dated: Albertso 

MES EDWARDS 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

SHMAN REALTY & 
TION CO. ,  INC. 

0 I.U. Willets Road 
bertson, New York 11507 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



S U P E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORJS COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

/ Index No.: 122201/99, 114257/00, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL D. ZOGBY and TONI D. ZOGBY, (IC-) 
Plaintiffs, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- [ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. \ 

WHEEFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against. 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New rk, New York 
%?3 ,2011 

h 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Michael D. Zogby and Toni D. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW y&E 8 2 5 70 11 
? 

2571-0629AH 



536.13315/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable S,,erry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

VITO CONTI, Deceased, 0 0 2 4 8 9 / 0 b  
: Index No.: Q 

Plaintiff, 
(December 2010 Monthly FIFO 

vs . : Trial Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CGRFOWTIGN, 
et al., : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
Defendants. : AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

pre jud ice ,  and there being no opposition thereto. !b 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a11 claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

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: 

GRACE FOWLER, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOHN T. FOWLER 

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 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

mjudice and without costs. 

DATED: t ( - \  , 2011 

' F P  T2, Neitz & Luxenberg %. 
'OO Broadway - 7th floor 
dew York, NY 10003 

WAR - 4 2011 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

j0 ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GRACE FOWLER, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOHN T. FOWLER 

9393/00 

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 

and without costs. 

3ATED: rrs. +J ,2011 

Utorneys for Plaintiff 
Neitz & Luxenberg 
'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
dew York, NY 10003 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 



536.15911/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

TN RE:  NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

JOSE F. FERNWDEZ,  

Plaintiff, 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NY CAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index N o .  : 

(December 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

livil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Jomplaint against defendant; United Conveyor Corporation, with 

?rejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

:rossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be 
the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and witho 

ittorneys for 
' 0 0  Broadway 
rew York, New 

10 ORDERED, 

Plaintiff 6r FLINN 

York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 
Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 
FEB 2 5  2011 



536.15911/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

I N  R E :  NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

J O S E  F .  FERNANDEZ, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

JNTTED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
2t a1 - , 

Defendants. 

NY CAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 

1 0 0 7 5 6 / 0 3  

(December 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U D G m N T  MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

-equests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant  to 

l i v i l  Practice Law and Rules Sec t ion  3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

!omplaint against defendant , United Conveyor Corporation, with 

' r e jud ice ,  and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

rossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and w i b ; b a  L S . 0  ' 
I 

4ttorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
Uew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 251''' 72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

P.O. Box 4 3 8  
""'Banover, New Jersey 0 7 9 3 6  

3 0  ORDERED, 



I 1 

I 
I 

S~PREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Kevin M. Monette, as Executor for the Estate of Earl R. 
Monette, and Kevin M. Monette, as Administrator for 
the Estate of Frances F. Monette, Individually; 

Plaintiff, 

Index No,: 101145/01 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. and S., Inc., et al., 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Megan E. Krigstein, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, lnc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 700 Broadway 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Kevin M. Monette, as Executor for the Estate of Earl 
R. Monette, and Kevin M. Mo dministrator 

dividually; 

ZQII New York, New York 10 3 4 
Nfi 

SO ORDERED, 

1863-19007 

483 1-2199-8087. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
- .._ . . . 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~ __ _. - 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FLOREE ASHCRAFT, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of JAMES ASHCRAFT 

Index No. 101205/01 

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 dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

New York, NY 10003 

\ 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

- HauppaugeeYll1788 

K./nn r r b  E D  
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Kleh Heitler PIEW YORK 
CQI,JN\ITY CLERK'S O F F l q  I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FLOREE ASHCRAFT, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of JAMES ASHCRAFT 

Index No. 101205/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., here,y 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. 

k Attorneys Julie . Mer for Defendant 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

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: 

FLOREE ASHCRAFT, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of JAMES ASHCRAFT 

Index No. 101205/01 

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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie k I $ 6 t r  
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans 

Hon. Sherk"Klbin ' '-.-I-- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Applies to: 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

MARSHA A. KESSLER, as Executrix for the Estate of 
TERRY M. KESSLER and MARSHA A. KESSLER, Individually, 

Plaintiff{ s), 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CO. 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 TISHMAN REALTY AND 

CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., be and th 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon: Sherry Klkin Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROSA M. MATTE, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH MATTE 

Index No. 102125/01 

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 codefendants, 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 I 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: 

ROSA M. M A T E ,  Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH MATTE 

Index No. 102125/01 

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 9 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: q -4 ,2011 A 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP New York, NY 10003 
888 V e t e r F  P ~ y g r y  
Hauppaug , N 

JAN 31 20tI 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROSA M. MATTE, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH MATTE 

Index No. 102125/01 

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. 

)I 

DATED: ' / I '  , 201 1 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Attorneys 
Weitz & 1 
700 BMCE inc. 

-* . Broadway - 7tn tloor 
L I  \#-..I. h i \ #  ~ n n n ~ ~  

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Hidwav 
Haumauae. NY hl7i 

ivew YCITK, I Y Y  IWWUS 

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 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

4 5 3 1  0 1498/97 j Index 

j 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FELICIA KENSY, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of RAYMOND T. 
KENSY, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFOm, 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 
14 , 2010 

I 

Ja& A. Bartolomeo, Esq. / V 1 A + + - T f l A L ~ 4 y / Z /  
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Felicia Kensy and Raymond T. Kens 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 25  2011 2082-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANTHONY MODAFFERI and MAUREEN MODAFFERI 
Index No. 102720/01 

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 dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

A 

Anrfa M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Me 
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: 

ANTHONY MODAFFERI and MAUREEN MODAFFERI 
Index No. 102720/01 

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: pz t ( % \  ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz 23 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

n 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANTHONY MODAFFERI and MAUREEN MODAFFERI 
Index No. I0272010 

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. 

Anna M. Dilonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memori 
Hauppauge, NY 1 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

JAN 3 1  2011 



FRED UCCI AND DOLORES UCCI : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 

Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

- against - 

A.C. & S. INC., ET AL., 
Index No.: 103008/01 

,' 

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 COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed 
with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

By: Frank M. Ortiz, 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: Fred Ucci and Dolores Ucci 

RONSON RAPPA 

757 Third Avenue 
New York, New York B&&7 4 2011 
T: 212-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 NEW YORK 

eourar/ CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED: 

(00950860.DOC 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARY J. MARTIN, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF WILLIAM C. 
MARTIN NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 10361 1/01 

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. 

DATED: /&@ ,2010 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

F I L E D  
-. 

SO ORDERED, MAR - 4 2011 
Hon. Sherry Kleih Heitler 

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 J. MARTIN, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF WILLIAM C. 
MARTIN NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 10361 1/01 

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 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: / . A D  ,2010 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 

Hauppauge, NY 1 1 3 8  

Hon. Sherry% ... . 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 10361 1/01 

MARY J. MARTIN, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF WILLIAM C. 
MARTIN 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: la i l '~  ,2010 

&J;2L Attorneys for Plaintiff - / ~ t c l n ~ !  

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

I 

I 



536.06544/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

WILLIAM C. MARTIN, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

VS . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 103611/01 

(December 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO O P P O S I T I O N  
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor vrb E,Q and the 
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without co 

DATED : I\\ 
East Hanover, New Jersey 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

ast Hanover, New Jersey 07936 
0. Box 4 3 8  

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: 

ELEANOR F. HAKES, Individually and as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of WILLIAM V. HAKES Ill 

Index No. 103870/01 

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, 

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 

-eT Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg y* ;\ 

U 

Julie L. M d  4 1~~~ Attorneys for Defends$@ 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak 
888 Veterans Me 
Hauppauge, NY 1 

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: 

ELEANOR F. HAKES, Individually and as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of WILLIAM V. HAKES 111 

Index No. 103870/01 

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 

prejudice and without costs. 

,2011 
L .. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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 

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: 

ELEANOR F. HAKES, Individually and as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of WILLIAM V. HAKES Ill 

Index No. 103870/01 

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 prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: A ,.\ ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff \;\, 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway I 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

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 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RICHARD J. PARKER as Executor for the Estate of 
RICHARD PARKER and RICHARD J. PARKER as 
Executor for the Estate of AMELIA PARKER 

Index No. 103986/01 

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, 

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 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans l’$nrri@@ i! 
Hauppauge, N 11 8 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RICHARD J. PARKER as Executor for the Estate of 
RICHARD PARKER and RICHARD J. PARKER as 
Executor for the Estate of AMELIA PARKER 

Index No. 103986/01 

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 dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Anha M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 17 

SO ORDERED, MAR - 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: 

RICHARD J. PARKER as Executor for the Estate of 
RICHARD PARKER and RICHARD J. PARKER as 
Executor for the Estate of AMELIA PARKER 

Index No. 103986/01 

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 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. 

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 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

MAR - 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: 

LAWRENCE A. LIGAMMARE and CLARA LIGAMMARE 11938210 

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: t427 ,2010 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

CoileVen M. Cronin 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans M 
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: 

LAWRENCE A. LIGAMMARE and CLARA LIGAMMARE 1 1938210 

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. 

DATED: 

Colleen M. Cronin 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Hiahwav 

h 

SO ORDERED, 

! 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No. 104033/01 
I 1  9382/ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LAWRENCE A. LIGAMMARE and CLARA LIGAMMARE 

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: q b  ,2010 

v -  f l  
Colleen M. Cronin 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Me 
Hauppauge, NY 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th 
New York, NY 1000 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CAROLE F. NICASTRO, as Administratrix for the : NYCAL 
Estate of DENIS NICASTRO, and CAROLE S. 
NICASTRO, Individually, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff( s), : Index No.: 104561-01 

-against- 

A.C. & S.,  INC., et al., 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

Defendants. 
X _____________________111__1_1__1____1___------------------------- 

WHEREFORE7 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 prejudic 

Dated: w o a v -  vlBll 
New York, N w ork 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 0 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Attdmeys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 

. .  -^ 10022 _." 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RENEE MARSHALL-HALL as Administratrix for the 
Estate of RUFUS HALL 

Index No. 104563/01 

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. 

( 7 L  DATED: ,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 

F\L -  
SO ORDERED, 

flAR - 4 m’ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RENEE MARSHALL-HALL as Administratrix for the 
Estate of RUFUS HALL 

Index No. 104563/01 

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 Plaintiff 
Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

SO ORDERED, a 
Hon. Sherry Klein HeitlL. 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway . 
Hauppauge, NY 11788- e 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW,YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RENEE MARSHALL-HALL as Administratrix for the 
Estate of RUFUS HALL 

Index No. 104563/01 

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 prejudice 

and without costs. 

,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

N 3 12011 



536.06696/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sh 
This document relates to: 

JAMES V .  ROSATI, Deceased, 
: Index No.: 

rry Klein H 

104696/01 

Plaintiff, 
: (December 2010 Monthly FIFO 
: Trial Group) 

vs  . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPOWTION, SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
et al., : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

itler) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

the crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Cor 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

DATED : 
ver, New Jersey 

I 

F m .  0 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT B. GAGLIARDO and BARBARA 
GAGLIARDO 

Index No. 104982/01 

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 dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

hl 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: 

ROBERT B. GAGLIARDO and BARBARA 
GAGLIARDO 

Index No. 104982/01 

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. 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 104982/01 

ROBERT B. GAGLIARDO and BARBARA 
GAGLIARDO 

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 

F I L E D  

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 

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: 

FRANCIS J. LANEAN and ELIZABETH M. LANGAN 
Index No. 104997/01 

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 

mjudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

igainst defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

I rej ud ice and without costs . 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

IATED: t"., +ZJt ,2011 

Yeitz & Luxenberg 
'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
Jew York, NY 10003 

Julie L. M& 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highwav 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRANCIS J. LANGAN and ELIZABETH M. IANGAN 
Index No. 104997/01 

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 /  L\ ,2011 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

L- L- 
Julie L. f r  
Attorney 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: 

FRANCIS J. LANGAN and ELIZABETH M. LANGAN 
Index No. 104997/01 

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. 

u- c 

q< <! 
k ., 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 

- -  F I L E D  t 
SO ORDERED, 

MAR - 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: 

ELIZABETH A. WHITEHEAD, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of CHARLES E. MEYERS 

Index No. 105252/01 

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: 
/ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

laria 
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: 

ELIZABETH A. WHITEHEAD, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of CHARLES E. MEYERS 

Index No, 105252/01 

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: ,2011 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
Vew York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Mem 
Hauppauge, NY 1 I 

/-- 

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 A. WHITEHEAD, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of CHARLES E. MEYERS 

Index No. 105252/0 

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 

Drejudice 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 
Vew York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

F\LED 
50 ORDERED, 4 201’ HbR 



536.06706/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 

(Honorab 
This document relates to: 

30 
e Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 1 0 5 3 5 2 / 0 1  

(December 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

UNITED C O T i E Y O R  CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in t h e  above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims-and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
4 201' DATED : NhR - 

Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
Box 438 
Baw+e- New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



536.06735/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY O F  NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

ETHEL N. KOROSECZ, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

VS . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 1 0 5 4 7 7 / 0 1  

(December 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDEFIED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be< and t h e  

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an6; .&&6.6; )~ .  
DATED : 

MAR - 4 2011 

F W  z 1 ESQ * De ... c /  &/ou .- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New Y o r k ,  New York 1 0 0 0 3  

& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

SO ORDERED, 

ersey 07936 



536.15796/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 3 0  

(Honorable Sh 
This document relates to: 

SALVATORE W D A Z Z O ,  
: Index No.: 

r r y  Klein H 

1 0 6 4 6 3 / 0 1  

it1 

Plaintiff, 
: (December 2010 Monthly FIFO 
: Trial Group) 

vs . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATIONf : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
et al. , : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEFtEFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

4 2011 DATED: I\\ WAR 
East Hanover, New Jersey 

,/' , 4 g *  ( 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 

t Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
in Heitler 

FEi ;  2 5  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SALVATORE RANDAZZO and RHODA RANDAZZO 
Index No. 106463/01 

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 dis F T d c e D c e  

and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

MAR - 4 2011 

Frcf' 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STA 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

E 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, 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. 

DATED: - ,2011 
F I L E D  

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Lockheed Martin Corp. 

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: 

ANNE M. REILLER, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of ANTHONY JOHN REILLER 

Index No. 106642/01 

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, 

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 

Anha M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans M 
Hauppauge, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANNE M. REILLER, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of ANTHONY JOHN REILLER 

Index No. 106642/01 

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 dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

c 

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 
a m  Veterans M + o b l b & D  
Hauppauge, NY 117 8 

JAN 31 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. 

N RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

'HIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

4NNE M. REILLER, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Mate of ANTHONY JOHN REILLER 

Index No. 106642/01 

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 

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 

igainst defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

ind without costs. 

IATED: - ,2011 

"--79< .&3, Yeitz & Luxenberg *. 1 

'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
Jew York, NY 10003 

! L E D  

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

io ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
;OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

N RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

rHlS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

;AROL ANN KELLY, as Executrix for the Estate of 
AWRENCE J. KELLY, and CAROL ANN KELLY, 
nd ividually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 106643/01 

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 

rgainst defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

rnd without costs. 

