
4 

-against- 

LUCAS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant LUCAS INDUSTRIES, INC., and its past and present 
parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and successors in interest and their 

agenu, heirs and assigns CDefendmt"), hereby requests Summaxy Judgment in the 

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

Plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorney for. Plaintiff 

SO ORDERED: 



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

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

Index No : 15567/87* 111867/01 

.................................................................... 0 This Document Relates to: 

NICHOLAS DELFINO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 

ORDER 
.................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N q  z' Newy :;;: 

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

I 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



536 .08379 /AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE O F  NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Y ORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

GEORGE McLAUGHLIN, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 

(May 2010 Monthly F I F O  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 

Zomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

zrossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Co 

Same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

1 1 2010 
XTED : y- 5-2 d/ 0 
3ast Hanover, New Jersey 

VEITZ & LUXENBERG RPHY, GAROFALO 
l t t o r n e y s  for Plainti & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
\Tew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438  

/East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 
- 

30 ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



I -- 

&& 
SUPREME COUkT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X __________-l--l--_______ll________r____l- 

NYCAL 

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

X -----_____----------tl___________________ 

This Document Relates To: 

Thomas Siinonovich 

Index No: 882012 
c-3 

8 7CIV45 68 
190037/10 

WHEREFORE, defendant OAKFABCO, INC. hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant OAKFABCO, TNC with prejudice, aid 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. 

' /----- *--- 

-T&+ u 
Patricia Burshtyn, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

SO ORDERED, r 
Hon. Shesy Klkin Heitler 

a , * *  
972086. I 

1 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, ~ 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP I 

Attorney for Defendant 
OAKFABCO, INC. 
33 Washington Street 
Newark, New Jersey 07 1 02-30 1 7 
973-624-0800 

F I L E D  

MAY 0 4 2010 



BERENGER, 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiff(s), 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 1 

: 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., g 4. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber C Q U I ~ N I ~  and Goodyear 

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

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

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

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

.- 

WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

By: 
Matthew T. MacXn$fe, Esq. 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

264 West 40" Street 
New York, New York 100 18 
(2 12) 302-2400 

+..- 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein aitler, J.S.C. 

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

http://w.gfi.cam


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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

THOMAS J. CRUGER AND BARBARA 
i I Index No.: ~~1 11 1 ;;;;;;j02738/00, 
I 
I CRUGER, I Plaintiff(s) I 

NO OPPOSITION 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT : MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendmt(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 piejudice and 

without costs. 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Thomas 5. Cruger and Barbara 
700 Broadway vQ 

*bl + GS-40 &:!& 

,I &\=* (212) 509-3456 New (212) York, 558-5500 New Yo lp’L 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry k k i n  Heitler @d* & 

1235-21525 

N0002299- I 



... 

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 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo.: 1 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

THOMAS J. CRUGER AND BARBARA I I &Ey738'00' 
CRUGER, I Plaintiff( s) I 

I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

; MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

I 
I 

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

Defendant(s). I 
1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 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 Y&k, New York 

MCGM KLUGER, P.C. WEJTZ & LUX EN BE^.,. 
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plai 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation Thomas J. Cruger and Barbara 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

N0002304-1 



ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X -----__________-----__________________I_------"---------------- 

THOMAS CRUGER and BARBARA CRUGER , : Index N 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

111031-98 
102783-00 

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

Defendants. : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
: IASPart30 
X ............................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

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

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

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

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Y/%/%ib 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

By: 
Lois Kim 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: k 
Hon. Sherry Klein Hiitler, J.S.C. 



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

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

I IndexNo.: 1 43/02, 102738/00, 
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS J. CRUGER AND BA'RBARA 
CRUGER, 

I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s) I I 

NO OPPOSITION 
-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO, et al., 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 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

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

without costs. 

,2010 

I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Thomas J. Cruger and Barbara Cruger 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1122-2201 1 

N0002298-1 



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

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

I 

I IndexNo.: 02738/00, D 1 2 1 743197 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

THOMAS J. CRUGER AND BARBARA 
CRUGER, 

Plaintiff(s) I 

I NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, 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, Avocet Enterprises, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

defendant, Avocet-Enterprises, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Thomas J. Cruger and Barbara Cmger 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 
(2 12) 509-3456 

a 
I 

I 
I 

~ ! 

SO ORDERED, 

NO00230 1 - I  

Hon. Sherry Klein'Heitler 

MAY 07 2~~~ 



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

I 

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

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

THOMAS J. CRUGER AND BARBARA 
CRUGER, I 

Plainti ff(s) I I 

I NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

Defendant@). I 

-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 

I 
I 

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

3' 

1 WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial muipment Co., hereby requests summary I 

1 

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

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

I 

I '  

I 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Thomas J. Cruger and Barbara Cruger 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, *- 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

N0002300- I 



THOMAS CRUGER and BARBARA CRUGER , : Index No. 12 

Plaintiffs, 
102783-00 

: NO OPPOSITION -against- 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gJ &, 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

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

pursuant to CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & 

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

opposition thereto, it is hereby: 
.* 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1 2 0 h  b 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

By: 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

By: 

264 West 40th Street \ 
New York, New York 10018 - 
(2 12) 302-2400 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiff(s), : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AS TO DEFENDANT 
V. : ANDORDER 

WHITING CORPORATION, : WHITING CORPORATION 

Defendant. 
X ________l___fr_________l__rf_r__________-----------"--"---------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant Whiting Corporation hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Whiting Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Whiting Corporation,&! a k l  &ieo hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 200 Park Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant Whiting Corporation 

New York, New York 10 166 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 294-6700 

SO ORDERED, 

C MAY 07 20191 



AFFIRMATION OF SERVICE 

I, Christopher Villanti, state that I am an attorney in good standing and admitted to 

practice in the courts of the State of New York, and that on March 10,2010, I served a copy of 

the foregoing Defendant's No Opposition Summary Judgment Motion and Order upon the 

following counsel: 

1. Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for plaintiff 

2. All Defense Counsel in the New York City Asbestos Litigation 

I hereby affirm the foregoing statements to be true under the penalties of perjury 

Dated: March 10,2010 



Plaintiffs, a 
102783-00 

: NO OPPOSITION -against - 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt a, 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

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

pursuant to CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & 

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

opposition thereto, it is hereby: 
.- 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
b 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

264 West 40th Street !, 

New York, New York 1001 8 
(212) 302-2400 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURI- OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

This Document Relates to: 

121 3 1 W O O  
C A W  L, WOOD 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
!f+q ,-,2010 

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

dcElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 8nM 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No. : 11 1046/98 
121310/00 

CARL L. WOOD 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEIEFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no oppositioii thereto. 

ORDEED,  that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
>-. 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the sa 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
!w-(/ ,-? 2010 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDEED,  



c 

A 

SlJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

Division, hereby requests s u m m a  judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

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

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, I ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 9 
I- 
3 without costs. 

Dated: New Yorl&Y 
2 -&-, 201 0 

BY:-- - By: 'j7- mr 
Samuel Goldbiatt, E$( 
Benjamin R. Dwyer h q .  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.m NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant, I- 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 3 
New York, NY 1003 8 Key Towers at Fountain 3 
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite FiLq)g u1 

m4)i f v) 

SO ORDERED, ' 2070 
'c 

12879589.1 Mi 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LAWRENCE ELlE 

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

Index No: 100558199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with I 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

I 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be a are hereby dismissed with 

I ,  prejudice and without costs. 

44P 
Dated: New York, New York Qat. 4 

1 %  Frank O>iz, Esq. \ \  
WElTZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. \ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 (21 2) 558-5500 h 

US-ACTIVE-103429780.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORJS CITY 
_ _ _ _ f _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - _ _ _  X 

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

Index No: 101 176199 

Richard A. Paige 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
ORDER 

~ JUDGMENT i 

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

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

i without costs. I 

I against defendant OAKFABCO, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and I 

Dated: New York, New York 
1Q-gh)?.281D 

A d b  
Michael Fanelli, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
21 2-558-5500 

SO ORDERED, - 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
OAKFABCO, INC. 
33 Washington Street 
Newark, New Jersey 07 1 02-30 17 
973-624 

970998.1 



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

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~~ ~ 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD PAIGE 

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

Index No: 101 176/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 03429807 1 

flAY 0 7 2019 



Plaintiff(s), 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et &- ; Hen. sherry Klein Hdaer, 

IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc, hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

Michael Fanelli, Esq. 
I 
I 700 Broadway 244 West 40" Stree 

New Yo&, New York 10003 New Y ork, New Y ork 1 00 1 8 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New Yorlc, New York 



EARL WILSON & TRACY WILSON, : NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 

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

vs. : I n d e x N o m  
02360199 u 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.C. & S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendan$@ANE CO, be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

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

K ~ L  GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 536-3900 

NW-332839 vl  



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

Index No.: 103373199 H .  GLky&- 

I G @ r s r J  CAROL ANN KNOPP, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
PROPOSED ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE I 

ESTATE OF LESTER T. KNOPP, : NO OPPOSITION e 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 

I 

Plaintiff( s) 

"against- I 

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

I Defendant( s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests sununary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
Y J W  ,2010 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Dan Kraft, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Lester T. Knopp 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
122-2 I19 

NO00 1645-1 



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

LOUIS F. PAONESSA and DOREEN 
PAONESSA, : I.A.S. Part 30 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 109266-00 
Plaintiffls), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff($) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 1002 

(212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 3 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

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

I Index No.: 103373/99 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

CAROL ANN KNOPP, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
PROPOSED ADMTNISTRATRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF LESTER T. KNOPP, 

I 
I 

I I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff( s) MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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 8 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 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Lester T. Knopp 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

N0001639-1 

324-3997 



From: FAXmaker To: Lynch Daskal Emery LLP Page: 3/3 Date: 4/23/2010 4:35:27 PM 

KNOPP, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S. XNC., & & 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: lMOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

Dcfendants. 
____----_r_- """**&. -_*-- *l-l..IcIIII -1-*111 l-....l-l""" ---***------r x 

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

CPLLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDEWD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By: 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Comp& and Goodyear Canada 

By: 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 10018 
(2 12) 302-2400 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys far Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Inc. 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein#eitler, J.S.C. 