IATED: \/I 1 , 2011 

Yeitz & Luxenberg 
‘00 Broadway - 7th floor 
iew York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

F I  D 
MAR - 4 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: 

CAROL ANN KELLY, as Executrix for the Estate of 
LAWRENCE J. KELLY, and CAROL ANN KELLY, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 106643/01 

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 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 

orejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

*- ."_. 

Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
\lew York, NY 10003 

/'3 

Julie L. Mbr 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No,: 106684/0 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

532 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby 

prejudice and without costs. 
\\ .o \ \ \  

Frank Ortiz Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants; all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
+ l ' \  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \! (>-2 BA Y, MCTIERNAN & 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway FULTON BOILER WO 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

ttorneys for Defend 

2 Rector'Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



536.16891/AJM 
3UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NY CAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 3 0  

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
r h i s  document relates to: 

: Index No.: 107095/01 
ZDWARD R. SKELLY, 

: (December 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Plaintiff, : Trial Group) 

V S .  

: NO OPPOSITION 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
zt al., : AND ORDER 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212 ,  dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with pre 

FW2;Tffrl. CRTIZ,  z%l PQ*lid&&W 1 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

ew Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherr? Klein Heitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

e in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: Albertsop, New York 

FRANK ORTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

n, New York 11507 
4-5433 

SO ORDEFSiD, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

' JAN 31 2011 



X. :/cases/FBW42934/cgal/NOSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 107731/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

g3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
c I I 

Frank Ortiz Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

so 

FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14th F I G  \ 

ORDERE 
W o n .  She& Klein-Heitler 

New York, New York lbOOd 
3 13-3600 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

1 15492/04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 

FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 

2) 558-5500 New York, New York 10006 

F I L E D  ) 3 13-3600 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 108564/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismis e 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. %?'< 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

12) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



Vincent Avesato 

Index No: 1169 @i/g 
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 8z 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 successar 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. 
1 SO East 42'ld Street 
New Yark, )jorcOg 
Our File No. 07536.01261 
2 1 2-490-300 

MAR - 4 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

4280563. I 



JOSEPH A. MASSARO JR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .> 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Alberts n, New York J w  ,2011 

A M E S  EDWARDS .- 
HMUTY, DEMERS k 

for Defenda Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



John Lafferty 

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 ws 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. 

L 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP Attorney for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 

so ORDERED, 
Hon. 

Cable Co. 
150 East 42”d 
New York, N 
2 1 2-490-300OS 
Ui3 File No, 0753f&4&74 20” 

4280566. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HARRY T. POWERS, as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of GLENNA E. POWERS, and HARRY T. 
POWERS, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 109019/01 

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 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 
_I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Anna M. D/Lonafdo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Merq&@hway 

Hauppauge,flC F I@' 

JA N 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: 

HARRY T. POWERS, as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of GLENNA E, POWERS, and HARRY T. 
POWERS, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 109019/01 

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 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 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Wei ne r Lesn ia 
888 Veterans 

4 2011 Hauppauge, NY 11788 
- 

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: 

HARRY T. POWERS, as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of GLENNA E. POWERS, and HARRY T. 
POWERS, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 109019/01 

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 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: 4 4  ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Anna M. Ditonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Mem 

SO ORDERED, 

L4. :AN . 3 1  2011 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 1091 15/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
+h 

Frank Ortiz Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attornevs for Plaintiff 

Y, M C T I E R N W M O O R E  
rneys for Defendant d 

m -  180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 A New Y s N e w Y o r k  10006 .. hn 4 

FULTON BOILER WOR 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 

/7 

sdl 
SO ORDERED, <13-3600 

Hon, Sherry Klein-Heitler 



-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pwsuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane FULTON BOILER WO S 
New York, New York 10038 2 Rector Street, 14* FIO? I L E D 
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10 06 

MAR - 4 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

NEW YGRK 
COUN cy CLERK'S OFHCk 

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 109770/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York 1000 

(212) 558-5500 \ L 
4 201' 

SO ORDERED, NP*R * 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
?N RE: NEW YORK COUNTY h j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

/ Index No. 1 10438/01 
This Document ,relates to: 

Madeline McGinn, Individually and Richard John 
Mayerick as Personal Representatives for the Estate of 
Harold McGinn, 

Plaintiff, j NO OPPOSITION 
-against- 

A.C. & $. Inc.., et al., 

Defendants. 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

WHEMFORF,, defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRES, INC., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no apposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and witho ,F \ LEe 
Dated: New York, New York 

1 \ L\\ \/ 

Megan K&gst&n, E s Y  
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS B E G A N  & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

Madeline McGinn, Individually and Richard John Mayerick as 
Personal Representatives for the Estate of Harold McCXm, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Yak,  New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 25 2011 1863-9588 

SKH - D A T E D , Z m  
484 1-72564 927.1 

I 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No. : 1 1 043 9/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

532 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10006 NAR 

FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14' Floor 

d 4 Z N  

HEW .(ORK 
(-LERC'S ow'= 

SO ORDERED, town 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No. : 1 10740/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
+A 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

D 
4 201‘ 

180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 

FULTON BOILER WORKS 

New York 10006 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor HAR ” 

600 b L  qJ YORK BKsQFF\Gk 

cQUNfl 



Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Oidered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Frank Ortiz Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 

FULTON BOILER WO 

(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: 

BRYAN M. PRICE and LINDA J. GERACI PRICE 
Index No. 11 1220/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

rhe above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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. 

n IATED: //ZJ ,201 I 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP \lew York, NY 10003 
880 V e t e r a F I b J n g i e i w y  
Hauppaug , N 1 8 

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: 

BRYAN M. PRICE and LINDA J. GERACI PRICE 
Index No. 1 11220/01 

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 dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: I / & , _  ,2011 

Luxen berg 
- 7th floor 

Uew York, NY 10003 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A, Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BRYAN M. PRICE and LINDA J. GERACI PRICE 
Index No. 1 11220/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. , hereby requests summary 

ludgment 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: ( I2  7 ,2011 

A. L&..-w- 
Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak 

Hauppaug , N 11788 
L r L Q w a y  

New York, NY 10003 

4 ZQI' 
888 VeterF I$e 

r\psi - 
SO ORDERED, N k ~ J  @S YoPKo~~\GS 

@Ne 

JAN 812011 

1 
i 
j 

I I 
I 

! 



WILLIAM P. TANNER, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

N Y C A L  
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIWCR BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

KMEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-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-DO=-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. n n 

Dated: New York, New York Od , I ? ,  11 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG,P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212)558-5880 

so -. 

I 

FEB 25 2011 

500 Mamaroneck Ave, +q5L~ 0 
Harrison, New York 1 
(212) 661-1151 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

115833/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without co s. \& \ I  ( 1  

Frank Ortiz Esq. 

Attorneys far Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

; Index e, 120770/01 
I 
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS SHEEHAN, I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff( s), I 

"against- I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

I I 
i 

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 Yo k, New York a-  ~t r  .2011 > ook, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

- 

b 
- 4 2tm 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 MAR 
F * .  -+\y Yt'l! . (212) 509-3456 

-,c)wv4~ y LkERi<'$" :I! 

SO ORDERED, 
1235-8146 

N0029730-1 



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 I (Heitler, J.) 
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS SHEEHAN, 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- I 

: NO OPPOSITION 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
A.C. & S., INC., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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 hdustrial 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 
2 -16 ,2011 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 

b 2Qj' Safegudrd Industrial Equipment Co. 

New York, New York 10004 

Thomas Sheehan 

New York, New York 10003 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway flm 

ZOUNT 

(212) 558-5500 b,+$J qfi OFF\& 
q GL€@ 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

NO02974 1 - I  

Hon. SherrfKlein Heitler 324-5968AO 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRED A HOFMANN JR. and GENE ANN HOFMANN 
Index No. I06 

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 

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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

mjudice and without costs. 

Attorneys f4 r Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP .eb T) 

Veitz & Luxenberg 
‘00 Broadway - 7th floor 
Jew York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorhl Highway 
Hauppauge, N T  1 t78B” 

I@‘ 

10 ORDERED, 

$1 sal * DA*J D:* 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRED A HOFMANN JR. and GENE ANN HOFMANN 
Index No. 10 

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, 

llismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

rrejudice 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 

Veitz & Luxenberg 
00 Broadway - 7th floor 
lew York, NY 10003 

Julie L. Mfr 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, 

3 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: 

FRED A HOFMANN JR. and GENE ANN HOFMANN 
Index N o m  

I I I 91 3/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JIJDGMENT 
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 

rnd without costs. 

IATED: @- / 0 ,2018 

Veitz, & Luxenberg 
'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
Jew York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial 
Ha u p pauge, 

i0 ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

InLzxNo.: 11 
In Re: NEW YOFX CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

10 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
JOHN CULLEN, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), MOTION 

- against - 

AC and S ,  INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant MIL-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: 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & SEGALMcCAMBRIDGE F 1 L E D 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
H&R - 4 2011 

, I  J! 'IORK 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, NY 10022 

*,ou,u, ;ERK'S OFFiCt 

SO ORDERED, 



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.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 11 1227/01 123461/01 
I a I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JORGE RAMOS, I 

I 
I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., MC., et al., 
Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and 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. 

ms 
Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. /% C h e  & 4; 

F I L E D  MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation Jorge Ramos 

New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway F\AR - 4 2Ol1 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

1235-15057 



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 
I (Heitler, J.) 
I 

I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JORGE RAMOS, 
I 

Plaintiff( s), I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendant(s). I t 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, 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 
hbbLmy / 4  ,2011 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff 

HAR - 4 2011 Pattersin pump company Jorge Ramos 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

NEW 
couNTy CLERK'S OFF'= 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
454-3362AG 

N0032021-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JORGE RAMOS, I 

i Index N G I G 3  123461/01 
I 
I 

I 
I 

Plainti ff(s), I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendant( s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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: New York, New York 
I4 ,2011 

#flTA4 4 ,  3,a - 

f \ L E D  
f l , ,hm/  FpdCl,' 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Jorge Ramos 4 202' 

New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway NIiR 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
3244204A.l 

N0032020-1 



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.) 

j Index N f i G h  12346 1/0 1 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JORGE RAMOS, 
I 

Plainti ff(s), I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
I 
I 
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 0 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 
lq ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Jorge Ramos 
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

.._.~_ 

1 h Hon. Sheny Klein Heitler 1122-15668 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

N0032022-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JORGE RAMOS, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, TNC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 01/111227 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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. 1 \ t  

Dated: 9 I \\ ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, L 

HAR - 4 2ojl 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

FEE 2 5  2011 



" 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAZ, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD MARTENS AND DOLORES I 

I I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

[ Index Nfi&$2 1426/0 1 

I 

I 
MARTENS, I 

Plaintifqs), I 

-against- 

A.C, & S., WC., et al., 

I 
I 
I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
; MOTION AND ORDER 
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 6 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York ' 

d-sl ,2014 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Edward F. Martens and Dolores Martens 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 
(212) 558-5500 

MR - 4 2011 

NEW YQRK 
couN~y CLERK'S OFFICE 

1122-6618 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

\ 

N0025943-1 



N Y C A L  
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.:ll1228/2001 

&BERT CONTENTO, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUX)GMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
________1*_"_____________________rr_____-----------------------~"----- 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 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 ar d t 3 Q  ~ 

dismissed with prejuhce and without costs. 

Dated New York, New York O&. I ? ,  1 )  

I 

/%&!& 7.z- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG. P.C. MARIN GOODM 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2)5 5 8 -5 8 8 0 

Attorneys for Defendant 'I/ 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIWR BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 
SO ORDERED: 

FEB 23 2011 



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 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD MARTENS AND DOLORES 
MARTENS, I 

I 
I 

Plainti ff(s), I 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

I 
I 
I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
; MOTION AND ORDER 
I Defendant(s). 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, 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 
2- 14 ,2010 

1 MCGIVNEY & k, KLUGER, Esq. P.C. 

I Attorneys for Defendants 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Edward F. Martens and 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

Patterson Pump Company 

k 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

i LA 2 5  2011 

N0025942-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY I' NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.AS. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J,) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

EDWARD MARTENS AND DOLORES I 

MARTENS, I 

I 

I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), 

I 
-against- I 

; NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
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 
3-14 * 2014 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Edward F. Martens and Dolores Martens 

New York, New York 10003 80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway F I L E D  
(212) 558-5500 

MAR - 4 2011 ."._ ~ 

r4Ew YQRK c COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6208AB 

N0025939-1 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C, & S., INC. 

Index No,: 11 1865/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

832 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 



X.:/cases/FBW43571/L~~~l~OSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

BOBBY SLEGER, 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC. NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

g3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane FULTON BOILER 
New Ynrk. New York 10038 
[' 

. - . , - - - _ _  7 -  - 

(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10006 
L A A D  k ?m' 



JOSEPH MCCARTHY (Dec.), 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER A5 TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X r_ft___________________________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 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-de 

defendant EELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COM 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

+ . . "  

Attorneys far PLaintifl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5880 

SO ORDERED 

Attorneys for Defendant w 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 1 OS28 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 



JOAN B. HART, hdividually and as Executrix of the 
Estate of ROBERT D. HART, 

NO OPPO$ITICIN 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

P la iiit i ffs, 
v. 

. __ 
SELBY, BATTERSBY & CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & COMPANY, hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Secion 3212, 

dismissing Plaintiffs cornplaiiit against Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & COMPANY, be and the same are 

prejudice without costs. 

Dated: New Yark, New York 
,2010 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG FELDMAN KIEFFER, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant, Selby Battersby 
800 Third Ave, 13th Floor The Dun Building 
New Yark, New York 10022 110 Pearl Street, 4th Floor 
2 12-605-6200 York 14202 

SO ORDERED, 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER J4N 31 2011 



JOAN B. HART, Individually and as Executrix of the 
Estsrte of ROBERT D. HART, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintif& 
V.  

QUAKER CHEMICAL CORPORATION, et al. 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL CORPORATIQN, hereby request 

suniniary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Secion 

32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL CORPORATION 

with prejudice, and therc being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-Defendants, all claims and cross claims 6:. ag 3 

Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL CORPORATION, be and the same are h 

prejudice without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2010 

!%ca V. Cesaro, Esq. 
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Ave, 13th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Defendant, Quaker Chemical 
The Dun Building 
1 IO Pearl Street, 4th Floor 

2 12-605-6200 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 113955/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

532 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14th F 

3 13-3600 
HAR 4 to'' 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler sp$j \{OW 

CLERKS OFFIG% 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 113998/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDE 



__ll_r________1l_____------11--------1---------------~-----------------~- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
CARL INZANTI and JEAN INZANTI, 

Index No. : 1 1 48 72/O 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, MOTION AND ORDER 

I 
V.  

SELBY BATTERSBY & CQ., et al. 

Defendants. 
_ _ * _ 1 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ 1 _ _ _ _ - - - 1 1 - - - - r r r - - - - 1 - - - - - - - - - " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & CO,, hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Secion 32 12, 

dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against Defendant, SELBY DATTERSBY & CO. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & CO,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yark, New York 
,2010 

Dated: B u f f a l a , ~ ~  Ycvrk - 

LEVY PHILLIPS ~ K O N I G S B E R G  FELDMAN KIEFFER, 

800 Third Ave, 13th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for 
The Dun Building 
1 10 Pearl Street, 4th Floor 

2 12-605-6200 14202 NT iERK~ YQRK OFF\GC 

SO ORDERED, COWfl 



IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S) 

V 

QUAKER CHEMICAL CORP,, et al. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL CORP., hereby request suniniary 

judgnient in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Secion 3212, 

dismissing Plaintiff's complaint against Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL CORP. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL COW,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. F I L E D  

t 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Ave, 13th Floor 
New Yerk, New York 10022 Floor 
2 12-605-6200 I4202 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant,Quaker Chemical 
The Dun Building 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against - 

Index No.G-3 
11 1218/01 & 107744/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 
(212) 558-5500 



X.:/cascs/FRW43400/egal/NOSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

DANIEL TORETTA, 
X ................................................................ 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

11 1218/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

..>~ 

Frank Ortiz Esq. 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 

FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 

New York 10006 
600 tL c+j YQRK B@FF\Gk 

COUNfl GLE 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
LA,$. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
d d \ \  

I . .  

Frank Ortiz Esq. 
L (-9 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. Y+ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway FULTON BOILER W 
New York, New York 10003 

ttorneys for Defend 

B-- 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 a / I  / New York, New York 10006 d\h!'(' 
. . I  

(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, ___ 

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



N Y C A L  
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

WILLIAM P. TANNER, 
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 ...................................................................... 

V54EM?F0RE7 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. n n 

Dated: New York, New York &Q I?. 11 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, 
Harrison, New York 1 

700 Broadway &EELER-DORR-OLIKER BOILER 

+q5L E Q (2 12)558-5880 

(212) 661-1151 
I__- 

I 

FEB 25 2011 



Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 'against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 116146/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN J. MCCUE and EDNA MCCUE, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 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 plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
?I/?, ,2011 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " .  

Robert Dkish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

0 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 201' 

tlhR - (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-832 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN J. McCUE and EDNA McCUE 
Index No. 116146/01 

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 dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: l/H/J, , 

4ttorneys for Plaintiff a 
Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
Vew York, NY 10003 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 V e t e r a n R T g l  pmy 1 

Hauppauge, i a  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

lYCA 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, $> 

--__l__rrl__-_-----_____I_LI_I__________--------~-----"----------~- Index No.: 01/116615 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
BRIAN M. CORRIGAN, Individually and as Executor 
of the Estate of THOMAS M. CORRIGAN, deceased NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, MOTION AND ORDER 

V. 

SELBY BATTERSBY & CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant,SELBY BATTERSBY & CO., hereby request sunirnary judgmeiit 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Secion 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiff's coinplaint against Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & CO. with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & CO., be and the same are hereby dismissed w i t f p q d t  E 

, .. . 
,2010 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Ave, 13th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

FELDMAN KIEFFER, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, Selby Battersby 
The Dun Building 

2 12-605-6200 

SO OKDERED, 



THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
BRIAN M. CORRIGAN, Individually and as Executor 
of the Estate of TI-IOMAS M. CORRIGAN, deceased 

Plaint iff$, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S) 

Index No.: 01/116615 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

V .  

QUAKER CHEMICAL CORPORATION, et al, 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL CORPO€UTION, hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Secion 

32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL CORPORATION 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upoii notice to all ca-Defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL CORPORATION, be and the same are h , , b Y $ ~ & &  
prejudice without costs. 

Q 
0 2077 

NaR 

,2010 

Erica V. Cesara. Ess. 
LEVY PHILLIPS LKONIGSBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Ave, 13th Floor 
New York, New York I0022 

FELDMAN KIEFFEk LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, Quaker Chemical 
The Dun Building 

2 12-605-6200 

SO ORDERED, 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HElTLER 
--- SKH-DATED: , 



JOSEPH W. SHRECK, 
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 rr-_----_______"____----------------------------------"--------------- 

FKHEMFOm, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 
I 

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 COM 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXF!NBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plainti! 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2)5 5 8-5 8 80 

so 
"., 

FEB 2 5  2011 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite SO1 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 



1 t c - ,  

UTHRYN McMAHON, as Administratrix of : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
he Estate of GERALD McMAHON, and : JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 
ndividuall y , FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

Plaintiff(s), : 
Index No.: 12022 1 /O 1 

- against - 

4BB LUMMUS CREST, 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, 

Q ORDEFtED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 
against defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are 
with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Januarv 13.201 1 L?iis??& By: Frank M. Ortiz, Es 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, hqJ 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: Kathryn McMahon 

AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN 
& DEUTSCH, LLP / Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
757 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 100 17 
T: 212-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 

SO ORDERED: 

JAN 312B11 

a 
5 

I 



JAMES J. COUGHLIN, 

N Y C A L  
I.A.S. Part 30 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 02 ./a .(I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifl 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5880 500 M a m a r o n e c k ~ , ~ ~  0 

MAlUN GOODMAN, 
Attorneys for Defenda 

COMPANY 

Harrison,NewY r 2 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI 

(212) 661-1151 
4 201' waR - _". . - 

FEB 25 2011 



This document relates to: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

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 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Michael Fanelli, Esq., 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 COMPANY 

500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

(2 12)558-5880 

(212) 661-1151 

FEE 25  2011 



JOSE TRDJIDAD, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

f-----l 
Index No.:120395/20 /d 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 0 2 . 19, I/ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintig 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2)55 8 -5 8 80 

Russell S .  Jamison, Esq., / \ - 

V MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 1 
(212) 661-1151 

FEE 252011 



S~JI'REME COUR'I'OF TIlE STA'fE OF NEW YORK 
C'OIJNTY 01: NEW YORK 

IN IIE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

Mark D. Ashton 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10 

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 snccessor 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 
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 42nd Street 
New York, New 
2 12-490-3000 

File No. 07536.08238 
MAR - 4 2011 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

, :ic i4 y '1 201\ COUNTY CLERK'S OFF=, 

J2N0589. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MICHAEL J. AMATO and THERESA AMATO 
Index No. 120430/01 

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: 1+7 ,2010 

/ '  

Attorneys for Plaintiff \ 
Weitz & Luxenberg <- 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

f 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherty 

W' BMCE Inc. 
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: 

MICHAEL J. AMATO and THERESA AMATO 
Index No. 120430/01 

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 d 7  ,2010 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 / 

SO ORDERED, 

L. ‘AN 3 12011 



From: FAXrnaker To: Gary T Page: 212 Date: 2M2011 24426 PM 

I 
I 

SUPREME COURT OF TKE STATE OF PEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Applies to: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S.Par 0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SulMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WALTER S. VOSBLJRGK 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendanl TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CO. We., 

hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pwsuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plainti&' complaint against defendant TISHMAN RFN .TY AND 

CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
December 20,ZO 10 

700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 
(2 12) 55 8-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax sewer. For more information, visit http:l/ww+v.gfi.com 

http:l/ww+v.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY N Y C A L  

I I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
I (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 11 122310 , 120770/01 
I a I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

THOMAS SHEEHAN, I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- I 

; NO OPPOSITION 

' I MOTION AND ORDER 
A.C. & S., INC., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendant(s). I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. with prejudice, 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 
2 -1-6 ,2011 

ok, Esq, 
--\ Attorneys MCGIVNEY for & Defendants KLUGER, P.C. 

& IQQ Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

Thomas Sheehan 
700 Broadway 

New York, New 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

N0029741-1 

York 10004 New York, New 
(212) 558-5500 
I* " 

P 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

252011 

York 

324-5968A0 



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.Part30 

/--"--7 I (Heitler, J.) 
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS SHEEHAN, 
I Index No.: 11 1223/01~120770/01 
I 
I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I I 

-against- I 

I 
I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I I MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendant(s). I I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York a-  ~tr  .2011 
! '  n 

&qua&ook, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation Thomas Sheehan 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 - 4 20tl MAR 

(212) 509-3456 / (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
1235-8146 

i 

:)? 

N0029730-1 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

~ 0 6 4 6 6 1 0 2  1 10010 1 & 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pwsuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER W O M S  

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
' 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

n 

prejudice and without costs. 

r? 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

4 201' 2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 VhR 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDE 



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: 

ROSSAND G. AUGUSTE, 

i 1.A.S. Part 30 
i (i-Ieitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 121231/01 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ~ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., TNC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabca Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-dcfmdants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: N ~ / Y f i ! - e w ,  ;;;! 

Carol M. Tempests, Esq, 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Rossand G. Auguste 
MCGWNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
Ncw Yark, New York 100Q4 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG. 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New Y Q ~  10 2 W E D  

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

N0028199-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I,A.S, Part 30 

I Index No.: 11 12281 

I (Heitler, J.) 
I 
I 

I 

I 

I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD MARTENS AND DOLORES I 

MARTENS, I 

Plaintiff(s), 
I 
I -against- I : NO OPPOSITION : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., JNC,, et al., 

Defmdant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summavy judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, he. 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 
a-I9 ,2014 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
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 100 

(212) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 
WR - 4 2011 

NEW YORK 
(-0UNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-6618 

N0025943- I 



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.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 11 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

EDWARD MARTENS AND DOLORES I 
i 

I 

I 
MARTENS, I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

I -against- I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S,, INC., et al., 
I 

Defendant(s). 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 plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company with prejudice, and here 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 -  I4 ,201Q 

1 MCGIVNEY & k, KLUGER, Esq. P.C. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Patterson Pump Company 
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 

I 

69 
a $if' 

Y 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

N0025942-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

I I.A.S, Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 
I 

Index No,: 11 1228/01 12142610 c-3 I EDWARD MARTENS AND DOLORES I MARTENS, I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- I 

I 

I 
I 
I 

; NO OPPOSITION 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
A.C. & S., INC., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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 

plaintiff's 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 

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 10003 F I L E D  

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
MAR - 4 2011 

SO ORDERED, r4Ew YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

N0025939-1 

3246208AB 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION ANX) 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
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 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 s 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York U t  /?, I /  

.. /2z%C7.z  J !  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway BELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5880 

MARIN GOODMAN, 
Attorneys for Defenda 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite SO1 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

.+ 
SO ORDERED: 

FED 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

I Index No.: 102733/0 122138/01 a THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EUGENE D. STEINHAUER AND KAREN L. 
STEINHAUER, 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C. & S., INC., et a]., I I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. hereby requ-si s-ary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice'Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's 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 
42.&kuq IS ,2011 

OFF\*, I 

Matthew T. Fairley, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Eugene Steinhauer and Karen L. Steinhauer 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
324-63 lOAM 

N0030955-1 t; ttj 2 5  2011 



(Heitler, J.) n 

STEPHEN D, HALL, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ___"__-----------_____________________I_--------------------------"--- 

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. 

ORZUXED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are he 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
- -  

Attorneys for Plaintiff I 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5880 

700 Broadway EELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

FEB 25 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 D. HALL and JOAN C. HALL 100784/0 

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 

&h/cu.-/ 
Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Hauppauge, 

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: 

STEPHEN D. HALL and JOAN C. HALL 

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. 

,2011 

- 
Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~~ 

100784/0 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

STEPHEN D. HALL and JOAN C. HALL 

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: 

Wei tz & uxen be rg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

ED 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCALJ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 11 1227/01 123461/01 0 I 

I 
I 
I 

t 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JORGE RAMOS, I 

Plaintiff(s), I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 321.2, 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 
Pbhv 14 ,2011 

& LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

York 10004 New York, New 
(212) 558-5500 
. "  

York 1 

Y 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 1122-15668 

N0032022-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ; I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No.: 11 1227/01 

(Heitler, J.) 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JORGE RAMOS, 

Plaintiff(s), I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

I 
I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., I 

Defendant(s). 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&bfiahy 1 y ,201 1 

d‘* H4// c ,. Y - p/y *** - 

WEITZ fl,&/ & LUXENBERG, F;&Us P.C D 1F MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Jorge Ramos 4 201‘ 

700 Broadway NfAR - 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 .w,h, v n ~ K  
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sh&y Kfein Heitler 324-6204AJ 

FER 25’1011 N0032020-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I,A.S, Part 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 11 1227101 
I 

I 
I 
I 

1 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JORGE RAMOS, I 

I NO OPPOSITION Plaintiff(s), 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 

5y 
A.C. & S . ,  INC., et al., 

Defendant(s). 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 

defehdant, Patterson Pump Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
. I ,  

Dated: New York, New York 
I1;sLkuny I 4  ,2011 

L ok, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Patterson Pump Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

/ 
L-' ~ , & h A p /   FA^-\\.' 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C  LED 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Jorge Ramos 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
NEW YORK (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 couNn CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 
454-1362AG 

NO03202 I - I 
FEB 2520'11 



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.) 

Index No,: 111227/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I 

I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JORGE RAMOS, 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendant( s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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 

wp 
Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. /4 C C l H  1 & I / .  

F I L E D  MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation Jorge Ramos 

New York. New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway NAR - 4 2011 
New York, New York 10003 _ .  . 

(212) 509-3455 (212) 558-5500 b1E.W YORK 
f-,QdiL y GLERK'S OFF\* 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Shen-i? Hei tler 1235-15057 



JAMES J. COUGHLIN, 

N Y C A L  
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et d. .KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
____________________________l__llll_llr_----------"--"---------------- 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 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDEED,  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 so? . / J  ,I/ 

4 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for ahintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5880 

MARINGOODMAN, 
Attorneys for Defenda 

COMPANY 
500 M a m a r o n e c k @ e , , ~ ~  Q 
Harrison,NewYo 1 2 

SO ORDERED 
(212) 661-1151 

..l" , 

FEB 2 5  2011 



From: F h a k e r  To: Gary T Page: 2/2 Date: 29l2011 244% PM 

III Re: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WALTER S. VOSBURQH, 

-against- 

mcAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 3 .) 

Index No: 12 

NO OPPOSlTXON 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WNEREFORE, defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUC7ION CO. 

hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintif€$' complaint against defendant TISHMAN WALTY AND 

CONSTRUCTION CO, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition there.to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and m s s  claims against 

" ', 

dimivsed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
December 20,20 10 

itgton ftr0et, Suite 720 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaksr fax sewer. For more information, visit: http:/W.gfi.com 

http:/W.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

! I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
: (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Gladys M. Miller, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of Alex T. Miller 

Index No.: 101286102 

Plaintiff, 
"against- 

A.C, & S., Inc., et al. ; NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. i MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

/Y/fi 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Gladys M. Miller, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of Alex T. Miller 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100OF \ L E 

++/ \ \ 

L 

Megan E. Kagstein, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISROIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

1 

D 
(212) 558-5500 

c 4 2 0 ~ ~  

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

1863-13425 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S.Part30 
I (Heitler, J.) 
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EUGENE D. STEINHAUER AND KAREN L. 
STEINHAUER, I 

I ; Index N&g>122138101 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- t NO OPPOSITION : SUMMARY .JUDGMENT 
; MOTION AND ORDER A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
I 
I Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. hereby requests summasy 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's 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 
G W  19 ,2011 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Eugene Steinhauer and Karen L. Steinhauer 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 . ,  

SO ORDERED, 

N0030955-1 f EB 25 2011 

324-631OAM 



Plaintiffs, 

- against - 
A, C. & S., INC., et al., 

Index No,: 103336/02 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims I against 

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed w i d  prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

1 & ' c 

' , *  J "?, 2011 

F p 5  rrl f i  r y  JY, 201 1 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
(212) 558-5500 

I 
~ 

I 

I 

i I 
! 