MAY 0 7 2010 

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

http://www.gfi.com


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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD ROBBINS 

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

Index No: 104052/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 100 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 52 1-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-103429801 1 



Plaintiff, 

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

Index No.: 104076/99 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants, 
------_r_____- I ________rfrr________I_____________" r_r_l-l------------ x 

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 a a n s t  

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with rej 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 4 0  ..& 

r$'Q 

+ \ - -  2' ++ ott' CF. 

nue, 15th Floor 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

(2 12) 80 1-9200 
Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 



PATRICK RISCILI, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

3 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goadyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintif%' complaint against The Goadyear Tire & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inca be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
q \ \ d \ Y )  

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The C3oodyear Tire & 

ear Canada Inc. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 

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

Dated: New York, New York 1 

- 1  

SO ORDEED: -2i!&I 

1 

Hen, Sherry Klein Hatla, J.S,C. 

1 



WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

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

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

By: 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 

Diane Pompei 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New Yosk 

SO ORDERED: e- 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

MAY 0 I 2010 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

7 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) I Index No: 1 0 5 6 1 8 / 9 v  

EDWARD SOOS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 
I 

I 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, .and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York &\c\ ,2010 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. * '  
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-103429569.1 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521 -5400 



From: FAXmaker To: Diane Pompeii Page: 2 2  Date: 4/26/2010 4:44:49 PM 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

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

3 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDEED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyea Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and 
n 

By: 
Dime Pornpei 

700 Broadway 
New York, New Yark 10003 

264 West 40" Street 
New York, New York 10 
(212) 302-2400 1 '. , (212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

I 

SO ORDERED: 

This fax was sent with CFI FAXmaker Fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


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

IN RE NEW YOFX CITY 
t - -_____""-r________l___________l__ll l lr-  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

This Document Relates To: 

Thomas J .  Green 

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

Index No: 1027 

NO OPPOSITION 1 .  

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 Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant OAKFABCO, INC. with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

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

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Timd'ihy J. Wiss, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
OAKFABCO, INC. 

212-558-5500 33 Washington Street 
Newark, New Jersey 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon.' Sherry Kleiqhktler 

HAY omm 
956049. I 



.. 
HOWARD GUILDER and BETTY GUILDER, 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Index No.: 107251/99 

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, 

I 
I 

3 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and c r o s d a d  

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby d i s v 8 # b h E e j u w  and 

without costs. 
a 

w York, New York 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, New York 10166 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FREDERICK A. lOLl 

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

Index No: 107913/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ney York, New York 

Frank O?I?z 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 

(2 12) 558-5500 

. 
Christopher W. Heal$, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 12) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 



I 

Plaintiff, 

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

Index No.: 107947/99 

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 agsfinst 

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed wi 

without costs. 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10166 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 80 1-9200 

I 

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: 

DUANE KNAPP and DOROTHY KNAPP, 
j Index No.: 108299/99 

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER -against - 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2010 

Jafk  A. Bartolomeo, Esq. 
At omey for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Duane Knapp and Dorothy Knapp 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

0003 ' 1  L E 
1 4  &@ 

mw 'K. f-tK 
-m&j?f(3*m 

F 2082-1942 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

- md & Dtd: 7 sw 



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

Defendants. 

W W F O R E ,  defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the aboveatitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodycar The & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

I 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

" 4 -  

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

," / / 

By: 
SaraT. Murpgy 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10018. 

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

D a t d  New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
Won. Shmwinhiditler, J.S.C. 

MAY 0 72019 



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

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

Defendants. 

X ____________________~________________-_-____-_--_------_------- 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

By: 
Danie P. Blouin 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

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

By: 

264 West 40h Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 
(2 12) 302-2400 

SO ORDERED: 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I 
! 

i. 

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

Index No: 1 1 1 152/99 

Donald Sawyer 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
lac ,3o/u 

I l, e 0 { % K i k s , & T  

P r 

Michael Fanelli, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
OAKFABCO, TNC. 
33 Washington Street 
Newark, New Jersey 07 1 02-30 1 7 

' 1 2010 
Attorney for Plaintiff 44 Y 

2 12-558-5500 

OFq* 973-624-0800 

I ',, : ,  
I 
, "  / .  

I '  



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_----__l___-_l_-_-_-_______l_____l______- X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No: 1 12962/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _r---____-----"f-r_r_____l_____l__l____l- 

This Document Relates To: 

Thomas Carroll 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
ORDER 

JUDGMENT I 

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

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

Dated: New York New York 
A p t  3 , ' l a t o  

Danny Kraft, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorney for PIaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

P $ d J .  Kipnis, Esq. 
ILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
OAKFABCO, INC. 
33 Washington Street 
Newark, New Jersey 07 102-301 7 
973-624-0800 

* F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

B - 
MAY 1 1 2010 Hon. Sherrjr Kled Heitler 

COUNTY CLERKS OF FlCE 
NEW YORK 

95 1250.1 



, - . *  

JOAN W. ESTER, Individually and as Executrix for the : 
Estate of GEORGE E. ESTER, 

Plaintiff, 

Index No.: 113952/99 

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-clai against 

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dis Y s y w E j u  P ice and 
$f 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

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

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
h 

SO ORDERED, 



I 
I Individually, 

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

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 114997/99 

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 

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with p 

without costs. 
*& 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

SO ORDERED, 

ewYork 10166 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

MAY 0 12OlOI 



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

Index No: 119721/99 

Alfred M. Rokitka 

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

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

' 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

n 
WEITZ & LUXENISERG 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 
2 12-558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

hy J. Wiss, Esq. 
ON, ELSER, MOSROWITZ, 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
OAKFABCO, NC. 
33 Washington Street 
NewXk, New Jersey 071 02-301 7 
973-624-0800 

977045.1 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 120247/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

5321 2, dismissing 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. 
\Gl 2dZO 

Frank Ortiz Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBER 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

ia Malikzay, Esq. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Hon. Sherry Kleii-Heitler 



Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

Index No.: 120247/99 

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, 

ORDERIED, 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 

without costs. 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 80 1-9200 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co, 



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

Index No.: 120247199 

RAYMOND BEERHALTER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York Lf. 23-,2010 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
LER 



536.07582/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

JOSEPH R. MITCHELL, Deceased, : 

Plaintiff, 

VS. 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

c 
k 7  

YORK 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 120254/99 

(May 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 and the 

FSCk* I) same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wit 

/WAY 4 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New Y o r k ,  New Y o r k  1 0 0 0 3  United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

__"..^. 

SO ORDERED, 
lein Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

STEPHEN F. MEYER 

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

Index No: 120263/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated%=, y;o:'k 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

C h r m e r  W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-103429789.1 

~ .- . ... . . . . . . . . __- . . . 1- 



Plaintiff, 

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

Defendants. 

Index No,: 120430/99 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER ~ 

-----------ll--rlfr ., ~-~~-_________~II I ______r_____________----------- x 

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 

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

no opposition thereto, 

without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

SO ORDERED, 

(212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

PAMELA C. BRISTOL NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
?8,2010 

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

McElroy, Deutscfl Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York. New York 10005 



Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

Index No.: 120291/99 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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 against 

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

without costs. 

Dated: w York, New York 

A 
F a x .  0-sq 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 80 1-9200 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

SO ORDERED, 7 
Hon. Sherry Klein geitler 

MAY 01 2010 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S . ,  INC. 

Index No,: 120291199 

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. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 

FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

F.\LED 
(212) 558-5500 

(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 1 1 lQjQ 



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

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

New York, NY 10003 
700 Broadway 

RONALD G. EDGERTON 

niou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New Yark, New York 10005 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
&w&' a, 2010 

SO ORDERED, 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 120430/99 

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 

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 

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

H+ a Malikzay, Esq. 0 RRY, MCTIERNAN & MO 
Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

3 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Defendant(s). 

Index No.: 120820/99 

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 

Frank Ortiz Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

s for Defendant 

2 Rector Street, 14" Fl 
New York, New York 

SO ORDERED, 



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

WILLIAM T. CARTER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: ork. New York 

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

MEElroy, Deutsci, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

LER 



0 --, 
From: FAXmaker To: Diane Pompeii Page: 2/2 Date: 4/26/2010 4:46:22 PM 

'I 

3 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
__lf_"_-_r_1311"____---------rrr---------"------------*" X 
IN RE: NEW YORJS CITY : NYCAL 

""~~1"11"_______~~~~~-- - - - - - - l l - -""~~-~-~~-- - - - -~~~~-- -~-- - - - -  X 
FRANCIS G, CONNELLY, Individually & 
Executor for the Estate of VERONICA B. 
CONNELLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: IndexN 12185 e 1 97/00 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFOKE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyea Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New k, N w York & 
WBITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10018 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Hon. Sherry Klein Hei.tler, J.S.C. 

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

http://www.gfi.com


Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
1 IASPart30 

A.C. & S., INC., @A,, 
Defendants. 

-----------___________l_l___r_______l_ I ----_________________ "--x 
WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
PLll ~ . 201 D 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

/-+- 
By: e BY L--k* * Pw 

rPeter Tambini Diane M. Pompei 

3 

I 
~ 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

MAY 0 I2010 
SO ORDERED: 



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

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

Index No: 121 982/99 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RUDY LAUFER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NewYork, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1034297841 

Hon. 



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

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No: 12 1982/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

Rudy Laufer NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORlDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant OAKFABCO, 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 OAKFABCO, INC. with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
P I " / , / f  9 - L A C *  

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 

Newark, New Jersey 07 10 

1 
I 

180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
2 12-558-5500 33 Washington Street 

973-624-0800 
I 

I 

i 

SO ORDERED, 
I 

970152.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ - _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _  -X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l - - - - - - _ _ - - - - - - _ - -  -X 
This Document Relates to: 
Helen M. Hand, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of Thomas 
Hand Jr. , 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

< 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. P a r t  30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No. ;- 1991/99 
Index No. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMAIZY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
- 

A.C. & S .  I n c . ,  et al., 

Defendants. 
_- - -_______-______-_ I__________ Ic___  --X 

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

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section $3212, dismissins 

plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & DiBono Plasterin! 