! 

i 
I 
I 

I 
I 

FEB 252011. 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index ko: 

Mark D. Ashtan 

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 Yoyk, Nqw York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff \%\\ 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 ERICSSON INC., as successor in 

interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New F$fqql!7pn 
2 12-490-3000 

File No. 07536.08238 

MAR - 4 2011 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

'3 120\\ COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC)Ei, 
; 

4280589. I 



Patrick Myers and Maryann Myers 

NYCAL 
I.A.S, Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 103452/02 

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 

m. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
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 

?lirre"E D 
Af8'7- 4 2011 

interest to Anaco 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 

Our File No. 07536.1691 5 
2 12-490-3000 

NEW YORK SO ORDERED, JAN m w  C W S  OFF'c4, 

4279777. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 104106/02 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION 
DANIEL BLAKE, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

P1 ainti 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 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: -5JL  2011 
Newvort, New York 

Jennifer L. Budner, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 11 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 

I 

I 

I 

I 



HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN. DUNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 MLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DANIEL C. BLAKE, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-104106 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

5BYI 1 1  

WENDY R. KAGAN, ESQY- 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Aftnrreys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: - 

FEE 252011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@), 
Daniel C. Blake 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MAR - 4 2011 



* '  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGlMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et a]. KEELER-DORR- 

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 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 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo 

Michael Fanelli, Esq., 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5880 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

FEB 25  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK: 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

LITIGATION 
CAROL E, ANGELONE, Individually 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

And as Executrix of the Estate of 
RUSSELL ANGELONE, 

PLAINTIFF@), 

vs. 

1 INDEX NO.: 104919/02 

A.C. & S, INC., et al,, 
DEFENDANTS. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T m e r  Construction Company requests smmary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ d o n  3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Turner Construction Company with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agaixlst 

defendant, Tumer Construction Company be and the s m e  WE hereby dismissed with prejudice 

3 E w V. Cesaro, Esq. 
LEVY, PHILLIPS 
& KONIOSBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 12) 605-6200 

ERSON, McmILL, P.C. 

1212) 227-78R 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

I in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertspn, New York 
F I  D 

-- j&\N YORK 
FRANK ORTIZ ES EDWARDS N T ~  CLERK'S OFFICE, 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

UTY, DEMERS & &!&ANUS 

(516) 294-5433 



George A. Walker, Sr. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tier, J .) 

Index NG5zJ 
10 83/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ -  

WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no apposition 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 

/- 

4 i 

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 10 

Our File No. 53 .1 bF 212-490-300& 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
f#&f+ 

4 m 
p$J \{OR& 

OFEtCii t ! 4 A l  r l .  3 1 2011 'a-IG'S 

4280594. I 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index NO. : 106466/02 & 
121 100/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

532 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

4 201' 2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 NhR - 



* 

Albert C. Deshaies 

. -  - I - -  - 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

IndexNo: 1 @ 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- x  - - - . . - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON XNC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Ca., 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. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  
~~ 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, ~~~~~~~~~ 

EDELMAN &~~@@h%k~"~ 
Attorney for Defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 1 7 

Our File No. 07536.1 1380 
2 12-490-3000 

4280524.1 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10776 1 /02 

Rose P. Dean 

I . -  I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as S W C C ~ S S O ~  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 & 

yorL E D Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and witho 

Dated: New York, New York 

HAR, - 4 2011 
.1; 2 p: I .  

Julie R. Evans, Esq. NE YUKK 
WILSON, ELSI@~&&k&%oFF%; 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536.06948 

Wcitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

""u 1. * ",% ..- 

2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 

4280530. I 



FLOYD CADY SR. (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. ,  INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albert on New York 
,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

on, New York 11507 
94-5433 

ttorneys for Defendant 

JAN 3 1  2 Q f l  SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF TIIE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ___l___-_----_l-l_--_l_______l____l_____- 

ASBESTOS L IT1 GAT1 ON 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108356/02 

Robert E. Houlihan, Sr. 

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 
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. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
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.Ea 
interest to Anaco 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street MAR - 4 2011 
New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 [.iEW YOHK 
Our File No. 07&&j)QF?GLERK'S OFF-& 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SIJI'REME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUN'I'Y OF NEW YORK 

IN J<E NEW YORK CITY 
x l--___"__-__ll_r___-_----ll--""----l" 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 3.) 

AS B ESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

X _ _ _ f - - - l l _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ " _ _ _ - - - - - - - - l - - - " - - - - ~ - - - - - -  

'I'liis Document Relates To: 
Index No: 

George A. Walker, Sr. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as swccessor 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 Ywk, New York 

Attorney for PlaintTff -x.\ 

/- \ 

'4 

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 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

4280594. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

JOSE TRINIDAD, 

N Y C A L  
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLnTER BOILER 
COMPANY 

JjiEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests swnmary 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-DOKR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the s m e  are hereby 
n 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 0 2  . / ? , / I  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5880 

Russell S .  Jamison, Esq., 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 

i Attorneys for Defendant L 

500 Mamaronec 
Harrison, New York 1 

FEB 252011 



MANUEL ALMOZARA (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
114991/98 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPOUTION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO,, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
\ /%V ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

S & McMANUS 

CORPORATION, as Succes 

so ORDERED, 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
MAR - 4 2011 

r '  ;\I " f 3 F  : (516) 294-5433 
UN7T'r LLEHKS OF 'FICt 



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: 

PHILIP MULE and CYNTHIA MULE, 122078/97 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC7 et al, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaint 

the 

Ffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
-13 ,2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Philip Mule and Cynthia Mule 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

9h3.I - DATED: 



PHILIP MULE 

I 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .) 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO,, INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  
Dated: Alberts 

MAR - 4 2011 

FFlCE 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

TY, DEMERS & 

tson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



I 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 110848/02 

John C, Buckley 

- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Ca., 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. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

'\ , 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 10017 
2 12-490-3000 
Our File No. OFt$)*43 D 



SUPREME 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 41. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N 4 = > 2 7 8 3 / 0 0 ,  
12 1743/97 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York % ,2011 M a ; "  4 2013 

... 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Thomas J. Cruger and Barbara Cruger 
WEITZ & LLJXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Robert Darish, Esq. ' 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(212) 558-5500 

" 

FEt3 2s*o Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
--. - sw - DATED:- 

2571-734 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUN'I'Y 01.' NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

; I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitier, J,) 

ASBES'IOS LlTIGA1'ION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARILYN GARCIA, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS i 
ADMINISTRATRIX OF THE ESTATE OF JOHN j 
SANCHEZ GAKCIA, 111, 

; Index No.: 1 1  190SJ02 

j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, i MOTXON AND ORDER 

-against- 

AMERICAN STANDARD, I'NC., et ul. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice l o  all co-defendants, all claims mid cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yor New York 
1 .  & ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & ~UWGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs W 
Marilyn Garcia, Individually and as 
Administratrix of the Estate of John Sanchez 
Garcia 111 

800 Third Avenue LEVY, Pr-rrttr~s &KO ppk E D 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hen. Sheiry Klein Heitler 

2571- I 1  25 

N0028202-1 

I 



c . 

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 -  

ASBESTOS L IT1 GAT1 ON 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index 0: 1 1  1993/02 Q 
Albert C. Deshaies 

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. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  

4280524. I 

i 
M U  - 4 '  2011 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, ~~~~~~~~1 

EDELMAN &?~~@@F&k~ 
Attorney for Defendant 
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. 07536,11380 
2 12-490-3000 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S, Part 30 
i (Heitler, J*) 

j IndexNo.: 121985/99, 12375/02 
i 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PHYLLIS GACH, Individually and Executrix for 
the Estate of MICHAEL GACH, 

0 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

ork, New York 
-201 1 

p$k\ Q . I..+ 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

4 2Q9 
(212) 509-3456 .cOBK 

Phyllis Gach and Michael 
WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 HhR 

b\F:LEB~$ 
c o u ~ ~ y  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler @ 2 5 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
12 1985199 

MICHAEL GACH (Deceased) 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

MUTY, DEMERS 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

1,U. Willets Road 
ertson, New York 11507 
) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COlJNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
__-_______"_"___--_______l___r___l___1_l- X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 12740/02 

Paul Michael Buczek 

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 swccessar in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: TB, N{;&York 
/- .. " q r 4  - '  

Lr, % k  W' \\ 

T-' I -  Frank Ortiz, Esq. %%., . 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

n 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry K. Heitler 

/ 
,I L L I I.\ 

I , '  

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INCI  as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Str 
New York, New ork 1 

Our File No, 07536.QS@7- 4 2011 

P M!rF D 
2 12-490-3000 

b1E.W Y 9RK 
COUNTY CLERK'("S OFFICE;, 

~ 2 x 0 s  io, I 

! 



SIJIIREME courrr OF I-ME s'mx OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Ilei tler, J.) 

_*_r___r_-_ l -_____- - r___l___r______l_r_ l -  X 

This Document Relates To: 

Gerald W. Burgh, as Executor for the Estate of Merle G. 
Burgin 

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 F I L E D  

Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

Our File No. 07536.1 1916 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 

4279381. I 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index ~ 6 :  ! 1 3 2 7 6 l d  
1 15 178/05 

Gerald Elmont Allen 

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 '1 a '  

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP Attorney for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 D 

150 East 42nd Street - 4 zait 
New York, New Yofi'~OOl7 
2 12-490-3000 
Our File No. 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COlJRT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ - _ r _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ l _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 13939/02 

Ruth S. Sciortino, as Executrix for the Estate of Aaron 
0' Brien 

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 apposition 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: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
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 42"d Street 
New York, N v r k r _ O O e  

Our File No. 07536.02 126 
2 12-490-3000 



NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 140 13/02 

Elmer AI berico 

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 Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Ywk, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. '*..b 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
I-Ion. Sherry K. Heitler 

'1 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
Cable interest Co. to Anaconda p q & L  e 15 

I \ 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York l O O w , f ?  - 4 2011 
2 12-490-3000 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

Index No, : 114483/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION 
VITO CONTI, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plainti ff(s), MOTION 

- 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 plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Wed- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: %\ \? ,2011 
New York, New York 

J 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 

New York, NY 10022 

4 ZQI‘ 

, yoRK 
N!tR 

SO ORDERED, 
s OFFICFt, 

y c;u@ 
COW’ 



536.13315/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

VITO CONTI , Deceased, 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NY CAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry K l e i n  Heitler) 

Index No. : 
I' 

(December 2010 Monthly FIFO 
T r i a l  Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. * b  

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
DATED : \ce-D 

& FLINN 

United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Sui t e  350 
P.O. Box 438 

WEITZ & LUXENBER 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, N e w  York 10003 

~ 5 N e w  Jersey 07936 

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: 

MARY MCFARLAND, Individually and 
KATHLEEN M. ODOM, Executrix for the Estate 
of RAY MCFARLAND, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 15268/02 

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 6 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 
% 14,2010 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Mary McFarland and Ray McFar 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway ,. n%% 

I 

! 

\ '., 

4 - p w '  

rhap' New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

FEB 25 2011 
2082-701 1 



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: 

BERNARD SIKKAS and JEANETTE SIKKAS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 18207/02, 1 10522/00, Q 
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 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED? that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York -+ ,2011 

4 201' Oakfabco Inc, 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Bernard Sikkas and Jeanette Sikkas 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. HbR - 
New York, New York 10004 t@ m R K  oFF\a'. New York, New York 10003 

(212) 558-5500 CQUNfl (212) 509-3456 

FEB 252011 
SO ORDERED, 

* .3$ 
sm - DAX'ED> 2571-839 



SUPREME COURT OF 'THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
___l_-___l_____r_-___l_l l______l__l l___r-  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 18982/02 

Nicholas M. Cirillo 

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 casts. 

Dated: New York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Hon. Sherry K, Heitler 

/ 
, I I  

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWTTZ, 
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 100 17 

Our File No. 07536. 
72-490-3000 

4 201' r\aR - 

12805 12. I 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 19674/02 

W i I liam Burrell Jr. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - , . - * - - - - I - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant 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 

&----j**" 
Frank Ortiz, Esq, I.*c1, * :*. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. " I.*, I 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
I-lon. Sherry K. Heitler 

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 
NewYork'Ne Y k 00 

Our File No. 07536.05871 
2 12-490-3000 F I L E D  \\ 

MAR - 4 

4280924.1 



NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120622/02 

Elizabeth Trifari 

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, 

O R D E E D ,  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. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Ske'rryk. Heitler 

4280558. I 

'I 3 

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 4Znd Street 
New York, New Yo 
2 12-490-3000 4 2~71 
Our File No. 07536.1286 



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: 
Loretta O'Brien, as Executrix for the Estate of John 
O'Brien and Loretta O'Brien, Individually; 

-against- 

i Index No,: 123323/02 

Plaintiff, 

A 0 SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., [ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
.( *?I 1% 

--im+x/t!f/f.; 
Megan E. Kriustein, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc,, 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Loretta O'Brien, as Executrix for the Estate of 
John OBrien and Loretta OBri 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Braadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1863-1 7035 

4831 -2199-8087.1 



.,, a 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFK COUNTY ; N Y C A L  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

I I Index No,: 124098/02 

I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
I 
I PERRY STUTMAN AND ELSA STUTMAN, 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff( s) : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

1 MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

-against- I 

AMERICAN EXPRESS COMPANY, et al., 
-* 1-1 

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Cargill, Incorporated, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Cargill, Incorporated with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Cargill, Incorporated be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
i&f~wri Ib ,2011 

.- 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Cargill, Incorporated 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York. New York 10004 

Tmd LJaW, & s t .  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Perry Stutman and Elsa Stutman 

New York, New York 1001 7 
7 L l 7  7-h;'r d 6 4  - 37*"  $ \ o a r  

(212) 509-3456 212) 838-3333 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherrg Klein' Heitler 

F F ~  9 5 m i  
982-0003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THERESA PAOLINI, as Administratrix for the Estate 
EMlLlO PAOLINI, and THERESA PAOLINI, Individual1 

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: , 2010 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

FLED : 

m - 4 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: 

THERESA PAOLINI, as Administratrix for the Estate 
EMlLlO PAOLINI, and THERESA PAOLINI, Individual1 

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 

orejudice 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 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
\lew York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Hi 
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: 

THERESA PAOLINI, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
EMlLlO PAOLINI, and THERESA PAOLINI, Individually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-1 

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 Ind., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
Yew York, NY 10003 

DATED: ,2010 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans M p o R g e D  
Hauppauge, NY 11 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

EMILIO PAOLINI 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

NIBTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kell5y 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendkt Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

By: By: 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

1331 1397.1 



Index No: 1252 13/02 

John Murray 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 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. 