- 
upon 

Co. I n c . ,  with preiudice, and there being no Qpposi-Gd 

ORDERED, that 

cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBoni 

be dismissed with Dreiudice and without costs. * <  .. . 

- - ~ -  p - - - i a m ~ h s q .  
Weitz & Luxenb g P.C. 
Attornevs f o r  Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 

J u F r i  M . Y  ~ d ~ t :  

Cu en and D y a P  

Helen M: Hand, Individually Goulds Pumps Inc.  
and a s  Executrix for the  1 7 7  Montague S t r e e t  
E s t a t e  of T h o m a s  Hand Jr. Brooklyn, New York 11201 

New York, New York 10003 Our File No.: 10924-6077 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

.,,'" 

So Ordered: ~ - ? ,  Hon. Sherry K. Heltler 

MAY 0720101 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X ________ I________-________________ I__  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

This Document Relates to: 
Helen M. Hand, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of Thomas 
Hand Jr. , 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

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

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

Index No. : 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby requests 

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

Complaint against  defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps I n c . ,  be dismissed with 

prejudice and without  costs. 

I 

Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs or Defendant 
Helen M. Hand, I n d i v i d u a l l y  Goulds Pumps Inc. 
and a s  Executrix f o r  the 1 7 7  Montague Street 
E s t a t e  of Thomas  Hand Jr. Brooklyn, New York 11201 
7 0 0  Broadway, 6th Floor  ( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  
New York, New 

So Ordered: 

York 10003 Our File No.: 6754 

/ * A '  

Hon. Sherry K.' Heitler 

-41 

... . . -~ I 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part30 

I 

Index No.: 1 093 I 8/00, 122 185/99 

(Heitler, J.) 

I I a I 

I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD MONACO, 
NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiff(s), I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendant(s). 

3 

WHEIREFORE, 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, 

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

&le .,dclmi, ‘Tishrnan Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation Donald Monaco 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

CI 

SO ORDERED, 
-- 

Hen. Sherry Ki k?n Heitler 



W 

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 

: Index No.: 1093 18/00 
I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD MONACO, I I 

-against- 

’ I NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffls), f SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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 9 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

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

opposhon thereto, 

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

i, kcx~da~~, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&-I( a0 72010 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation Donald Monaco 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 New York. New York 10003 .I 2 2 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Third Avenue 

1235-14502 



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: Index No.: 1093 18/00 K - - 7  22 185199 
I I W 

DONALD MONACO, 

-against- 

I NO OPPOSITION I 

Plaintiff(s), I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I 
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 5 3212, dismissing 

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

w- opposition thereto, 
-- 

h i )  EIERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

' 8  i2  IUN~ Vourter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismi ea\ p udice and 
L \ A  

& 
G+ 

without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
@-I/ 2 0  ,2010 

I Y '  I -  W N E Y  & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ &LUXENBERG, P.c 

I Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc, 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Donald Monaco 
700 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 1 

(2 12) 509-3456 



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.: 109318/0 122185/99 
I 

I 
I 0 THIS DOCUMENT WFERS TO: 

DONALD MONACO, I 
I 

I I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND O'RDER 

Plaintiff( s) , 
I 

I 
-against- I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendant(s1. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

d ~ ~ i d m t ,  Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are 

... 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

%TS& KLUGER, P,C, WEITZ &LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Donald Monaco 
700 Third Avenue 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
SO Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

A)! ks7 2010 3244046V 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
JN W: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No.: 109465/0 122187199 

(Heitler, J.) 

I 0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

KARL MULLER, I 

I 
I Plaintiff(s) 
NO OPPOSITION 

-against- I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
; MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant(s). I I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be*_and the 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, Pa& 
c 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

NO0001 84- I 

324-5070Q 



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

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

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

10943 1 /00 
John Mathis 

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 Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant OAKFABCO, INC. with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

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

I /  I 1 against defendant OAKFABCO, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudiceland 
without costs. 

3 

Dated: New York, New York 
.-,* 

Michael Fanelli, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
21 2-558-5500 

4. k& 
Adam J. Kifinis, Eiqs. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
OAKFABCO, WC. 
33 Washington Street 
Newark, New Jersey 07102-3017 

I 

973-624-0800 I 

077126.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

PHILIP J. SABELLA 

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

Index No: 1221 93/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation 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 American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WElTZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New Yoqk, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 03429804.1 



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

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

NYCAL 

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

Arnold Littlewood NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND I 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant OAKFABCO, INC. hereby requests smmary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant OAKFABCO, INC. 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants 
claims against defendant OAKFABCO, INC., be and the same 
with prejudice and without costs. 

Michael Fanelli, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, & PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
212-558-5500 33 Washington Street 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 

Newark, New Jersey 07 102-30 17 
973-624-0800 

SO ORDERED, 

970 1 56.1 MAY 01 2010 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
- - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - " " - ~ * - . . - ~ - - " - - - - " - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.. 125766/99; 107189/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 3S 

0 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD J. NELSON 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
F r { \  12 ,2009 

Matthew Maclntyre, Est$ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Heldn Antoniou M;G&an, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

. *  
--+_ 

SO ORDERED, 

1344435-1 



r* 

i 

Plaintiff(s) 

-against- 

A.C & S. INC. et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant, 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 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 

180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 

New York, NY 10006 

SO ORDERED, 



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

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

... against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are here 

i 
-yr 

' co\JFJ VOBK 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz 6% Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

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 

Index No.: 11 I243@2 
THOMAS J. CRUGER AND BARBARA I 12 1743/97 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CRUGER, 

-against- 

I 
I 
I Plaintiff( s) I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
; MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO, et al., I 
I 
I 
I Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 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 Y&k, New York 

Attorneys for Defendants 

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

Attorneys for Plaif&ff 

700 Broadway 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation Thomas J. Cruger 

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

SO ORDERED, 

NO002 304-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAL 

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

I Index No.: 1 11243/02 102738/00, 
121 743/97 0 I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

THOMAS J. CRUGER AND BARBARA 
CRUGER, I 

Plaintiff( s) 
I NO OPPOSITION 

"against- I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO, et al., 
I 
I Defendant(s). 

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

' in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 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. 

,20 10 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Thomas J. Cruger and Barbara Cruger 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 . I  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1122-2201 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: 

THOMAS J. CRUGER AND BARBARA 

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

I Index No.: 11 
I 
I 

I 
I 1 2 1743197 

CRUGER, 

"against- 

I 
I 

Plaintiff( s) I I 

I NO OPPOSITION 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant@). 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 Industrhl Equipment Co. be and the same .* are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Thomas 5. Cruger and Barbara Cruger 

80 B k i d  Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

SO ORDERED, 

N0002300- I 



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.: 11 1243/02, 102738/00, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

THOMAS J. CRUGER AND BARBARA I I 12 1743197 U 
CRUGER, I 

Plaintiff(s) I 
I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
-against- I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendant( s) . I 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

difendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Thomas J. Cruger and Barbara Cruger 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 
(21 2) 509-3456 

&++- SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

N0002301-1 

3 



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

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

Index No.: 1 11 243102,6=] 
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS J. CRUGER AND BARBARA I 121 743197 
CRUGER, 

I 
I 
I Plaintiff( s) 

NO OPPOSITION 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT : MOTION AND ORDER 

I 
I A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO, 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 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 Sejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York hjr-Aa ,2010 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Thomas J. Cruger and Barbara 
700 Broadway 
New York, New 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Hein Heitler 

1235-21 525 

BAY 8 7 2016 
N0002299-I 

I 



ALBERT YANIS, 
idex J0.: 

107772/01 

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 s m e  are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice md without costs. 

Frank O&z Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10006 

7 
(212) 313-3600 

*."+ 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiffs, 

-against - - 
: NO OPPOSITION 

&E%-- 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., eJ &, 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, it is hereby: 
.. 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Yf2ohrw b 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

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

" -  
Lois Kim 

264 West 40th Street \ 
New York, New York 1001 8 I 

(2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 
a 

r"JAY 0 7 20# 
SO ORDERED: 

.. . .. . . . . . . - -. . . . . .- . . . - . . . .. . . - - . -. . . .. . .. ,.. 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN BELLANDI 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

Index No: 10381 1/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Att6rneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, - P. -* 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 521 -5400 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 03429583.1 

f l  Hon. Sherry . Heit r \ 



Plaintiffs, 

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

- against - 

Index No.: 105 103/00 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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 

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby disrnisse cjq&" and 

without costs. @ 

New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
(212) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 80 1-9200 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

j 

3 

~ i 

I 

i 

SO ORDERED, 



From: FAXmaker To: Lynch Daskal Emery LLP Page: 313 Date: 4/23/2010 4:30:16 PM 

: NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, 

: SUMMARYJUDGMENT 
:- 

-against- 

A. C. & S. NC., & A. 
Defendants. 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitla, 

WHIBBFORE, defmdants The Goodycar Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
CPLR 3212, dismissing plsrinrtiffs' complaint against ThR Ooodyea Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada hc.  with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
therm, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, dl claims and cross claims 
against The C3oodyear Tim & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada hc. be and the 

same we hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DatedNowY k, ewYork 
$w2-" '0 

WITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plahtiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL IME3RY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Ooodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, 

By: 

264 West 4Olh Street 700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10018 \ 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

1 

Dated: New York, New York 

I 

1 
-1 SO ORDERED: 

M y  0 9  2010 
This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server* For more information, visit: http://w.gfi.com 

http://w.gfi.com


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

This Document Relates to: 

DANIEL SCHIANO 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 105249/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

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

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 03487799.1 

MAY 0 1 2010 

3 

j 

I 
! 

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.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

Index No.: 10528 1/00 
I 
I 
I 
I 

WALTER SKY AND LINDA SKY, 

NO OPPOSI Plaintiff(s) 

-against- 
I 
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 9 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 
Ap'l" ,2010 

J ann C k,Esq. 
Mc=& KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ~LUXENBER- . 1 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Walter Sky and Linda 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

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

SO ORDERED, c 

. me 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
2383-2713 

N0002608-1 MAY 0 7 2010 



From: FAXmaker To: Diane Pompeii Page: 3 2  Date: 412612010 4:46:22 PM 

: Index N y  2 1 856199;3 
05597/00 

FRANCIS E. CONNELLY, Individually & 
Executor for the Estate of VERONICA B. 
CONNELLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION A N D  ORDER. 