700 Broadway 
Ncw York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K.?feiller 

' 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 42nd Street 
New York, New pql27E D 
2 12-490-3000 
Our File No. 07536.1 1554 

MAR - 4 2011 



SUPlREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
VIVIAN LAWRENCE, as Executrix for 
the Estate of GEORGE LAWRENCE, 
Deceased, 
Plaintiff(s), 

AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., ET 
AL. 

vs. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 126776102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

WATERS, McPHER 

233 Broadway 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, qfh F1. 
New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF I T H E  S'I'A'fE OF NEW YOIIK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
couN'ry OF NEW YORK - ._ 

ASBES'IOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROSE CALLAHAN and JOHN SIGNORELLI, as Co- 
Executors for the Estate of JOSEPH V. SIGNORELL1 and 
MARY SIGNORELLI, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER PRODUCTS, 
CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

N Y C A I, 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 127007/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY .JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo , New York ,I %f,I , 2010 

Matthew D. Sam 
Attorney for D 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 k,rGWY*(O - h e  

4 201' 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C: 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

r\bR " 
F N  

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE S'T'A'l'E 01: NllW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK - 

j NYCAI, 
j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 127007/02 

ROSE CALLAHAN and JOHN SIGNORELLI, as i 
Co-Executors for the Estate of JOSEPH V. 
SIGNORELLI and MARY SIGNORELLI, i NO OPPOSITION 
Individually, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
PI ai n t i ffs , 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., el 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 
+,I I !  ,2010 

1 J 
, e'' 

>A- 

Y 
2 / .4J d,L4 ( ,- , j ,(id 

Courter & kompany, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Joseph V. Signorelli and Mary Signorelli 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P C  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-21530 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK - 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYC’AL 
ASBESTOS 1,ITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROSE CALLAHAN and JOHN SIGNORELLI, as 
Co-Executors for the Estate OF JOSEPH V. 
SIGNORELLI and MARY SIGNORELLI, 

I I.A.S. Part 30 
I (tlcitler, .I.> 

i Index No.: 127007/02 

! NO OPPOSITION 
Individually, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

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 I 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismisseP\&& 

without costs. fibR - 4 20‘‘ 

- 
Ernk VI* B c h  7 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Joseph V. Signorelli and Mary Signorelli 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

454-8404 



SUPREME COURT OF 'I't1E S'I'A'IT OF NEW YORK 
COUN'IY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ___I^_' 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROSE CALLAHAN and JOHN SIGNORELLI, as 
Co-Executors for the Estate of JOSEPH V. 
SIGNOWLLI and MARY SIGNORELLI, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAI, 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 127007/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Tnc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

OWERED, 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. 

,2010 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGJVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Joseph V. Signorelli 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10qGJi~ - 4 20'' 
(212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry Kfein Heitler 
257 1-66 1 



SUPREME COURI’ 01: ‘I’HE SI’A‘II~ OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOIiK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAI, 

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, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO,, et al. 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J . )  

Index No.: 127007/02 

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 Cop., with prejudice 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 d i s m F q w b p E d Q a n d  

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
y - b t  (!; ,2010 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New, York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

(21 2) 509-3456 

OFFIC~ 

I=- 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Joseph V. Signorelli and Mary Signorelli 
WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25957 



SUPFEME COURT 01: THE S'I'A'1'13 0 1 :  NEW YOIIK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 127007/02 
ROSE CALLAHAN and JOHN SIGNORELLI, as ! 
Co-Executors for the Estate of JOSEPH V. 
SIGNORELLI and MARY SIGNORELLI, i NO OPPOSITION 
Individually, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS pro: 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et ul. 

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 ork, New York ,L+, ,2010 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 
, I  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein1 

F I L E D  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Joseph V. Signorelli and Mary Signorelli 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 
1 
eitler 

1235-2 1031 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Rose Callahan and John Signorelli, as Co-Executors for 
the Estate of Joseph V. Signorelli and Mary Signorelli, 
Individually; 

Index No . 127007/02 100118/94 
i 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A 0 SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

P 

Megan E. KriGtein, Esq. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 IO0 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Rose Callahan and John Signorelli, as Co-Executors for 
the Estate of Joseph V. Signorelli and Mary Signorelli, 
Individually; 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 / 

483 1-2199-8087.1 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. )  

Index No: 127 186/02 

William C. Boyle 

- -  I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X " _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ l _ - - - _ _ - - - -  

WHEWFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as S W C C ~ S S O ~  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 Y 

-+: FranrOrtiz, Esq. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. .k 

so ORDERED, - 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

\ 

\ *I I '  

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., a%sv 
interest to ~ n a c o n $ ~ l l j  
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street ~ 2011 
New York, New York 160h 

$3 

Our File No. 
2 12-490-3000 

I 

4280552. I 



JAMES BALDWIN and HELEN A. BALDWIN, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.:-> 

NO OPPO 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

ffi0750/2003 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice ~ 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

KEELER-DOR 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, NY 10528 
(212) 661-1151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE O f  NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF N E W  YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES BALDWIN and HELEN A. BALDWIN 
12517/00 

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 plaintifk’ 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. 

3ATED: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

zzz 7z-L 
Vtorneys for Plaintiff 
Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
qew York, NY 10003 

‘Helen Grik ChaIier 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

I 

! 

; :  

i. 
i 
I., 
i 
I 
j 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

lAMES BALDWIN and HELEN A. BALDWIN 
~ 2 5 1 1 1 0 0  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

gdgrnent in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 
lismissing plaintiffs' camplaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

trejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

lgainst 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 

22z.&L7=& 
ttomeys for Plaintiff 
Jeitz & Luxenberg 
00 Broadway - 7th floor 
ew York, NY 10003 

Helen Griff Chalier 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

3 ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
vr-r.*- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES BALDWIN and HELEN A. BALDWIN 
Index No. I 1251 7/00 

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 ciaims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

$25.gr*&. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New Yak, NY 10003 

Helen G r i  Chalier 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

n 888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

4 201‘ 
r\RR - 50 ORDERED, 



GERALD C. CARPENTER (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and c.ross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

FRANK ORTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MES EDWARDS 

Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

@MUT'Y, DEMERS & 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LILLIAN P. CARPENTER, as Executrix for the 
Estate of 
GERALD CLAYTON CARPENTER 

Index No. 114255/04 

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: ,2010 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  i 

MAR - 4 2011 

' +3 hl YOFijin 
Z Q ~ I ~ N  LLERK'S OFFIaA 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 3 1  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 

SAM D’ONOFRIO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
113130/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertspu New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

! L, E D ‘i 

TXSHMAN CONST 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, &f 
Hon. Sherry Klea Heitler 

JAN 31 2011 



EDWARD DEVINE (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
1223 13/97, 105235/98 
11 1059/98, 123724199 
0-3 110506/03 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

ERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
5 16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 31 2011 



536.15911/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

JOSE F. FERNANDEZ, 

Plaintiff, 

VS * 

JNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
3t al. , 

Defendants. 

NY CAI; 
I A S  PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 1 1 9 3 9 4 / 0 0  
100621 01 

@-7&S> 

(December 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in t h e  above-entitled case, pursuant to 

:ivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

lomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

)rejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a11 co-defendants, a11 claims and 

Nrossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and t h e  
I 

I ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and w i G $  LS.0 ! 

& FLINN 
00 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
ew York, N e w  York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 2520'' 7 2  Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

P.O. Box 4 3 8  
'..Banover, New Jersey 0 7 9 3 6  

SO ORDERED, 



536.15911/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

JOSE F. FERNWNDEZ, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. I 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 3 0  
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heit-er) 

Index No. : 119394/00 

(December 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORJ3, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and witho 

. .- 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 1 0 0 0 3  United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
I P - 0 - Box 43 8 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.)  

NORMA A. HUFF (Deceased) 

Index No 

,GEE) 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

'opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, 
d K y : k 1  

FRANK ORTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ttorneys for Defendant 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

ttorneys for Defendant 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 3 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

York 11507 

12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL, 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
1 
I 

I 
I 

I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

JANE O'MALLEY, EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF THOMAS O'MALLEY, 

1183W03 

PI ainti ff( s), I 

-against- I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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 plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

WEITZ &LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of momas O'Malley F I L E D 
700 Broadway 

HAR - 4 ZOII New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 0 

SO ORDERED, cour\i..[k CLERK'S OFFICE 

New York, New York 10003 

/ nEW W R K  

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 3 1  2011 1235-21576 

N0026523-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

I I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANE O'MALLEY, EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
Index No.: 104Zm7:6&> 

I 118351/03 
I 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

ESTATE OF THOMAS OMALLEY, I 

Plainti ff(s), I 

-against- I 

: NO OPPOSITION 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summaxy 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I [ab\ ,201) 

Attorneys for Defendits 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Thomas 0' 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

' f L E D  
(212) 558-5500 MAR - 4 2011 

NEW YORK 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE, 9 
2383-26641 

N0026524-1 



THOMAS O'MALLEY (deceased), 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 104232/97 
113281/97 

<- 
118351/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DOFLR- 

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. 

ORDEAED, 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: Harrison, New York oJ./Gt 1 / 

Attorneys for  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

Attorneys for  Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER W'' 
COMPANY 
SOOMamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, NY 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 0 4 2 3 2 1 9 C G &  
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANE O'MALLEY, EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF THOMAS O'MALLEY, 

118351/03 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against - I 

NO OPPOSITXON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendant(s) . 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, 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 
\\ace\ 7204  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Thomas O'Malley 
700 Broadway 
New York, NewYork l p  r E D (2 12) 509-3456 

- 4 21111 
SO ORDERED, 

N --q/ '(096 
M *%&a " L # j & @ F ~ ~ ~  

* ' h \  312011 

N0026522-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

Index No.: 118351/03, 
@=& 110038/98, 

113281/97 & 104232/97 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THOMAS O'MALLEY, 
I.A.S. Part 36) 

Plaintiffs, Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 

. SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER A 0  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, et 

a?., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant H.B. FULLER 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 H.B. FULLER COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice +to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: + / ! I  ,2011 
New York, New York 

# 

WEITZ& LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant Va\R - 4 2011 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 NEbv 'fOBK 

~ Q ~ N * I Y  CLERK'S 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY 

New York, NY 10022 

FEB 25  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

STEPt 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: c.Nw 22295101 
EN D. HALL and JOAN C. HALL 

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. 

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 
Hauppauge, 

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 D. HALL and JOAN C, HALL 

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 

/ 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Attorne s for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial 
Hauppauge, 11E8kB 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

STEPHEN D. HALL and JOAN C. HALL 

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: 

Weitz &/Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

D 



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. 

OIPDERED, 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. 

Attorneys for Plaintijf 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI FER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5880 

..._. SO ORDER 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

FEB 2 5  2011 



DONALD MONACO, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.). 

Index No.: 99-122185 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

JUDGiMENT 

KEELER-DORR- 

_*__1_-1"___1_______-_----------------~---------------~-------------"- x 
WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORX-OLIVER BOTLER 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. 

.- 

Attorneys for Pk&itiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2)5 5 8-5 5 00 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 

m 

KEELER-DORR-OL I VE 

COMPANY F f X  
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

FEE? 252011 



Plaintiffts), 

-against- 

A.C, & S., INC. 

Index No.: 115 
11 1218/01 &%> 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

s m m q  judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, aI1 claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WOFKKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 1003 8 
(2 12) 558-5500 New York, New York 

(212) 313-3600 

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, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk New York 
%!I' ,2011 

r -\ r- * >  

&;J-+"yJ r* - .  
Robert DGish, Esq.- 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Sam Donofrio 
MCGJVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-730 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 1079711 

NO OPPOSITION 
SAM DONOFRIO, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), MOTION 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Swnmary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 
~ 

Dated: A \\  ,2011 
New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENB SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

(212) 558-5500 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 11 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X --__1---------------____________111_11__---------------"---------------- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X (Heitler, J.) -----------__lr_l___l_l_________________---"------------------~"-------- 

This Document Relates to: 
Index No 
11 104919- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

SAM D'ONOFRIO 100755/0 , 107991/0 

X Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO _-----------_______________r____________---------"~----------------~---- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 'against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

i L E D  ': 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONST 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO . , INC . 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

Attorneys for Defend 

SO ORDERED, 

JAN 31  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
TOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
ROBERT DOWNEY and RITA 
DOWNEY, INDEX NO.: 109278/03 
Plaintiff(s), 
vs. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. ORDER 
Defendants. 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

at upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

Attorneys for Riley Stoker Corporation 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_____r---_____rr--________r_________r___-----"-------------------------- X 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

__rr-----____-----__----~---------~--------~--------~-------------~~---- X (Heitler, J.) 
This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No 
1223 13/97, 105235/98 
11 1059/98, 123724/99 
1 0 0 7 5 5 l 0 3 ~ ~  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

EDWARD DEVINE (Deceased) 

______r--_______~r__-------~---------~~------~~~~----~~-----~"------~"-- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. Q\LED 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

ERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO.,  INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

bertson, New York 11507 
16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JAN 3 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN FW NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
JASON R. SHAPIRO, as Fiduciary of 
the Estate of SIGRID DORIS 
SHAPIRO, 
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
vs. JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
A.W. CHESTERTON, ET AL, ORDER 

NYCAL 

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 110783103 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

e to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

n, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 681-1575 (212) 227-7878 

r .  

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: 

BERNARD LEVINSON and EDYTHE LEVINSON, 
Index No. 11 1594103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 1141 zo I O  ,2010 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway . 

DATED:/-- 
SW' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BERNARD LEVINSON and EDYTHE LEVINSON, 
Index No. 11 1594103 

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 Iq I:@\b ,2010 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
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: 

BERNARD LEVINSON and EDYTHE LEVINSON, 
Index No. 11 1594/03 

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: ,2010 

-Weitz S Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial 
Hauppauge, N 



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, 1.) 

i Index No.: C F a 2 3 7 2 4 1 9 9 ,  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD W. JEMIOLO, Administrator for the 
Estate of EDWARD L. JEMIOLO, 

122879/97 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant 

Oakfabco Inc. Edward L. Jemiolo 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. F 1 E D 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 EAR - 4 20’’ 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

2571-086lV 



EDWARD L. JEMIOLO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION COWORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO, , INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, NY 10003 

HMUTY, DEMERS & Mch$@$JS \ 1 .. 

700 Broadway TISHMAN C O N S T R ~  
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

--(5 16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

h ' f 4  3 I ZQ11 Hon. Sherry Klein geitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRED A HOFMANN JR. and GENE ANN HOFMANN 
Index No. 106520/04 

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 3 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 

rgainst defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

rejudice and without costs. 

'Jeitz & Luxenberg 
00 Broadway - 7th floor 
lew York, NY 10003 Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

0 ORDERED, 

Hauppauge, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRED A HOFMANN JR. and GENE ANN HOFMANN 
Index No. 106520/04 

(#@ 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JlJQGMENT 
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 

ind without costs. 

A f? / 
ittorneys Tor I 

i 

L] Julie L. er (!---~. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Hi h 

Veitz & Luxenberg 
00 Broadway - 7th floor 
Jew York, NY 10003 

Hauppauge, 673 
k 4 z@ 

10 ORDERED, 

JAp4 s 121111, 
S- - DAWDZw---+- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STA 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

E OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRED A HOFMANN JR. and GENE ANN HOFMANN 
Index No. 106520/04 

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 

rejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Veitz & Luxenberg 
00 Broadway - 7th floor 
lew York, NY 10003 

k Attorneys Julie L. Me fqr Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 

10 ORDERED, 



. I  
e-" 

HOAQLAND, LON00 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH XRSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 460 
NWBRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSCY'S MLL RD 
SUITE XI2 
HAMMONTON. W 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD T. PLANTZ 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 03-115218 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with p r e j F T v i e @ t s .  