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

Defendants. 

--l---.""-."l------" --------rll 1111* --"1-1131-1 -----1-1------1** x 
WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyew 

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

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

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

1 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

By: 

700 Broadway 264 West Street 
New York, New York 10003 New Y ork, New York 100 1 8 

' 

(212) 558-5500 (2 3 2) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: v Hon. Sherry Klein Hei.tler, I.S.C. 

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

http://w.gfi.com


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

Plaintiff, 

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

Defendants. 

Index No.: 105597/00 

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 

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

without costs. e"! L 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, New York 10 166 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
(2 12) 80 1-9200 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 0 '3 201Qi 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD FERGUSON 

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

Index No: 105744/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-103429860 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE ST 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW 

TE OF NEW 
YORK CITY 

R 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

-X Index No.- 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _  

This Document Relates to: 
Helen M. Hand, Individually and as Index No. 
Executrix for the Estate of Thomas 
Hand Jr. , 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
A.C. & S. Inc., et al., 

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

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section $3212, dismissins 

plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & DiBono Plasterins 

Co. I n c . ,  with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice to all co-defendants, 

cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBo 

be dismissed with prejudice a 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
Helen M. Hand,  Individually G o u l d s  Pumps Inc. 
and as  Executrix f o r  the 177 Montague Street 
Estate of Thomas Hand Jr. Brooklyn, New York 11201 

New York, New York 10003 Our File No.: 10924-6077 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X _____----_____-__ll-__l_______l__l___ 

This Document Relates to: 
Helen M. Hand, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of Thomas 
Hand Jr. , 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

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

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

/------ 
Index No. : < ; ; ; ~ ~ ~ { ~ ~ O  
Index No. : 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Uefendants. 
-X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - _ - _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby requests 

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 93212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudice, anc 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice claims anc 

cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps 

prejudice and without costs. 

uxenberg P .  C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
Helen M. Hand,  Individually G o u l d s  Pumps Inc. 
and as Executrix for the 177 Montague Street 
Estate of T h o m a s  Hand Js. Brooklyn, N e w  York 11201 

New Y o r k ,  New York 10003 Our File No.: 6754-4132 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

So Ordered: 



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

Defendants. 

Index No. : 10640 1 /00 

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 

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2010 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 80 1 -9200 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 



-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.C. & S., INC.,@L, 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
FP II , 20lD 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

B 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

n 
Diane M. 

264 West 40h Street A t  
New York, New York 1001 
(2 12) 302-2400 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Hgtler, J.S.C. 

MAY 0 7 2010 



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

Plaintiffs, 

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

Index No.: 106727/00 

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 

defendant Robert A, Keasbey Co,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
-- 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 072010' 



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

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

._.___________.._..-l_______r___________~~~~~~--~~.-~"------~~------ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

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

.__...._____________...~.~----- "-~----.-..--~------.-.-....--"------ 

This Document Relates to: 

HERSHEL YEGELWEL NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

V 700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



Plainti ff(s) 

-against- 

A.C & S. INC. et al. 

Index No.: 125772/99 & 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant, 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 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 

New York, NY 10038 

SO OmERED, 



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

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
q u i \  12 ,2009 

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

Helen Antoniou M;G&an, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

1344435-1 

. _. . . . . . . I 



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

This Document Relates to: 

DONALD MONACO 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

Index No: 109318/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation 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 American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Xork, New York 

++z<* 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I 

Christopher W. Healy, Es< 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-540 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-103429815 1 

MAY 0 7 2010 



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 Index No . 1093 18/00 221 85/99 

I 

I 
I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I 

I 
I I 0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD MONACO, 
NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiff(s), I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 

I 
I 
I 

-against- I 

A.C. & S., INC,, et al,, 
Defendant( s). 

I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

. ~ t h  ,idant, Tishnian Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
& I /  0 ,2010 

& KLUGER, P.C. D 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 

F*?Z 
Attorneys for Defendants 

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

Tishman Liquidating Corporation Donald Monaco 1 1 

@+4 ~o~KoFF\cF 
C W K S  

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

'A) ,  0 i;* 2o;bwU-26l71Z 



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 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD MONACO, I 

I NO OPPOSITION 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiff(s), j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

-against- 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 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 

I I  icndari~, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&-I( &Lo ,2010 

& KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ &LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Third Avenue 

y** 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation Donald Monaco 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 .,, 2 1 

1235-1 4502 



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 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

I 
DONALD MONACO, I 

' NO OPPOSITION I 

Plaintiff( s), I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

-against- I 

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

Defendant( s). 
I 
I 

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

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being 

IIC: opposition thereto, 

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

i :  Lcttkhnt, Courter & Company, Inc., 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
d o  ,2010 

~ N E Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

be and the same are hereby dismissed 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Donald Monaco 
700 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

1122-15097 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
3 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD MONACO, : NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiff(s), I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I 
I 
I 
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 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 

d d n d a i t ,  SaFeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York e/ &!.!a ,2010 2 annC k, Esq. &&h*fl 
WEITZ &LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Donald Monaco 
700 Third Avenue 

New York, New York 10004 York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

MAY 0’7 2010 324-5046V 



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 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD MONACO, I 

I I NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff(s), I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

-against- I 

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

Defendant(s). I 

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

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

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

opposhon thereto, 

CFIICDERED, that upon notice to all &-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

dt.icnd~e~~L, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/!@-I( 2 0  7 2010 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation Donald Monaco 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

1235-14502 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

John Mathis 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _______________________l_l____l______l__- 

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

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

- without costs. <- 

Dated: New York, New York 

Michael Fanelli, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
21 2-558-5500 

Adam J. Kiffnis, E6q. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
OAKFABCO, INC. 
33 Washington Street 
Newark. New Jersev 07 1 02-30 1 7 
973-624- 

SO ORDERED, 

977 126.1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KARL MULLER, 

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

Plaintiff( s) I 

I I NO OPPOSITION 

; MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant@). I I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, 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 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: ew,York, New York 
,2010 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Karl Muller 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, * 
Hon. Shew- Klein Heitler 

NO000 1 84- 1 

324-50704 



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

ANDREW PURCELL NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 'I 

- -  

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: yq-7kqNew York 
) 2010 

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

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0, Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. &+qKlcin Heitler 

1405023-1 



TMc:CCcjpk) 
9/9/09 

IN RE NEW YQRK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DOMINIC POSILLICO 

INDEX NO. 
110182/00 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Fdison Company of New York, 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 Consolidated Edison 

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims a n e @ r n s  

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, In 

dismissed with prejudke and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3/29 110 

Benj Darche, Esq. 
WEITZ & LWNBERG,  P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

* *  

York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-825 1-00 

NAY 0 7  2010 



From: FAXmaKer lo: Lvncn UaSKal tmery LL r  rage: S/J uaw. WLJ/LU IU 4 . a . ~  I r i v i  

SUPREME COURT OF THE3 STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NBW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYcA.L 
X "_lll-ll"--_ll_-f3---1--1--111-----"----*--.--."-.---"-"- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 
: Index No. 1 1789 1/00 

I lolsuoo 

rrr-.-rr-------lrnlrrr-err31r-.ll.---r-~.-~-~- 

BARBARA PISWLO,  as Executrix for the 
Estate of THEODORE! PISKADLO, and 
BARBARA PISKADLO, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: StJMMARYmGmNT 
: MOTION AND OWER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: LAS Part 30 

-against- 

A. C. and S.,lNC.,&d., 

Defendants, 
---------------- "~..-ll.."l"-"l"-l-" -******----*-----* ----------X 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company md Goodyear 

Canada I C .  hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Ooodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERl3D, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim and cross claims 
against The aoadyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodycar Canada Inc. be and the 
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York 

.- 

v/z?l?L (0 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyea Tire & 
Rubber Company and Qoodyeers Ctmada hc. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 lZ)~S58-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

By: 
Scott A. Harford 

264 West 40"' Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 
(2 1 2) 3 02-2400 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/ /w.gf i .com 

http://w.gfi.com


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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT G. LORENTZ 

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

Index No: 11 1109/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

Chrmpher W. Healy, Es'q. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 12) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-103429833.1 

MAY 07 2010 



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

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

Index No: 11 1236/01 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN EPP I NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation 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 American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C." 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (2 I 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 03487791 1 

MAY 07 2010 
, * % *  
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' TMc:CC(ipk) 
2/81 1 0 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

"- ---s 
INDEX NO. 
112976/00 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

i 

WHEREFORE, defendant Orange and Rockland Utilities, 1nc.hereby requests 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Orange and Rockland Utilities, 1nc.with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Orange and Rockland Utilities, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Orange and Rockland Utilities, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
. 4/51 10 

WHEREFORE, defendant Orange and Rockland Utilities, Inc. hereby requests 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Orange and Rockland Utilities, Inc.. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Orange and Rockland Utilities, Inc., be and the sarr@& 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

4\\3 \ i o  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Orange and Rockland Utilities, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

--- 
SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-8340-00 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
- 41511 0 

Our File No 
S-8340-00 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

....._______ 

1 INDEXNO. 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION7 I 112977/00 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH J. KRUSE, JR. 
1 NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 1 ORDER 

_"____. . . . ._"_"_________________________~~~~".~~~.-~~~~~~~~~~"~~. . .~-~~~~~ 

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

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

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

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

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I 

q \ \ 3  \\a 

/ 
j 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff I 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. I 

4 Irving Place I 

New York, NY 10003-3598 

~ 

I 

SO ORDERED: 



From: FAXmaker To: Lynch Daskal Emery LLP Page: 313 Date: 4/23/2010 4:39:21 PM 

-against- 

A. C. and $., LNC., & &, 
: Hon, Sherry Klein Heitlw, 
: MS Pat 30 

WHEREFORF?, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company atld Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The aoodyeas Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada hc.  with prejudice, and there behg no opposition 
thereto, it is hereby: 

ORD€3RED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claim 
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Ooodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York 
Y l n Y 2 - 4  (0 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

By: 
Scott A. Hmford 

700 Broadway 264 West 40'" street 
New Yorlc, New York 10003 New York, New York 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 
" 

SO ORDEWD: 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. Far more information, visit: http:/lwww.gfi.com 

http:/lwww.gfi.com


BARBARA PISKALDO, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of THEODORE 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

PISKALDO, et al. , 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., Including 
MAREMONT CORPORATION, 

AND 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont Corporation hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
April -7 20 2010 

q :6 

Peggy L. Pan, Esq. 
KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 

Attorneys for Plaintiff FRIEDMAN LLP 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 1633 Broadway 

New York, New York 10019 
(2 12) 506- 1700 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDE 

&\Y 0 7 2010 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitlkr 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
__r.____. .___.-____- ."- - . . . - - - - . - - - - . .~- - - . .~-~--"- - - . . - - -~- - - - - - -"-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No. 117894100 110182/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

0 _ . _ _ " _ . . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " . " _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ ~ - . . ~ ~ - ~ . ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ "  

This Document Relates to: 

ANDREW PURCELL NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

_ _ . _ _ _ _ . . _ _ " ~ . I _ _ _ . . _ _ y y - _ _ _ r - - l _ _ _ r - _ _ _ ~ . ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ ~ ~ - . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ ~ - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
\Lh- 

, 2010 
Dated: 

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. m l e i n  Heitler 

1405023-1 



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

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

Index No: 119374/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MARK O'BRIEN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation 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 American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-103429461 .I 

(212) 521-5400 

v t  Hon. Sherry . Heiter 

MAY 0 7 2010 



, -. .--* 

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X -ll----l----___--__rr_llr_l_____________- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Mark O’Brien 

3 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index N di&&3 
1063 1 8/0 1 
10078 1/03 

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

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

*--- 

/L, 44 hu5 
Timfiy J. Wiss, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

OAKFABCO, INC. 

Newark, New Jersey 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 33 Washington Street 

973-624-0800 

_-- 
SO ORDERED, 

MAY 0 7 2010 
956030. I 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

107772/0 1 & 100772/00 

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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 

LTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
.. " r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ . . . . . . . . ~ ~ - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ " " ~ " ~ ~ . . . . . . . ~ - ~ . ~ " - ~  

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

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No. 119375/00. 07772/01; 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  "_._.._..__~_____I______________...~.~~~-~-~--~~~~~~~"""~-.. 

Q This Document Relates to: 

ALBERT YANIS 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  "_.......---------------"-"-"....---.."-.--------------" 

WHEREFOREy defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/&/& 7&, 2010 

A 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. - 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Mcklroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



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

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

_ . _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . r _  ...................................................... 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH A. ZAMPELLA 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York v-y ,2010 

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

Hele; Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, &-'-" 



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

WHEREFOE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

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

Hden Antoniou%4cGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Compan 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

K 

SO ORDERED, 

. . . .- 



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

IN RE: NEW YO= COUNTY 
..______.._"___.._"_---.~---.-..-----.-~---...---...--.-."---..--".- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

PAUL G. WOJCICKI 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
____.___. ._ .___I . . . .~ - -~ . - . - - - - - - - - - - - - . .~ -" . . .~" - . . . " . - . . . - - - - . - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Coiiipany with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the-'same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: w York, New York 
,2010 

Weitz & Luxenberg, 
700 Broadway 

SO ORDERED, 

I 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 

New York, New York 

& 



X.:/cases/FB W4222SllegallNOSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JAMES WEISENBURGER, $s$;:~%llo3 
__1"_________11_________r______ll_______---~-------~--------"--- 

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 

meiudice and without costs. 
I 

WETTZ & LTJXENBERG. P 
A - __  - _ _  -, 
180 Mail 
New Yo 
(212) 55 

- - - - -. - - . 
ttnrncvs for Plaintiff 

den Lane 
rk, New York 10038 
8-5500 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

\---, - - 
(212) 313-3600 



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

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 107206/01 
1 0077 1/03 

_ _  " _  ._.._ ...__------. "...-------~...~~-----...------..-~------ 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES S, WEISENBURGER 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0,  Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

be and the same are hereby 
2.. 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products C 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York ' 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 



X. :/cases/FB W42225/legal/NOSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

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 

$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. 
* -  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
1212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10006 



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

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4 9 -2010 

A 

W 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, Y 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG'A 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
Allen Stutz 
700 Broadway V 

New York. New York 10003 

SO ORDERED: 

Brian Sorensen, Esq. 
McELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY 
& CARPENTER, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
A.O. Smith Water Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New 

1340721-1.DOC 



FRANK SCHULTE, : IndexN 119379/00 w 
Plaintiff, 

: NOOPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTIONANDO RDER -against- 

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

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

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

same we hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEIT2 52 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada hc, 

By: 
Scott A. Harfoxd 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

264 West 40" Street 
New York, New York 10018 

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

Dated: New Yo& New York 

SO ORDERED: 



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

FRANK SCI-IULTE 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no'opposition thereto. 

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

-v-/y ,2010 

<lroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 

New York, NY 10003 

York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, w York f L  li7D 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire 

/-"----I & Rubber Company p . d y e a r  Canada Inc. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Dated: New York, New York 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 

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

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. S h e a l e i n  Heitler, J.S.C. 



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

IN RJ3 NEW YORK CITY 
_I -_______________f________l_ l f_ l r_L__f_-  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
1.A.S" Part 3 
(Heitler, S.) 

Roy Ehrichs 

- - - -  

VHEE 

Index Nod=, 

100756/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

E- Ief lant OAKFABCO, IT C. hereby requests summarl 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant OAKFABCO, INC. with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant OAKFABCO, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without 'Costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
28 <a A n d  r , 

av/z/uu 
Danny Kraft, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry'uex Heitler 

A A 

ER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMA$ & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
OAKFABCO, INC. 
33 Washington Street 
Newark, New Jersey 07 102-301 7 



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

lYCA 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

CARL, L. WOOD 

Index No-3278198; 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0, Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4 j 9  -7 2010 

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

M'cElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



From: FAXmaker To: Diane Pompeii Page: 2/2 Date: 4/26/2010 4:44:49 PM 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

s m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: ; ~ ~ Y o r k  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY U P  
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and 
n 

By: 
Dime Pompci 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10018 

f (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

- 
SO ORDERED: 

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

http://www.gfi.com


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

~ 

NYCAL I 

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

100756/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

- 

. -  

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

Dated: New York, New York 

, J  *- 

&rCl J- , I '  
- 

Danny Kraft, Esq. I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorney for Plaintiff I 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant ~ 

New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 33 Washington Street 

OAKFABCO, INC. 

Newark, New Jersey 07 102-301 7 

I 

973-624-0800 I 

I 

SO ORDERED, 

I 
949746. I 

f. I 

I 

I 

Roy Ehrichs 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

This Document Relates to: 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ALEXANDER ABRAMSKI 

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

Index No: 102567/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

F I D 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 A (21 2) 521 -5400 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitlet 

US-ACTIVE-1 03429795.1 



.9 
-against- 

A. C. & $. INC., @ d. 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 100 18 New York, New York 10003 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
%IAY * 7 2010 Hon. Sherry Klein'keitler, J.S.C. I,,, v 1 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
312411 0 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ALEXANDER ABRAMSKI 

INDEX NO. 
102567/01 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER ,r 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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 Consolidated Edison 

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

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

e hereby 

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

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Our File No 
S-5252-01 



Plaintiff, 

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

Defendants. 
- -  

Index No.: 102567/01 

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 c 

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
41) 6'T:2010 

3 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10 166 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200 



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

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

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

I 

Eugene Degannes 

I 
I 
I 

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 
and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant ERICSSON INC., as 
successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable Co,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

1 

I 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

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

Wire & Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 
Our File No. 07536.09575 

SO ORDERED, L/  \ I  

Hon, Sherry K. fieitler 

392 1025.1 



From: FAXmaker To: Kerryann Cook Page: 2/2 Date: 4/26/2010 4:10:22 PM 

-- ' SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O K  COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A,S, Past 30 
; (Heider, J,) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

EUGENE DEGANNES AND JACQUELINE 
DEGANNES, I 

Index No.: 103007/01 
I 
I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff( s) SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND OFCOEH 
I 

I 
-against- t 

I 
1 
I 
t 

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

Defendant( s). 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests summary 

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

plaintir s complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

I 

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 rk, New York 4fpb :2010 

I 

Matthew Machtyre, Escf 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Go. 
80 Broad Sbect - 23d Floor 
New Ynrk, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Eugene Degannes and Jacqueline Degannes 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, - 
324-7499 

?MY 0 7  2010 
NOO016SS-1 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: h t tp : l /w.gf i .com 

http:l/w.gfi.com


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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EUGENE DEGANNES 

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

Index No: 103007/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

"0 Dated: New York, New York 

7 7  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 
". 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-103429868.1 



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

ELIZABETH WRIGHT NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0, Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
U-</&. ,2010 

700 Broadway 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0, Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 



X.:/cases/FBW43395/1egal/NOSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

L L  

ELIZABETH WRIGHT, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 105986/01 

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 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 
1 

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 Y O N  

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Mark O'Brien 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X I - - _ _ _ _ _ L - - - - _ _ I _ - _ _ _ - - ~ - - -  

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

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

Am'ber randis, Esq. 
WEITZ k LUXENBERG 

1 L - L  d bLr"5 
Timfiy J. Wiss, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSROWITZ, 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 33 Washington Street 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

OAKFABCO, INC. 

Newark, New Jerse 
973 -624-0800 

SO ORDERED, 



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

JYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 28388CA4298 106564/01 a ....._.._._.._......~. "~-~.~-.--"-------------------.----..-.......- 

This Document Relates to: 

EARL HOOKER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that 

against defendant A. 0. 

upon notice to all 

Smith Water Prod 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: 

&defendants, 

ucts Company 

a1 1 

be 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24t" Floor 
New York. New York 1000.5 

SO ORDERED, 



X. :/cases/FB W434 19/legal/NOSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

EARL HOOKER, 
X ................................................................ 