DATED: 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Koh le r Go. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Edward T. Plantz 
700 Broadway 

JAN 3 12011 
BS-CORN-20 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
GRACE CAVELLI, as Administratrix 
of the Estate of FRANK CAVELLI, and 
GRACE CAVELLI, Individually, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 

VS. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 115743103 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley SHer  Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

Attorneys for Riley Stoker Corporation 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th F1. 
New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



- 9  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

ELLA RUTH MONTONEY and 
DONNA JEAN WEESE as Executrix of 
the Estate of OSCAR FOANE 
MONTONEY, 
VS. 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et 
al., 
DEFENDANTS. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 116300/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Elliott Turbomachinery Co., requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

bomachinery Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

Attorneys for Elliott Turbomachinery Co. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

546 Fifth Avenue, qfh Floor 
New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 (2 12) 227-7878 

F I L E D  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK m 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
ELLA RUTH MONTONEY and 
DONNA JEAN WEESE as Executrix of 
the Estate of OSCAR FOANE 
MONTONEY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 

VS, 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 116300/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. -- 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

cofi 2 I /  17 L l  

Attorneys for Riley Stoker Corporation 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 New York, New York 10036 

(212) 681-1575 (2 12) 227-7878 

MAR - 4 20 
1 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

l a  COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
Index No.: 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 100781/03, 110038/98, 
113281/97 & 104232/97 

THOMAS O'MALLEY, 
I.A.S. Part 39 

Plaintiffs, Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER A 0  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, et 

a!,, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant H.B. FULLER 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 H.B. FULLER COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: ,2011 
New York, New York 

. hd & d h r  Maria C. Carlucci, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant HAR - 4 2011 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 NEW YORK 

CWNIY CLERK'S 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERE 

FEB 252011 



THOMAS O’MALLEY(deceased), 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 104232/97 
11 328 1/97 
1 1 1038/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLlVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-D ORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
_______________________fl_______________-----------------------------~ 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’ coniplaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clainis and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby disniissed with prejudice . 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York @,16, I/ 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
5OOMamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 

Atto rig eys . for Plain tiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

Harrison, NY 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

1 Lb 2 5  2011 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 



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.) 

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I Index No.: 10 
I JANE O’MALLEY, EXECUTRIX FOR THE 

ESTATE OF THOMAS O’MALLEY, 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- I 

: NO OPPOSITION 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendant(s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Cower & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pwsuant 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 
\ \ 2 w  \ > 2011 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Thomas O’Malley 
700 Broadway 
NewYork,NewYorklQ$P31 b E D 

(212) 509-3456 

htF8 - 4 Pat? 
SO ORDERED, 

,h :ui/ ‘(OR& 
~ * b i h l  bB/$%&p}e 

‘,? R 1  3 1 2011 

N0026522-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

JANE O'MALLEY, EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF THOMAS O'MALLEY, I 

I IndexNo.: 10 
I 
I 
I 

I 

I 
Plaintiff(s), I 

I "against- I 

: NO OPPOSITION 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I I MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFOREy 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 York, New York 

I [ ab\ , 2011 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Thomas 0' 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

 LED 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 WR - 4 2011 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

2383-26641 

N0026524- 1 



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.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I 
I 

I 
I 

JANE O'MALLEY, EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF THOMAS O'MALLEY, 

I 

I 
I Plaintiqs), I 

I 
I -against- I 

: NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 [LlA] J58-5500 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of mornas O'Malley p" 1 L E D 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 BAR - 4 2011 

I\EW YORK 

I* i 4\ c 

SO ORDERED, c0utiyy CLERK'S OFFICE, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

N0026523-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
r--___lr----__-"--____________________1_-----~------------------~------- X 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

__r----___--____r________L______________-~-----*------*-----~------~---- X (Heitler, J+)  
This Document Relates to: 

I 

I 

I 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No 

LLOYD HARDEN (Deceased) ~~~~~~~~~:~ 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO _______- -____________________________ I__ - - - -~ - - - - - -~ - - - - -~ - - - -~~ - - -~ - -~ -  X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO, , INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

F I L E D  

MES EDWARDS ~y CLERKS OFFIEA 
MUTY, DEMERS%%&ANUS 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

tson, New York 11507 
I 294-5433 1 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LlTIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LLOYD HARDEN and LORETTA HARDEN, 

j I.A.S, Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index No.:&OZ3121810197 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. / 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
,2011 

b\>\-,?p.)- -"\. 

-. 
Rob& Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Lloyd Harden and Loretta Harde 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 



c-.l-...-l--l---.l----..----..-------~--.---.---~.-*.------ % 

RlCHARD LANaHORNE, Individually and aa 
Adminishator of the Estate ofPETER CONSORT1 

Indcx No. 04/101948 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, 

-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
ON AND ORDER 

AEROFIN CORPORAZJON W a  Buffalo Forp, 
Individually and as a subdiary of AMPCO-Pittsburgh 
corp,; et al,, 

b a h  no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  coldcfkndants, dl claims and cmss-claims ageinst 

d e f a t ,  Baltimore Ajrcoil Campmy, be and the samc rn hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated New Yo&, NW York 
January ,2011 

LEVY PHILLIPS & LAW OFFICES OF DAVD I,. 

NW Yorh NY id022 
(212) 605-6200 

292 U B o n  Avenue 
NcwY0rk.W 10017 MAR - 2011 
(212) 213-1233 

NEV.4 YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROSE MARIE MACK as Administratrix for the Estate of 
JAMES H. MACK JR. 

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 

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 

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: 

ROSE MARIE MACK as Administratrix for the Estate of 
JAMES H. MACK JR. 

I 121 23/00 108387/00 

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. 

DATED: ,2011 
C U E D  

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Atto rne ys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1  788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROSE MARIE MACK as Administratrix for the Estate of 
JAMES H. MACK JR. 

I 121 2310 

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 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 



5 3 6 . 1 5 3 1 8 / A J M  
;UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
JOUNTY OF NEW YORK 
- 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPOFGTION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

YORK 

NYCRL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Kle in  Heit,er) 

Index No. : 1 0 8 3 8 7 / 0 0  

(November 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereb 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant tt 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiff! 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, wit 

prejudice, and t he re  being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims an 

Crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Co 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wit 

D A T E = : 5 k % d l  &4( 

/#&/ 4 

E a s t  Hanover, ew Jersey 

I ESQ .PO*.". /&P.,.T FFLU&M. U K ~ ~ L  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 

GARRITY , GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFAI 

United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

st Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRED A HOFMANN JR. and GENE ANN HOFMANN 
Index 

11 1224/01 
I 1 1 9 I 3/03 

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: Qfl ! 0 ,2010 
A 

b 

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: 

FRED A HOFMANN JR. and GENE ANN HOFMANN 
Index NdL-2 

I 11913/03 

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 

Drejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
Vew York, NY 10003 Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, 

$0 ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index e THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRED A HOFMANN JR. and GENE ANN HOFMANN 11 1224/01 
I I I 9 1 3/03 

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 § 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 I Julie L. Mei 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 2 4 ~  ";a 

Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
Vew York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Menaorlbl Mghway 
Hauppauge, Nf 1 %78bk' 

b 

3 0  ORDERED, 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARTIN ZUCKERMAN and THELMA 
ZUCKERMAN, 

P 1 aint i ffs , 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 1253/04 25793/99, a 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
41 ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
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 l O 0 0 F  \ L E Q 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

2571-647 



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 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GERALD CLAYTON CARPENTER and 
LILLIAN P. CARPENTER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index N0.&2=2 10608YW 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
q ' 1  ,2011 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Oakfabco Inc, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Gerald C. Carpenter and Lillian P. Carpenter 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

2571-738 



GERALD C. CARPENTER (Deceased) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertspn, New York 

'+ ._ 
FRANK ORTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

v 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 1,U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

) 294-5433 
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: 

LILLIAN P. CARPENTER, as Executrix for the 106083/99 
Estate of 100754/03 
GERALD CLAYTON CARPENTER 

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 

A -  DATED: ,2010 

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 

F I L E D  : 
SO ORDERED, MAR - 4 2011 

p ’ . : \ k [  yofir’, 
s u l q n  LAERRS OFFIGE, 

JAN 31 2011 



Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 

FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 1 
) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .) 

This Document Relates to: 
Index No 
12 1774/97, 10523Y98 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION , as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albert on New York \/& ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED. 

A MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

lk\J torneys for Defendant 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

Index No 

JOHN COUGHLIN 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMAlRY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

wAttorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO *, INC . 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

, New York 11507 
-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



RAYMOND C. LOBUS (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No 
121983199 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertspn, New York 

FRANK ORTIZ b 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 
~ ~. ~ 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND LOBUS and JOAN CHURCH 
LOBUS, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco he. ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York .-p 3 ,2011 

\ 

RoGert Darish, Esq, 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

IQI' 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway ,Is 

@* 
(212) 558-5500 pied #S 

Raymond Lobus and Joan e p u 1 E ~  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 NPR 
(2 12) 509-3456 