Plaintiff( s>, 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC, 

Index No.: 106564/01 

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 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. 

Y, MCTIERNAN 

180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 

FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 



* * .  

Plaintiffs, 

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

Defendants. 

Index No.: 106564/01 

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 

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, New York 10166 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
(212) 801-9200 

k 1 0 7 2010 SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sh*erryklein Heitler 



536.07180/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY O F  NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

PHILIP PEARSALL, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 106927/01 

(May 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, 

crossclaims against defendant, UnitedConveyor 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withou#&sts. 

DATED : c/- ?-2J,/fl 
East H over, New Jersey 

1 1 2QIQ 

FFGWK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. 
GzTEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY , GRAHAM , MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 1 0 0 0 3  United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sheryy Klein Heitler \YAY 07 2018 



/ 

5 3 6 . 0 7 7 0 4 / A J M  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUKTY OF NEW YOKK 

. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This document relates to: 

ALBERT KENNETH NICHOLS, Deceased,: 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

WITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 115819/01 

(May 2010 Monthly FIFO Tria 
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 3212, dismissing plaintiff's .- 

Complaint against Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and 

ORDERED, 

crossclaims 

same are 

DATED : y!- 5- 2 ~'10 
E a s t  Hanover, New Jersey 

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
'v * 

J\TEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plainti & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys &# Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Convdyor Corporation 

7 2  EaglG Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. B& 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

r y*- 

SO ORDERED, p 
c 

Honorable SheFry Klein Heitler 

# 



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

FRANK CARUVANA NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-7201 0 * Frank Ortiz. Esa. 

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

MEElroy, Deutsch,-Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'" Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

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. 

3t.q- MCTIERNAN & O d q  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

L 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 I l A Y  1 1 2010 ".-- 

i it:@/ YQRK 
AMN W CLERK'S OFFICE; 

SO ORDERED, 



I 

FRANK SCHULTE, : IndexNo 119379/00 (%miom 
Plaintiff, u 

: NOOPPOSITION 
: SUMMA,RYJUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

: Han. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

A.C, & S., INC., gt d., 
Defendants. 

*- 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claimS 

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wi thod costs. 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendanh The Ooodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, 

By: 
Scott A. Warford 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40" Street 
New York, New Yor 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



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

30 
(Heitlcr, S.) 

_ - - y l - _ _ _  y""_____________________l_l____--.......................--. 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK SCHULTE 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Mc'Fdroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
Nep York, New York 10005 

I I  

SO ORDERED, -- er 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HElTLER 



From: FAXmaker To: Golriz Shoai-Naini Page: 313 Date: 4/28/2010 4:49:06 PM 

BERENGER, 

Plaintiffls), 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND OR1)ER 

% -against- : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 1 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., @ &. : 

WHEREFORE, dcfcndants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Xnc, hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to 

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDEWD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, Ne York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
+ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

By: 
Matthew T. MacIn@e, Esq. 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &. Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

264 West 40" Street 
New York, New York Z 00 1.8 
(2 12) 302-2400 

SO ORDERED: 4--- 
Hon. Sherry Klein Gitler, J.S.C. MAY 0 7 2010 

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

http:/hvww.gfi.com


Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No. : 107025/0 I 

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. 

BARRY, MCTIERNAN & 
Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS & 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floor /4 New York, New York 10006 P 

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

212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



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

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES BERENGER 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 107025/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York Q@ I4 J0I0 

, 
Frank OrtE, Esq. - Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
WElTZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(2 12) 558-5500 (2 12) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heit& 

US-ACTIVE 



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

ERNEST WILLIAMS 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
________________-_ - . . . . . . . . ~ .~~ -~ - -~~ -~~~~~~~~~~~~~- - - - - - - - - - -  " - - " " ~  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: yzk , /ew York 
,2010 

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

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

MAK 01 2010 



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

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: w York, New York 
L2&, 2010 

H#en Antoniou MGodan,  Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

YAY 0 7  2010 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC, 

11976/000 & 

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. 

F 'rank Ortiz Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 



I ”  . -  

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

- against - 

Index No.: 107191/01 

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 

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&?A\ tq ,2010 

F a x .  O K E s  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
(212) 558-5500 

New Yoik) New York 10166 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
(2 12) SO 1 -9200 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 07 ZOW 



X. :/cases/FBW42225/legaVNOSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

n 
Index Nou07206/0 1 . 1  
119376/00 & 100771/03 

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. 

180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 

FULTON BOILER WO 
2 Rector Street. 14fh Floor 'Ap 9 

(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10006 ' '2047 

SO ORDERED,- Q-4&s 
(212) 313-3600 %Q*aQ, &7Q& 

Hon. Sh;m-lein-Heitler 



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

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

(Heitler, S . )  
............................................................... ~ ~ " - "  

This Document Relates to: 

1 0077 1/03 
JAMES S. WEISENBURGER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products C 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: 

be and the same are hereby 

New York, New York ' 
M a / y A  73 ,2010 

c... -, 

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

H&n Antonl(b$M!Gowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

EITLER 
SO ORDERED, 



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

. . . _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ r _ . . . . . - l - - ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ - ~ - . . . - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - ~ . . . . ~  "~."-"-..--...--- 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 10729Y01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_____._-. . . ._I---___~~~.. . . . . -  

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN C. LOBERTA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Corn 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

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

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S,, INC. 

Index No.: 107295/01 

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 

FULTON BOILER WORK 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 



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

MARY BROPHY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the Sam 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: ew York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

HUN. St3 ERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
HAY 07 2010 



Plaint iff( s) , 

-against- 

A.C, & S., INC. 

Index No. : 107296/0 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. 

180 Maiden Lane FULTON BOILER WORKS 
New York, New York 10038 2 Rector S i e t ,  14th Floor 
(212) 558-5500 w York 10006 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry"Klein-?€c 



V .  C l  

Plaintiff, 

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

Index No.: 107296/01 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Plaintiff's 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 

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: w;~ York 
,2010 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, New York 101 6b' 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
(212) 801-9200 



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

ABRAHAM L. HOROWITZ NO OITOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York .+/y' ,2010 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 0 7 2010 

.. ... 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 107298/01 

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. 

< 

N i a M a l i k z a y  , Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York. New York 10038 

, MCTIERNAN & MOL 
for Defendant 

FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor * 

(212) 558-5500 New York. New York 10006 O4k 7 

SOORDERED, SJ 
Hon. Sherry Kl&-Heitler 



X. :/cascs/FBW43395llegal/NOSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ALBERT YANIS, 
119375/00, 

100772/00 
_"r-_____l_______l_r_____________lr___l_----------~----------"-r 

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 

832 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no apposition 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 

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

(212) 313-3600 
.."*-- 

SO ORDERED, 

1 w ' c  

York 1 

211 10 



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

ALBERT YANIS 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 1 AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 
_- 
.- 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated; New York, New York 
M J ,  2010 

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

Mcklroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
____l_______"_rr_________l_____l______rr--------"-------------------- X 
ALBERT YANK AND PHOEBE YANIS, : Index No,: 107772/01 

"l__r___r---___ll__f______rl___________l----------------------------- X 

: 

Plaintiffs, : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
: Part30 

: NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND OlRDER 

- against - 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. 

WHEREFOFtE, 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 

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
ms.i\ ' 1q ,2010  

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

and the same are hereby 

15"l Floor 
New York, New York 10 166 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey CO, 
(2 12) 80 1-9200 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kle& Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
com'ry OF NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

OliDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition-thereto. 

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

against defendant A. '0. Smith Water 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

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

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
----' " 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

DANIEL ROBINSON 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

Index No: 108005/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

R 
Dated: New York, New York 44P 

'< prejudice and without costs. 

h 

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

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 
- n  

SO ORDERED, rs* 
US-ACTIVE-1 03429743.1 

MAY 07 2010 



Plaintiff(s), 

"against- 

Index No.: 108007/01, 

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 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 

orneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 1 IQIQ 

N k .  
C '  - '!ORKo#* 

SO ORDERED, c;Lb \AKS 
c.rrz?yl~ 



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

FRANCES DE ROSA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Scction 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Now York, New York 
V-a/LL\ ?S 9 2010 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiffs, 

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

Index No.: 108007/01 

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 

defendant Robert A, Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

without costs. 

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. 

MAY 0 7  2010 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD TROTTA 

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

Index No: 10801 1/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation 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 American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby 

prejudice and without costs. 

3 

D 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Frank Ortir, Esq. 

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

Christopher W. Healy, k q .  
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K.'Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-10342961 3.1 



-against- 

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

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPm30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyeas Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
Dated: New Y rk, ew York 

yl"..rLwa 

WEkTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

By: By: 
Danny R. Kraft Jr., 

700 Broadway (+ 264 West 40' Sheet 
New York, Ncw York 1000 New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

*" *fl 
SO ORDERED: 

HAY 012010 
This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


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

- -  
In Re: NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROSE MARIE LAHEY, as Executrix for the Estate of 
FRANCIS D. LAHEY, and ROSE MARIE LAHEY, 
Individually, 

: 
X 
: 

_____________1_1_1______________________-----------------"----------- 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

Index No.: 108171/04 

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 

Plaintiff's 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 

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with preju 

without costs. 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, New York 10166 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
(212) 801-9200 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ -  

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

Index No: 108055/01 

Daniel Robinson 
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 Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant OAKFABCO, INC. with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York. New York 

Samuel Meirowtik, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003' 
2 12-558-5500 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
OAKFABCO: INC. 
33 Washington Street 
Newark, New Jersey 07 102-30 17 
973-624-0800 

J . ,  

976498.1 



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

JOHN MAZZULLO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company b 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
b,G/CLz -2 ,2010 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., N C .  

Index No,: 108103/01 

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 

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



w . .  * -  I .I 

Plaintiff, 

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

Index No,: 108103/01 

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 

defendant Robert A, Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

New York,-New York 10166 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
(212) 801-9200 

SO ORDERED, 



~ 3 3 9 2 5 . n e g a m O S J M  

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 
0RX)ER 

/--b 
Index No(: 108709/01 )k 1134377'03 

W 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 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants FULTON BOZLER 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 BOZLER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without sts. 
Q f l  \q[?-d\b 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



L . '  

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
X l___r_r-------__-_rlr__rr_r_____________----------------- 

EARL WILSON & TRACY WILSON, : NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), - 

vs . : Index No.L108712/01) 
102360/99 

A.C. & S . ,  INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

.,' 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 

defendan RANE CO. be, and the F ,  
Dated: */&.W 

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

same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and 

Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 536-3900 

NW-332839 V I  



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

EDWARD PARKER, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

w Index No. : 

(May 2010 Monthly F I F O  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, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED : q- 9-2 ,d/& 
East Hanover, New Jersey 

A 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG ESQ *T FRANK M. O R T I Z ,  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

GARRITY , GRAHAM, MURPHY , GAROFALO 
& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, ".. New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



S U P E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SALVATORE FRAGAPANE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York Ay-/y-, 2010 

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

HI 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



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

PHILIP HERNANDEZ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company be and 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
&/tA& x 3 , 2 0 1 0  

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

: Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, e- 
Hon. ,ShA@&kI3eitler 

' &OR SHERRY KLEIN H E I T L ~ ~  

0 'I 2010 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No. : 10976 1 /O 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 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 

pre-judice and-without costs. 

Frank Ortiz Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 
New York, New York 1000 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
er 

- Y -- 

Hon. Sherr; Klein-Heii 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 109761/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WOFXS 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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10006 



G 
L+ 

536.01480/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

JUAN LEBRON MEDINA, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 110164/01 

(May 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, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without EstlsL E 0 
MAY 1 1 2010 

WEITZ & LUXENBERE GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 -. ~ 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

! c 

~ 

F 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 110437/01 

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 q d  without costs. 

.. /m)a Malikzay, Esq. +T\ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, Y, MCTIERNAN & MOO@ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

ttorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS & 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 7l 



From: FAXmaker To: Kerryann Cook Page: 616 Date: 4/26/2010 4:14:16 PM 

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

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

Index No.: 110437/01 
I 

I 
RICHARD D'IMPERIO, EXECUTOR FOR THE I 

ESTATE OF JOAN D'IMPERIO, I 

' NO OPPOSITION 
Plainti ff(s) I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
; MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
1 

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

Defendant(@ . I 
_..I.." "-- I 

WHENFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, I ~ G ,  hereby reqwsts summary judgment 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
Ypab ,2010 

Attorneys for Defendakts 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2)  509-3456 

2 s  
Matthew Machtyre, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Joan D'Imperio 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

'WEITZ & LUXEMBERG, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

112220972 

N0002548-1 

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

http://w.gfi.com


From: FAXmaker To: Kerryann Cook Page: 5/6 Date: 4/26/2010 4:14:16 PM 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1,A.S. Part30 : (EIeitler, J.) 

: Index No.: 110437/01 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

RICHARD D’IMPERIO, EXECUTOR FOR THE I 

ESTATE OF JOAN D’IMPERIO, I 

t 

I 

NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTJON AND ORDER 

Plaint i ff(s) 

I 
I 
I 
1 
I 
I 

-against- 

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

”.-- I 
Defendant(s). I 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation be and the same are hereby d i r r  

without costs. 

and 

1 

Dated: New Y k, New York 
V/Zi?b ,2010 

c 
Matthew Madntyre, Esq. / 

MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Jom D’Imperio 
700 Broadway 
New Yark, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-20468 

N0002S49-I 

, ,  

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax sewer. For more information, visit: h t tp : / /w .g f i . com 

http://w.gfi.com


Pram: FAXmaKer To: Gary T Healy Page: 212 Dab: 4/28/21110 3:44:55 PM 

Ind.r No.11043710 I 

MAY 1 1 2018 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
N W Y m  

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmokr fax sBlvBr. Far More infannation, visit http:Ihwv.gfi.ann 

http:Ihwv.gfi.ann


From: FAXmaker To: Kerryann Cook Page: 3/6 Date 4/26/2010 4:14:16 PM 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, 5,) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TU: I 

Index No.: 1 1043710 1 
RICHARD D’IMPERIO, EXECUI’OR FOR THE 

I ESTATE OF JOAN D’IMPERIO, t 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff( s) ; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
; MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
t 

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

I 
Defendant(s). t 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Sdeguard 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 

defendant, Safepard tndustrial Equipment Co. be and the same are 

prejudice and without casts. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York Ypab ,2010 

2!z&z-z& 
Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. 8 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG. P.C. 

Attorneys for DefendGts 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New Yaxk 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Joan D’Imperio 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

324-5900 

NOOO2529-I 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax sewer. For more information, visit: http:/W.gfi .com 

http:/W.gfi.com


J From: FAXmaker To: Kerryann Cook Page: 2/6 Date. 4/26/2010 4:14:16 PM 

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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: t 

: lndex No.: 1 1043710 1 
1 

I 
RICHARD D'IMPERIO, EXECUIOR FOR THE 1 

ESTATE OF JOAN D'IMPERIO, 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff@) 
I 

I 
1 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC,, et al., 
I De fendant(s). 1 I 

WHEmFQRE, defendant, Patierson 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, 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company 

without costs. 

be and the are hereby 

,2020 

di 

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

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq/ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG. P,C. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Patterson Pump Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Joan D'Imperio 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

4%-1017 

N0002546- 1 012010 
This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


From: FAXmaker To: Kerryann Cook Page: 4/6 Date: 4/26/2010 4:14:16 PM ! 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ; I.A.S. Part 30 

3 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOClJMENT REFERS TO: I 

; Index No.: 1 10437/0 1 
I 

I 
RICHARD DIMPERIO, EXECUTOR FOR THE t 

ESTATE OF JOAN D'IMPERIO, I 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff(s) SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
; MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
1 
I 

- ._._-I-_._.." L r  

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

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 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Tishmatz 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 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Joan D'Irnperio 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

2383-23302 

NO00255 I - 1  

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

http://www.gfi.com


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

' 

X ___l_l______"____l_--------__- 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Vincent Cestare 

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

Index No: 1 10440/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 1 _ _ 1 _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ - 1 _ 1 - - 1 _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I - - ~ ~ - ~ - ~ - - - ~ - - ~ - - - 1  

WHEREFORE, defendant OAKFABCO, 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 OAKFABCO, INC. with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
-0  1 3  , 

Danny kaf t ,  Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
212 - 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

u 

Adam J. G n i s ,  Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
OAKFABCO, INC 
33 Washington Street 
Newark, New Jersey 07 1 02-30 1 7 
973-624-0800 

929234.1 



X.:/cases/FBW4291 WlegaVNOSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

3 

-against- 
I 

Plaint i ff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC. NYCAL 

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. 

\Jew York, New York 10038 
212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10006 

MAY 1 

E 
1 2010 



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

MICHAEL MATTE0 NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby , 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: E::' New York 
B ,  2010 

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

F I L E D  ! 
MAY 1 1 2018 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

I-- 

SO ORDERED, 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 



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

Plaintiff, 

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

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
: Part30 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants, 
_-___-r__l-___--__--_____ -_--- _---__--__--- - _---_ I ---_--- - ----_----r- x 

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 

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismi 

without costs. 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq, 1 '5 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 80 1-9200 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

$0 ORDERED, 



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

PHYLLIS E. MARANO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

OFtDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
b&/cL.I a, 2010 

New York, NY 10003 

t 

F I L E \ )  
MAY 1 1 2010 

&mp&oFF'cE 

ntoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 2.Qfh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

* WON. SHERRY KLEIN HHTLER 



X. ./cases/FBW42916/legaI/NOSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S,, INC. 

Index No. : 1 108 1010 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 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 

I 



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

Index No : 111219/01 116430/01 0 . . _ _ _ _ _ . . _ - _ . _ - _ _ . . _ " ~ - - . . ~ ~ ~ . . ~ ~ ~ ~ - . * ~ ~ ~ ~ . " ~ ~ ~ . . ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ ~ ~ ~ " . ~ . - ~ ~ ~ . .  

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN J. FARRELL NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
- _ _ _ _ _ . - _ _ _ - . . r " - - _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ ~ - - ~ ~ ~ - ~ . ~ ~ ~ ~ - . . " " - - - ~ - ~ ~ - . ~  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
rti4&a, 2010 

C;=IVnl?-- Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hden Antoniou McCowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 241h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HElTLEk 





ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_ _ l . _ " - - . . - - - _ - r _ _ l . . - - - - . - - - ~ - - - - " . . - - - . - - - - - . - - - ~ . . " - - . . - - - - . - - - - .  (Heitler, S.) 
This Document Relates to: 

MORRIS COHEN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

n 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

New York, NY 10003 
700 Broadway 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24t" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
I&/&' ?R, 2010 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 11 1221/01 & 
1 16266/0 1 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 

$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. 
WEITZ & LUXENBER 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 



---....._.______~-..-..- "-----"-..---"-------~....."-----------..... (Heitler, S,) 
This Document Relates to: 

JOHN GARREN 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

against 

ORDERED, that 

defendant A. 0. 

upon notice to all co-defendants, 

Smith Water Products Company 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New York New York 
pLsIry_h')p#, 2010 

Dated: 

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

L 

He&-Antoniou McGowan, Esq, I 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
58 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

WON. SHE~RY KLEIN HEITLER NW 0 7 2010 



X. :/cases/FB W43401 /leml/NOSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

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. 