q GLE 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein'Heitler 

2571-08463 



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.: 114081/05 

RICHARD JANCA and EMILY JANCA, 

Plaintiffs, ; NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
4 3  ,2011 

~~~~ r .  r ~ m&(G-J* 
Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Richard Janca and Emily J q  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG. P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 BAR - 4 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
NEW YORK 

c O u N ~ y  CLERKS OFFICE’ 
SO ORDERED, e Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

FEB 252011 
.----.-_ SKH - DATED: 4 2571-834 



RICHARD JANCA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.} 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARYJUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

ttorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
fsss) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry €&!I Heitler 



JOHN R. CATANZARO (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
125799199 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, , hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

so ORDERED, 

ttorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

- 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler JAN 3 

York 11507 

12011 



P 

Gerald Elmont Allen 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei t ler, J.) 

Index No: 1 13 e 
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 YQrk, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. YJ 
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 sgcce!gpr w) 
interest to AnaQnd; wire $k? 
Cable Co. 
I50 East 42nd Street nzAp - iL 2011 
New York, New York 0017 
2 12-490-3000 
Our File No. co 



SIJI'REME COURT OF "I'I-IE STATE 01: NI',W YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOIiK 

This Document Relates To: 
Index No: 

1 1695810 
Gerald W. Burgin, as Executor for the Estate of Merle G. 0 
Burgin 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND I 

ORDER 

i I 
I 

x _ l l - _ _ _ _ r - 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. 

Dated: New York, New York F I L E D  

Julie R. Evans: 
WILSON, ELS 
EDELMAN & 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. \\J 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 ERICSSON INC., as successor in 

interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York I001 7 

Our File No. 07536.1 191 6 
2 13490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 

4279381. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DE Riley, Inc., 

:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DONALD K. LEWIS, as Executor far 
The Estate of DONALD A. LEWIS, and 
LINDA LEWIS, Individually, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) ET AIL. 
Defendants. 

vs, 

OR 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(WON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 120 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
OFLDER 

~ requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
! 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Costs. \ \ 6 \ \ \ 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 



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 
(Hei t ler, J .) 

Index N < s  2220 1 /99, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York q 3  ,2011 

Robert Darish, Esq. 0 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 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 

MAR - 4 2011 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-0629D 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

.ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

8,2Q9 
Dated: Albertson New York 

,2011 n s  

UTY, DEMERS & 
FRANK ORTIZ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

CTION CO., INC. 
illets Road 

Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



DONALD C, FLOWERS (Deceased) m 2 2 5 9 9 1 9 9  

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTR'UCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  

" , c*l ,> I ', lr 
i' I*:: li - 

.'AMES EDWARDS -HKS OFFICE, 
AHMUTY, DEMERS &@!E&fx&& 
W Attorneys for Defendant 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5 16) 294-5433 

SOORDERED, '- ' 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
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: 

GIOVANNI LAlTANZIO and ANNA LATTANZIO 
Index No. 107623106 

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 

and without costs. 

DATED: (/. 1 ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

same are hereby 

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 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GlOVANNl LATTANZlO and ANNA LATTANZIO 
Index No, 107623/06 

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 dismi 

prejudice and without costs. \ rid with 

DATED: \ /  1 \  ,2011 

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 

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: 

GIOVANNI MTTANZIO and ANNA MTTANZIO 
Index No. 107623/06 

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. 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

4 2~~~ MAR - SO ORDERED, 



SLIPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Neida Simunovich, as Proposed Administratrix for the Index No.: 107899106 
Estate of Martin Simunovich, and Neida Simunovich 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, 5.) 

i 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
/ MOTION AND ORDER 

A 0 SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and CFOSS claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+?/ 11 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

Estate of Martin Simunovich, and Neida Simuno 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 .~ 
(212) 558-5500 pyJ/ -..-----.. I 

483 1-2 199-8087.1 



SlJPREME COURT OF THE STA’I’I 01 NEW YOIZK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAI, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASHES‘IOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 107899/06 

NELDA SIMUNOVICH, as Proposed 
Administratrix for the Estate of MARTIN 
SIMUNOVICH and NEIDA SIMUNOVICH, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., 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 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 

without costs, 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Martin Simunovich and Neida Sirnunovich 
W~xrz & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
r 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
2383-27504 



SUPKEME COUR'I' OI: 'I'HE S'I'A'L'E OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYC'AI, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 107899106 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NELDA SIMUNOVICH, as Proposed 
Administratrix for the Estate of MARTIN 
SIMUNOVICH and NEIDA SIMIJNOVICH, 
Individually, j SUMMARY .JUDGMENT 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS7 CO., 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 _& 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
\ / b , / k  ,2010 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 2 

G 1 W b V -  /v> ." " L'l - 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Martin Simunovich and Neida Simunovich 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Hon. Szq Klein Heitler 
1235-22238 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STAr1E OF NI'W YOIIK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 107899/06 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NELDA SIMUNOVICH, as Proposed 
Administratrix for the Estate of MARTIN 
SIMUNOVICH and NEIDA SIMUNOVICH, 
Individually, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFOW, 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 

without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

Nttorney f e e f e n d a n t  
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

. " .  - - 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Martin Simunovich and Neida Simunovich 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

1 .  1122-22719 



SIJPREMt;, C:OUR'I' 01 'If IF; S'I'A'I'E 01: NEW YOIIK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOKK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. f'art 30 
i (tteitler, .I.) 

; Index No.: 107899/06 

ASBESTOS 1,ITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NELDA SIMIJNOVICH, as Proposed 
Administratrix for the Estate of MARTIN 
SIMUNOVICH and NEIDA SIMUNOVICH, 
Individually, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS7 CO., 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 \LEWand 
without costs. 

Dated: New or , New York 
11 ,2010 

efendant 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC.  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
1212) 509-3456 

G&nk F1l Ov-+iL 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Martin Simunovich and Neida Simunovich 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 558-5500 



SUPKEME COURT OF '1'1 1E STA'H< 0 1 ;  NEW YOIIK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NELDA SIMUNOVICH, as Proposed 
Administratrix for the Estate of MARTIN 
SIMUNOVICH and NEIDA SIMUNOVICH, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 107899/06 

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 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
\!%L ! t \  , 2010 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

!iGmk rC/l*Dd/t;Z 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Martin Simunovich and Neida Simunovich 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-662 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Index No. 109588-2006 PATRICIA LAMBO, as Administratrix for the  Estate of JOHN 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

LAMBO, and ANGELA LAMBO, Individually, 

Plaintiff (s), 
-against- ORDER 

A.O.& SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 
CATERPILLAR, INC., 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CATERPILLAR, INC. hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint 

against defendant CATERPILLAR, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

CATERPILIAR, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ \ .k  \ j\ \%! 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. \ Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaint(ffs Attorneys for Caterpillar, Inc. 1 

700 Broadway i 
New York, NY 10003 Newark, NJ 07102 
(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Index No. 109588-2006 

X 

PATRICIA LAMBO, as Administratrix for the Estate of JOHN 
LAMBO, and ANGELA LAMBO, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

A.O.& SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et  al., including 
PERKINS ENGINES, INC., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant PERKINS ENGINES, INC. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant PERKINS ENGINES, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

PERKINS ENGINES, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\I-/\ 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for Perkins Engines, Inc. 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 

ark, NJ 07102 
(212) 558-5500 ) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
___------_________I_____________r_______---------------~---------------- X 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

__r_-----____*___-__________r__________l~-------------------"--------"~- X (Heitler, J.) 
This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No 
125775199 

JOSEPH M. HARCROW SR. (Deceased) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO _--------_I____---_________r__________l_---------"------------------~--- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, . 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

A%orneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 I 

--L6) 294-5433 

r Klein Heitler JUIU 3 1 : 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
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: 

JOSEPH M. HARCROW, SR. and EVELYN 
HARCROW, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
4 3  ,2011 

n 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Joseph M. Harcrow, Sr. a n p b y & k i l  
WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway 4 2Qjj. 

NhR 

SO ORDERED, B 
(212) 558-5500 /' n / (212) 509-3456 

. -"out4 -3 ' LLb" 

- -  
Hon. Sherry Kl&n Heitler 

---_ SKH-DATED: 
2571-0726AD 



1 L 

CONTANCE MATTESON AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATrVE FOR THE ESTATE OF LEONARD 
J. PUSC AND LORRAINE A .  PUSC AS SPOUSE; 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

INDEX NO: 06-113814 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND OR.DER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. (Individually and as successor to 

Armstrong Machine Works) hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled action, pursuant 

to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Armstrong International, Inc, 

(Individually and as successor to Armstrong Machine Works) with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

Armstrong International Inc., (Individually and as successor to Armstrong Machine I Works) be 
I 

L lJipn and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. , I  

Dated: White Plains, New York 
HA2 - 4 2017 

i 
DECEMBER 22,201 0 

EARLY, LUDWICK, S W E E ~ Y  & 
STRAUSS 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20TH FL 
New York, New York 

LaSorsa & Beneventano 
Attorney for Defendant 
ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC, 
3 Barker Avenue, White Plains, NY 10601 
Tel: (914) 682-3300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No. CIl) 116682/06 
103682/97 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RICHARD ANGRISANO as the Executrix for the Estate 
of SAM ANGRISANO and ANGELINE ANGRISANO, 
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 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 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner L e s n i t  L k P b  g h ~  
888Veterans e o 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

N\AR - 4 2o11 

YORK 
r.r?uIJn CLERKS OFFICE, 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPOFUTION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs . 

Dated: Alberts n, New York 
l7-I-T ,2011 NAR - 4 2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n, New York 11507 
-5433 

AN 3 f 2011' SO ORDERED, 

L~HMUTY, DEMERS & MCMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 



WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DOUR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law arid 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 fur PZaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 1 OS28 

FEU Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 



Index No.: 101422/07 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

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 Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
p r i  $ 0  

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with p&dgerandr-si 

without costs. MAR 4 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs meys"for -. Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

SO ORDERED, 

Dated: New York, New York 
/ y  , 201 1 -I t ; h C , /  

Mathew MacIntyre, l&q, 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 1 

I 

I 

FEB 2 5 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT LAURANCE MAYDICH and HELEN MAYDICH 

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: 1113 ,2011 

laintiff 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Zii$?=z 
Ha u p pa u g e, 

N Y c E  0 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF Tt 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

E STATE OF NEW YORK 

N RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

rHlS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: - 
Index NOLI 021 15/07 / 
107299/00 125768/99 3OBERT LAURANCE MAYDICH and HELEN MAYDICH 

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 

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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Irejudice and without costs. 

IATED: I /  I3 , 2011 

jttorneis for P l a M  
Veitz & Luxenberg 
'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
dew York, NY 10003 

Anha M. DiLdnardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans M 
Hauppauge, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index N d e ?  
107299/00 125 68/99 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT LAURANCE MAYDICH and HELEN MAYDICH 

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: i(13 ,2011 

4 t t o r n 6ys f o r P I a i n t iff 
Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein heitler 

v ,  I 
t Anna M. DiLdnardo 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans pvriipq 
Hauppauge, N I 7 



I 

\. 

HOAQLAND, L O W  
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS aT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 180 
WBRUNSWKK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 VATSEY'S MILL RD 
SUTE 2M 
HAMMONTON, M 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GUNARS TRESS AND GUNARS TRESS, AS 
EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF ANN TRESS 

against 

A. 0. SMTH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 102706-07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., heruy requests summary judgment the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New York, New York 
\\3\-='\ 

' ' CSQ. j L f l .  +/&&UIw 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN UXENBERG, P.C. 
DUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Ko hle r Co . 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: I SHERW KM - 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Gunars Tress and Gunars Tress, as Executor 
for the Estate of Ann Tress 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

HEITLER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Gunars Tress, and Gunars Trees, as Executor for the 
Estate of Ann Tress 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A 0 SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part JV 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 102706/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Megah E. Krietein,  Esq. . 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Gunars Tress, and Gunars Trees, as Executor for the 
Estate of Ann Tress; 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

4831-2199-8087.1 



SUPREME COURT OF Tklf: STA'lI~ 01: NI:W YOIIK 
l.l - " " 1"" 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAI, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ; I.A.S. 1 h - t  30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GUNARS TRESS, and GUNARS TRESS, as 
Executor for the Estate of ANN TRESS, 

PI ai n t i ffs , 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH COWORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102706/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AN13 ORDER 

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 York, New York F\LED 
( /*,! ,, ,2010 

Gunars Tress and Ann Tress 
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 

SO ORDERE 

1235-22355 



SUPREME COlJK‘I’ OF ‘1’1 IE STAT€’ OF NLW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
riv RE: NEW YORK cowry i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 102706/07 

GUNARS TRESS, and GUNARS TRESS, as 
Executor for the Estate of ANN TRESS, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO,, et 01. 

Defendants, i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

F\LED without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
\ / t \1/11 ,2010 

Courter & CGmpany, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Gunars Tress and Ann Tress 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sheny Klein Heitler 

1122-22822 



SUPREME COURT OF THE S'I'ATE 01; NI-W YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYC'AI, 

; I.A.S. Part 30 
i (ficitler, 1.) 

j Index No.: 102706/07 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GUNARS TRFS3, and GUNARS TRESS, as 
Executor far the Estate of ANN TRESS, 

-A 

i NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY ,JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS7 CO., et ul. 

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, ,2010 

E$*- Attorney or Defendant 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Gunars Tress and Ann Tress 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COIJRT OF ‘1’1 11: S‘I’A‘TI’ OF NRW YOIIK 
COUN‘I’Y OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GUNARS TRESS, and GUNARS TRESS, as 
Executor for the Estate of ANN TRESS, 

Plain tiffs. 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

/ NYCAI, 
J.A.S. ]’art 30 
(I-ieitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102706/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

2 ,1 -.*I 

- 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Gunars Tress and Ann Tress 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

ment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

”! 31 2011 
324-8983 



SlJPREME COURT 01: 'fI1H S'I'A'I'I: 0 1 :  NKW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAI, 

ASBESTOS LI'J'IGATION j 1.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GUNARS TRESS, and GUNARS TRESS, as 
Executor for the Estate of ANN TRESS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No.: 102706/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., et a/. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yor New York 
/a ."r I \ ,2010 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Guars  Tress and Ann Tr 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 

\.:Ly 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

4 2021 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MhR 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2571-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE S'I'A'II~ 01: N13W YOIZK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

--I--_- " _"-I.__.-_--- 
! NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
i ( f  teitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 102706/07 

ASBESTOS LITIGA'I'ION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GUNARS TRESS, and GUNARS TRESS, as 
Executor for the Estate of ANN TRESS, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintif'fs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against - 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION WATER 
PRODUCTS, CO., 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 Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
\/*,I I\ ,2010 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
M c G r m ~  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

?~.i;l.~- M O C . & I ~ ,  
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Gunars Tress and A 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

MAR - 4 2011 

2383.27623 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANNA E. BLENKENSOPP, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of DAVID BLENKENSOPP, and ANNA E. 
BLENKENSOPP, Individually 

Index NOY&IO'O 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

104633/ 

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. 

IATED: 1/13 ,2011 

. .rr itto$&qr s for plain+ 

I 

IATED: 1/13 ,2011 

s for P 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
Jew York, NY 10003 

i i  

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: 
Index No. 11 

ANNA E. BLENKENSOPP, as Personal Representative \e for the Estate of DAVID BLENKENSOPP, and ANNA E. 
BLENKENSOPP, Individually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: I /I3 ,2011 

Rleitz & Luxenberg 
‘00 Broadway - 7th floor 
Jew York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

$0 ORDERED, P I L E D  
Hon. Sherry Kldin Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
. .  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANNA E. BLENKENSOPP, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of DAVID BLENKENSOPP, and ANNA E. 
BLENKENSOPP, Individually 

Index No. 
104633/07 D 

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, 

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 

DATED: f Ir2 ,2011 

Morn s for 
Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
Vew York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

e 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

@?J/ F I L E D  
50 ORDERED, 

MAR - 4 ?oil Hon. Sherry KI in eitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

BERNICE BURCKHALTER, as the Executrix for : NYCAL 
the Estate of MILTON BURCKHALTER, and : I.A.S. Part30 
BERNICE BURCJSHALTER, Individually, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff( s), : Index No: 108386-07 

WHEREFOREy defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

L E D  
David Oxamendi, Esq. 
K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 4 0 t  .iw i CLERKS OFFICE 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 'fORK 
New York, NY 10003 

RAR - 4 2011 

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 .. 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry KleiiHeitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Bernice Burckhalter, as the Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of Milton Burckhalter and Bernice Burckhalter, 
Individually; 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 

Index No.: 

(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., With prejudice in this action, and there being 

no apposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants., all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+Y/11 

--.-.., 
Mega; E. KrieMin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 
New York, New York 10005 (212) 232-1300 700 Broadway 

Bernice Burckhalter, as the Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of Milton Burckhalter and Bernice Burckhalter, 
Individually 
Weitz & Luxenberg 

I L E D  
MAR - 4 2011 

NEW YORK 
cou~n  CLERK'S OFFICR 

SO ORDERED, 

FEB 2 g l  1863-19013 

Lss Lk ;#L> ./A** 

sy34 - 4831-2199-8087 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YO% 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index NO..!' 1 16794/07, 04983/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANN SHAW, as Executrix for the Estate of 
NATHAN GLOWATZ, 

3 
/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC,, el al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
3 - 2  ,2011 

Robert Darish, Esq, 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Frank M, Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Nathan Glowatz 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F 

lein Heitler 

2571-728 



NATHAN GLOWATZ (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: SEPTEMBER 2010 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, , hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAW CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in IntereSt to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs . 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

----".-. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. .4HMUTY, DEMERS & 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ttorneys for Defendant u ISHMANCONSTRUCTION MAR - 4 zolj 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &  JEW yQRK 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INEou~ . ry  CLERK'S OFFICE 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

on, New York 11507 
94-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 



FELIX M. JUZDOWSKI 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .) 

Index No 
121988199 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC. , hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

TY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U, Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COTJNTY OF NEW YORK 

I I A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

IN RE: NEW YORR COUNTY ~ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 

1 complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

j (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FELIX M. JUZDOWSKI and PATRICIA 
JUZDOWSKI, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

I Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
4-1 ,2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Felix M. Juzdowski and Patricia Juzdow 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,c, 

4 IQI' 
(212) 509-3456 VPR 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-836 SKH - DATED= 



Plaintiffs, 
VY 

i Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
: Part30 

GIAMBOI BROIHERS, et al., : NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants , : MOTION AND ORDER 
X ----1--1__1-__------_11__1__1__1_111_-1--1-11-l-r-r----1---II--- 

WHEREFORE, dcfcndant GIAMBOI BROTHERS hereby requests summary judgment in I 
I 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissingplaintiff s 

complaint against defendant GIAMBOI BROTHERS with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a11 co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant GIAMBOI BROTHERS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

- \  Ellen Nun116 Corbo, Esq. 
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER 
1 10 William Street, 26"" Floor 

TAYLOR, COLICCHIO & SILVERMAN, LLP 
502 Carnegie Center. Suite 103 
Princeton, k J 08540' New York, NY 10039-3901 

(2 12) 267-3091 (609) 987-0022 
Attorneys far Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant i 

f.\aR 4 4 10'' 
SO ORDERED, 



1 89210 1 ; 

x@ 0 OPPOSITION 

____________________________________l_l_~----------"----------"-~----~~"----- 

This Document Applies to: SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

MARSHA A. KESSLER, as Executrix for the Estate of 
TERRY M. KESSLER and MARSHA A. KESSLER, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CO. 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 TISHMAN REALTY AND 

CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant TTSHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CO. I N C t b e , a n c r r  hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

rNE & GALLAGHER 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 1 Brookly , Nqw Y ork 1 120 1 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon: Sherry Klkin Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNN 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I 

NYCAL 
I A S .  Part 30 
(HeiUer, J.) 

This Document Relates to: * Index No: 1W09OlW 

JOHH W, 8 T O U  NO OPPQSltlON SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant AmsrSwn Optical CorparaUon hereby requests 

summary judgment in the abovwntitled m e ,  gumuant to Civil Preditice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiis complaint againbit defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendanb, all claims and CTQSS claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudik and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEllZ & LUXENBERO, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff - .  Aktorneys for Arneriwn Optical Corporation 
700 Broadway 
New Yo&, New York 10003 

REED SMITH, LLP. 

SSS Lexington Avenue, 28" FL. 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

U ~ c r r v e " l W l e & l  



Plaintiffs, 
VS 

GIAMBOI BROTHERS, et al., 

Defendants. 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
: Part30 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

JVlOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant GIAMBOI BROTHERS hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant GIAMBOI BROTHERS with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant GIAMBOI BROTHERS, be and the same arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Y 

Ellen Nunno Corbo, Esq, 
TAYLOR, COLICCHIO & SILVERMAN, LLP 
502 Camegie Center, Suite 103 

WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER 
1 10 William Street, 2Bth Floor 
New York, NY 10039-3901 Princeton, NJ 08540 i 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 267-3091 (609) 987-0022 

Attorneys for Defendant 



Plaintiff, 
VS 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
: Part30 

WHEREFORE, defendant GIAMBOI BROTHERS hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant GIAMBOI BROTHERS with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant GIAMBOI BROTHERS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Kcvin M. Berry, Esq. 
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER 
I 10 William Street, 2fith Floor 
New York, NY 10039-3901 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Ellen Nunno Corbo, Esq. 
TAYLOR, COLICCHIQ & SILVERMAN, LLP 
502 Camegie Center, Suite 103 
Princeton, NJ 08540 

Attorneys for Defendant GIoiLEs D (2 12) 267-3091 (609) 987-0022 

SO ORDERED, 



ZELLA F, TURNER, Individually and as Executrix of 
the Estate of WILLIAM EDWARD TURNER, NYCAL 

Index No: 190349LXW 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff, 

V. SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dean Pwnp Division hereby requests sunmary judgment 

in the above-entitlcd case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rdm Section 3212, d- 

plaintiffs complaint against dchdant Dean Pump Division with prejudice, and there being 110 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cmss-claims qdmt 

dtfendsnt Dean Pwn$ Division, be and the same ate hereby dismissed with prejudice and witbout 

A 
corn. F P a 

Attorneys for Defehdant Dean Pump Division 
3400 HSBC Center 
Buffalo, New Yo& 14203 New Yo& New Yo& 10036 

SO ORDERED, 

Doe I OI-23113807.1 



Plaintiffs, 
vs 

: Hon, Sherry Klein Heitlw 
: Part30 

WHEREFORE, defendant CJAMBOI BROTHERS hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant GIAMBOI BROTHERS with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cro'oss claims against 

defendant GIAMBOI BROTHERS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

I 

t Kevin M. Berry, Esq. 
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER 
110 William Street, 26th Floor 
New York, NY 10039-3901 

Ellen Nunno Corbo, Esq. 
TAYLOR, COLICCHIO & SILVERMAN, LLP 
502 Carnegie Center, Suite 10 
Princeton, NJ 08540 F I L E D  ' 

(2 12) 267-3091 (609) 987-0022 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant Giarnboi B#Q-s4 2011 

NEW YQRK 
?OU&i f CLERKS OfmZ SO ORDERED, 

FEB 252011 



- -- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
Our File No. 35180 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THOMAS WILLIAMS and KATHLEEN 
WILLIAMS, 

’ Plaintiff(s), 
vs. 

THE WILLIAM POWELL COMPANY, et 
d., 

Defendants( s). 

INDEX NO 190350-09 

DEFENDANT THE WILLIAM 
POWELL COMPANY’S NO 
OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Assigned to: 
Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 

WHEREFORE7 defendant The William Powell 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 The William Powell 

Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant The William Powell Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: February 23 ,  2011 
New York, New York 

Kevin M. Berry, Esq. 
Wilentz Goldman & Spitzer 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
110 William Street, 28th Floor 
New York, NY 10038-3927 

Nicole A. Spence, Esq. 
Clemente Mueller, P.A. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
The William Powell Company 
5 Perm Plaza, 19th Floor 
New York, New York 10001 

BY: 

SO ORDERED, 



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 (Heitla, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

i IndexNo.: 190433/09 
i I LEROY V. MORAN, JR AND LINDA MORAN, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
1 SUMMARY JUDC;MENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 4 

I 

! 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests flltrunary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and m s s  claims against 

defendant, The Fairbanks Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
-4 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3 d 4 # L d L 7  , 201 1 , /Te +- /7 

r( /; ,/ /"' 

1" 

Laura B. HOII~WI, ~q: 
Attorney for Defendant 
The Fairbanks Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Michael P. Roberts, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Leroy V. Moran, Jr. and Linda Moran 
Wmz & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
NewYork,NewYork 00 FALED 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
MAR - 4 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JN RE: NEW Y O k  CITY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

JOAN MLINCSEK, as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOHN MLINCSIZK, and 
JOAN MLINCSEK, IndivfduaIly, 
PLAINTIFF@), 

vs. 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 
et al., 
DEFENDANTS, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
@ON, SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 
INDEX NO,: 190025flO 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Elliott Turbomachinery Co., requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff 8 

complaint against defendant, Elliott Turbomachinery Co., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to dl co-defendants, all claims and wss  claims against 

defendant, Elliott Turbomachinery Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

Attorneys for PIdntiffs 
700 Bradway, 6th F1. 
N w  Yark, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

233 Broadway 
New York, N m  York 10279 
(212) 227-7878 

SO OTUIERED: 



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.) 

* .  
n 

-.. ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
I Index No.: 190033/10 

PHILIP LAROCCA, I 

! 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

I AURORA PUMP COMPANY, et uL, . .  

Defendants. I 

I 

NO OPPOSITION 
i SURlMARYJUDGMENT 
MOTION A N D  ORDER 

! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aurora Pump Company, hereby requests s m r n q  judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aurora Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 
- 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and ~ B B  claims agahst 

defendant, Aurora Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
;7yh/IPA)f Ll,2011 

U Attorney for Defendant 
Aurora Pump Company 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Michael P. Roberts, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Philip Larocca 

700 Broadway 
New Yo& New York 1 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

C\LEQ 1 

(212) 558-5500 

- . I - -  

> 

NO017301 -1 ZxN 3 12011 
1003-355 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
Our File: 35.35183 

NATHANIEL MURRAY, 
Index No: 190036/2010 

Plaintiff, 

-against-  

THE WILLIAM POWELL COMPANY, et 
al., 

DEFENDANT THE WILLIAMPOWELL 
C-ANY'S NO OPPOSITION 
S-X JUDBIENT WTZCM Ap93 
ORDER 

Defendants. 
Assigned to: 
Honorable Sherry Klein Reftler 

i 

WHEREFORE, defendant The William Powell Company sereby requests summary 

judgment in the  above-entitled case, pursuant to C i v i l  Practice Law and Rulscl 

Section 3212, diamisaing p l a i n t i f f s '  complaint against defendant The W i l l i a m  

Powell Campany w i t h  prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice  to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defenda The William Powell Company, be and the 

linmiaaed with h,: p~ j without  cobta. 

77-L *.- 

3Y: 

I 

enn Plaza, 19th Floor 
York, New York 10001 

212-425-5005 

10 ORDERED, 

FEB 252 



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, I.) 

i Index No.: 190072/10 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HEINZ MEYER and GRACE MEYER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et ul., i 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TwidWl Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 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. 

c - 0 4  c- +/ --/-- 
I 

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 

Heinz Meyer and Grace Meyer 
WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Plaintiffs F I L E D  Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAR - 4 2011 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 NEW YORK 

(-0UNTV CLERKS O F F I q  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

312011 1235-23046 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFtK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190072/10 
THIS DOCUMENT RF,FERS TO: 

HEINZ MEYER and G M C E  MEYER, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et at., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, F4awawe Corporation flWa The Duriron Company Inc. 

improperly denominated as Flowserve US, Inc., Individually and Solely as Successor to DU~CO,  

Duriron; hereinafter referred to As Flowserve Corporation f/Wa The Duriron 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, Flowserve Corporation F W A  The 

Duriron 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, Flowserve Corporation f/Wa The Duriron Company Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

L ,2010 

Attorney for Defendant 
Flowserve Corporation f/Wa 
The Duriron Company Inc. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Heinz Meyer and Grace Meyer 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, JAN 3 1  2011 



ALICE HENDERSON, NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, S U M MARY 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER - against - 

ANCHOR PACKING CO., et al 
Defend ants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY INC., and its past 

and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and successors in 

interest and their agents, heirs and assigns ("Defendants"), hereby request Summary 

Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing Plaintiffs' complaint against Defendants with prejudice. and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

_ _ _ _ - _ _ - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ * _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

Defendants, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated:New York, New York 
January 6,201 1 

New York, New York 10036 
(21 2) 558-5500 

3, 

LEWIS BRlSBOlS BISGAARD AND SMITH LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Kaiser Gypsum Company 

By: 

77 Water Street, Suit 
New York, New York, 
(21 2) 232- 1 300 

4836-5904-8712.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DONALD CONROY AND BARBARA CONROY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et. al. 

Defendants. 

ASBESTOS MATTER 
INDEX NO.: 190138-10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER LLC hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to  Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant FOSTER WHEELER LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ -  &I - \ \  

W 
Mark Bibro, Esq. Robin Greene, Esq. 
Early & Strauss, LLC 
Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, New York 10017 

SEDGWICK, DETERT, MORAN &ARNOLD LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, l Z t h  Floor 
Newark, New Jersey 07102 

SO ORDERED, 

4 ZQ\' w -  

NJ/40112Svl 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
JOUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFW CITY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 
DONALD CONROY AND BARBARA 
CONROY, 
PLAINTIFF(S), 
vs. 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al., 
DEFENDANTS. 

- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON, SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190138/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
.. . -. . . - . . - - . . 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, 

1nc.requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 
.=- 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

costs. 

211 7 111  

RSON, McNEILL, P.C. 

/g!( we 
Mark ibro, sq. 
EARLY, LUDWICK, SWEENEY 
& STRAUSS y Stoker Corporation 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
360 Lexington Avenue New York, New York 10279 
New York, New York 10017 
(212) 986-2233 

(2 12) 227-7878 



. . . . . ... ..... .. ... ... ........ ..... " . .. . .. . .. . .. . . .. . ... .I . . . . .. . . . . 

SUPREME COURT OF TIIIE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
KNlWY OF NlEW YORK 
[N RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 
RICHARD W. DUQUETTE AND 
DORIS H. DUQUETTE, 

1 

PLAINTIIpF(S), 

vs, 

NYCAL 
LAS. Part 30 
@€ON* SHERRY KLEIN€lEIzwER) 

INDJEX NO,: 190182/10 I 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MCYTTON AND ORBER- - --. 

AW, CHIESTERTON C O M P m ,  et al., 
DEFENDANTS. 

wHER13FoRE, defendant, Riley Stoker Copration, improperly impleaded aa DB Riley, 

1nc.requeSts summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendan, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and them being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crom claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same am hereby dismissed with pjudice without 

costs. 

211 7 I(/ 

_- - 

& STRAUSS 
~ttorncys for Plaintif% 233 Broadway 
360 Lexington Avcnue 
New York, Ncw YOrk 10017 
(212) 986-2233 

New York, New York 10279 

F I L E D  (212) 227-7873 

SOORDERED: I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

._ 
NYCAL 

CHRISTINE SCHMID, as EXECUTRIX for the Estate of 
EDWARD F. SCHMID, and CHRISTINE SCHMID, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 1902S0/10 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, MOTION AND ORDER 

-V.- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL., including, 
CROWN BOILER CO. 

Defendant( s). 
11 ~~~~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant Cleaver-Brooks, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Cleaver-Brooks, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

9 - 

MALABY d4 BRADLEY, LLC 
Eva Wayne, Esq 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

4 201' 
F=lL WEXTZ & LUXENBERG 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 NPlR 
Attorneys for Plaint13 Attorneys for Defendant 

(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: 

BERNARD D'AQUILA and MARY ANN D'AQUILA 
Index No. 190343/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kamco Supply Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Kamco Supply Corp., with prejudice 

in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Kamco Supply Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

A 

F I L E D  

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Anna M. D i t w  CLERKIS OFFfCE 
Attorneys for e endant 
Kamco Supply Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry*kleh Heitler 



,. 
RAYMOND E. WOOLSEY AND EDNA WOOLSEY, : 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No.: 190365/10 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

- against - 
A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OlRDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass-claims against 

3 defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and * 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1 )  
; * * ?  1 4 2011 

& L o  # r/fl,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GEORGIANA TANSOSCH individually and on behalf of the 
estate of CHRISTOPHER T. TANSOSCH 

Plaintiffs, 

vs . 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

GENUINE PARTS COMPANY, et al. Index No.: 190382/10 

Dcfendants. 
~~ ~ ~~ 

WHEREFORE, Genuine Parts Company, correctly identified as Genuine Parts Company 

and incorrectly identified as NAPA Auto Parts, hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ 

Complaint against Genuine Parts Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Genuine Parts Company, correctly identified as Genuine Parts Company and incorrectly 

i 
identified as NAPA Auto Parts, be and the same are hereby dismissed wi 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
February 9,201 1 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 

Bryan Belasb, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4* F1 
New York, New York 10036 

Company, correctly identified as Genuine 
Parts Company and incorrectly identified as 
NAPA Auto Parts 
200 Delaware Avenue, Suite 1200 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

SKH,-DATED * 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW ’ 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
~ __ ~ 

EDWIN PACHECO and RAMONA PACHECO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

Defendants , 

O W  

INDEX NO. 190393/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Raytheon Company hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plainti&’ 

complaint against defendant Raytheon Company with prejudice in this action, and them being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Rayheon Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&mwj 2 3 1 1  

Attorneyskorplaintiffs 
Jose p h r  
Belluc Fox 
546 Fi Ave, 4* Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
(212) 681-1575 / 

-% 
Attorneys for Defendant RaScCc 
Thomas M. Crispi 
Schiff Hardin LLP 
900 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 753-5000 

NW50934803.1 

PEB 252011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

CORNELIUS BYL and NINA YANG BYL, 

Plaint iff (s), 
-against- 

A.O.& SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER, LLC, 

Defendants. 

Index No. 190413-2010 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, LLC hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant FOSTER WHEELER, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York 

Stephen Novakidis Esq. 
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, LL 
Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 MAR - 4 2011 

F?&E D Weitr & Luxen 
Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

;\l"w YORK 
C0CIN-i Y CLERKS OFFICE: 

SO ORDERED, 
w 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. t '  

t 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

iF4 RE: NEW YOfiK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

K V l j t K I E T L A  
Index No. 190463/10 

NO OPPO$\TION 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Pradice Law ad Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, with 

prejudice in this acfion, and there being no opposi€ion thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims q d  cross claims 

against defendant Borg-Watner Corpomhn, be andthe m e a r e  Wreby dismissed 

with prepdtce and without costs. 1/17 ,2011 

New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  i 

s for Wendant 

Weiner LesniakQLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1  788 

SO ORDERED, 



.. L. ' 

. I  7 %  ' I  

ISAAC RUBIN and SHEILA RUBIN, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J) 

Proposed October 20 1 1 
In Extremis Group 

Index No. 190008-1 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION., et al., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY sMa U.S. PLYWOOD 

CORPOUTION hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules $3212, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against INTERNATIONAL 

PAPER COMPANY sMa U S .  PLYWOOD CORPORATION with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, it is 

P \ L 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims agai 

INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY s/h/a U.S. PLYWOOD CORPORATION, be and the 

, ?  & 2011 
. Y  . 1  i r  same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plains, New York 
el, (( ,2011 

CLAR , G  IA DI&MILLER,P&. ~~LLu~~~~,./~ By  and, Esq. Dated L,'' pbif  

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10035 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

99Co rtStreet 
White Plains, New York 10601 

Attorneys for Defendant INTERNATIONAL 
PAPER COMPANY &/a U.S. PLYWOOD 

(212) 681-1575 (9 14) 946-8900 

CORPORATION 

Dated: FES 2 5 1011 Hon. Sherry Klein k m e r ,  J.S.C. 