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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company ~ be an \Le@ the hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
w(fA' a, 2010 

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

McElroy, Dcutsch, Mulvanay & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

M ~ ~ O V O I ~  HON. SHERRY KLEIN HElTLER 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC, 

1 18070/0 1 & 1 15706/03 

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 d without costs. 

qJ Iq,%Yd 

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

A o r n e y s  for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 4, 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 



X ./cases/FB W48582llegaIINOSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 11 1225/01 

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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 



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

SHALOM LEVY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

OWER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
bG.feh a, 2010 

New York, NY 10003 

I 

F I L E D  
MAY t 1 2010 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
/ NEWYORK 

McElroy-, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attoriieys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



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

This Document Relates to: 

RAYMOND PFLIEGLER 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 1 1 1229/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-103429749.1 

p-&" 
ChristopherW. Heal , sq. 
REED SMITH, LLP.' 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York. New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

~ Hon. Sherry . Heitler 

. *' 



5 3 6 . 0 7 7 0 7 / A J M  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY O F  NEW YORK 

I N  RE:  NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

T h i s  document relates to: 

RAYMOND PFLIEGLER, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

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

Index No. : . fzzJ 1112 
119620/01 

(May 2010 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

J N I T E D  CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
?t al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY SUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, herebq 

'equests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant tc 

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

omplaint 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 and the 

ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

4TED : y- ?---2 ,#Q 
2st HaEover, New Jersey 

Z I T Z  & LUXENBERG 
ztorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
IO Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
3w York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

1 ORDERED, 

MAY 0 7 2010 
Honorable She& Klein Heitler 



.- .. . .  -. ....-..-. I ". L J I I b ~ ~  waanai crr~ery LLr  Page: 313 Date: 4123/ZUlO 4 J/ M PM , ' 

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

: NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGmNT 

-against- 

A.C. & S., Inc., gt &, . .  
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

: IASPart30 

X 
Defendants. 

_-_1--_______-___"l-~_*___ll1-rl----11-----1---1~~ 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 
Goodyear Canada Inc,, (together, "Goodyear") hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant ta CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 
Goodyear with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defadants, all claims and cross claims 
against Goodyear be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without custs. 

WEXTZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Piahtiff 

LYNCH D A S U L  EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada, Inc. 

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

Dated: New Yark, New York 
--.- _..... --- 

New York, New York 1001 
(212) 302-2400 

in 

SO ORDERED: g*+"- 
Hon. Sherry Klein tler, J.S.C. 

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

http://www.gfi.com


IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES SCHIAVO 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

Index No: 11 1231/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

- @ / #  
Frank Ortiz, Esq. -- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26”’ FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

FILED * 

(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-103429767.1 



X. :/cases/FB W43553/legaI/NOSJM 

-against- 

- 
Plainti ff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
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 

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

FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 



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

JACK LOCKER 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 119243/01 

................................... """~-"~-----------""---.---..-..~ 

This Document Relates to: 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N q - a k ,  New York 
,2010 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 



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

_""-____--_____-----____________yl______~~-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~.. . . . . . . .~ 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN H. EPP NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

OFIDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be f ~ ~ ~ B b .  an 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-L- U+K,  2010 

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

H& Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24*h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No. 
& 121854/01 

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 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 Fk, New York 10006 



536.07734/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

ANGEL0 PALERMO, Deceased, 

vs . 

Plaintiff, 

JNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
3t al., 

Defendants. 

YORK 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 111865/01 

(May 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 

:ivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

:omplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

x e j u d i c e ,  and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendant ~ e Q i r n s  and 

:rossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor grArati;%,@e and the 

)ATED : y- 9-2 d/ I) 
:ast Hanover, New Jersey 

:ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and with# 

[ETTZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 

00 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
'ew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

& FZINN 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

0 ORDERED, 
-v 

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



.... 

NICHOLAS DELFINO 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELEK-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 11 1867/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are 

and without costs. 

---_ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attornqs for Plaintifs 

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

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defefldant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57' Floor 
New York, New York I0005 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

r"l*y 0 7 2018 J.S.C. 



X 1 - 1 - - - _ 1 _ - - - " 1 - 1 _ - _ - _ - 1 - - - 1 - - - - - 1 - - - - r r - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

NICHOLAS DELFINO and LAURA DELFNO, 
Index No.: 155 

Plaintiff (s), 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION A N D  ORDER 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

LUCAS INDUSTRIES, INC., et ala, 

WHEREFORE, Defendant LUCAS INDUSTRIES, INC., and its past and present 

parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and successors in interest and their 
agents, heirs and assigns  defendant"), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
Plahtiffs' Complaint against DefenLt with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

costs. 
Dated: New York, New York 

WEXTZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorney for. Plaintifl 

HAY 1 Zo" 

SO ORDERED: 

KLEIN HEOTLLER 
SZiI I DATED: 

Dated: Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 
Ma* I k b = i y ~ 2 0 1 0  

TIERNEY LAW OFFICES 

E WIE 100 South Broad S 
Philadelphia, PA 19 
Attorney for Defendant 



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

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products CoGpany be and 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 



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

EDWARD G. COLLINS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff" complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York .sl-/g -? 2010 

n 

700 Broadway 

0 

SOORDERED, I; 

iou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

I 

MAY 07 2010 



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

CURTIS EDWARDS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
-kd2G&, 2010 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

G0WflNE* YOBK 

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

1 Hele Antoniou McGowan. Esa. 3 1  

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
+ T  11. !3h&y k i b ; m  

- -  
a ler 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 113956101 

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 

BOILER WORKS 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10006 ,/- 

2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 

3-3600 
*. 

SO ORDERED, 
' 2% 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 114379/01 

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 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 
(212) 558-5500 



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

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 114379/01 

RICHAEU) GIEGERICH NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

_ _ _ _ _  "_"____... . ._..____________________~~~~~~~~~~~~~~"~~~..~~.~~...  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water j 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
kc/--c4 *, 2010 

New York, NY 10003 

L e en Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

@-?"-. 

SO ORDERED, 



Defendants. 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

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 

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&-;'I I-, 2010 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
(212) 558-5500 

same are hereby dismissed G e j u d i c e  and 
A 

nue, 15"' Floor 
New Y&k, New York 10166 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
(212) 801-9200 

,,~.. , 

SO ORDERED, 



536.08272/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE O F  NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I N  RE:  NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

FRANK MICCICHE, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

VS . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

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

Index No. : 114855/01 

(May 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 

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

:omplaint 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 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

IATED : '/-?-2 d/l> 
Zast Hanover, New Jersey 

JEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
ittorneys for Plaintif & FLINN 
'00 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
Jew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

10 ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK MlCClCHE 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 114855/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant American Optical Corporation 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 American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendant;ll t i L a j $ c r p  claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the sa a h b ismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 03428774.1 



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

ALFRED C. MAURAN 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No,: 115298/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice l o  all co-defendants, all oss claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Comp 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&G& 7&2010 

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

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 115298/01 

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 Rulcs 

$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 ancj,without costs. 

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

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

kin-Heitler 
so ORDERED,- 

Hon, Sherry 
5 A '-0 



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

MICHAEL W. FLANAGAN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFOREy defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no apposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: &w York, New York 
. Y_-/ l ,y ,2010 

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

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



X../cases/FB W43401/legal/NOSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER 

< 
L 

z 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER W O W S  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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff .,.,..- . -  - 
18U Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 

FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



I 3 

Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

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

_ - _ - - - _ - " _ - _ _ - _ _ - " _ _ - . - - . . - - - - . . - - ~ ~ . ~ ~ - ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ ~ . - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ ~ ~ . ~ ~ ~ -  (Heitler, S . )  
This Document Relates to: 

Index No.: 

JOHN GARREN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company"be and the 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/.4srr(R x3, 2010 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

SO ORDERED, 

I 
I 
i 

I 

i 

. 

1 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 



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

Index No.: 115805/03 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHERIEFORE, 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 a1 co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and 

without costs. 

York 
,2010 

- 
FrankM. Ortiz, Esq. \ 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10166 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 0 1  2% 



536.07704/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

ivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff': 

omplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, wit? 

re judice ,  and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants 1 claims anc 
o%htio@be 0 a@j. t h e  

zrossclaims against defendant, U n i t e d  Conveyor 

same are hereby dismissed w i t h  prejudice &d kh* >:st@@ tq' 
&.:*++ 

3ATED : $/!- 5-2Q'"C) &++& Go 
Zast Hanover, New Jersey 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 

: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

ILBERT KSNNETH NICHOLS, Deceased,: Index No.: 

Plaintiff, 
: (May 2010 Monthly FIFO Trial 

vs . : Group) 

TfJITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
?t a l . ,  : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
Defendants. : AND ORDER 



< 
L 536 .08379 /AJM 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

GEORGE McLAUGHLIN, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs  . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No. : 

(May 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 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, a11 claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, united Conveyor Co 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

be and the 

9 I 201Q 
DATED : $'!- $eJd/o 
East  Hanover, New Jersey 

I\IEITZ & LUXENBERG 
qttorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
!Jew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 

nover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



I . * . ?  

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

Index No.: 1 16266/01 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
----..---- ".. r___ll_____-________-------------------------------------- x 

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 

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 80 1-9200 

I 

~ 

! 

i 

I 



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

MORRIS COHEN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

n (Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 111221/01~& 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the-same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York M ,  2010 

New York, NY 10003 

M;Elroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24t" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDEED, 

LER 



... 

X :/cases/FBW43399/legal/NOSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O K  
______11______"_____________11_______1__------~---------------1- X 3d=l.j1221/01 & 
MORRIS COHEN, 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC. 

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 WORIKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane d.. FULTON BOILER WORKS fF 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

MAY 1 1 2010 

SO ORDERED, F<LW YORK 
~~~~~~ CLERK'S QFFlCt 



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

JOHN J. FARRELL NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

0XU)ER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water PrSducts Company be and 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 

flGL qOB6 &vfil~,  2010 
G@JN FIEVJ 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 

HUN. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

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 WOWS 

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. 

180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10006 , 

3 13-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff, 

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

Defendants. 

Index No.: 116430/01 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Ca. 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 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(2 12) 558-5500 (2 12) SO 1-9200 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

SO ORDERED, - - s k t L L  
Hon. Sherry Krein Heitler 

MAY 0 7 2010 



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

MARTIN CONDENZIO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York bw& Z L ,  2010 

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

Company 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hm-SWq-Kie in H ~ E T  

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLEI$- 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 117155/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORF,, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

$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 

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

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

2 Rector Street, 14fh 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 

$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-d-efendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

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

prejudice q d  without costs. 

*--- 
/ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.c\) 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

"I;;.;' 3 '7 201fl 



Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

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

Defendants . 

Index No.: 118084/01 

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 V Q a i m s  against 

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby *i$k$ with @judice and 

d :*,k &* without costs. 
2% 

14h,\G 

t 
Dated: New York, New York 

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. 

1 

SO ORDERED, _- 



Index No.: 111225101 
This Document Relates to: 

JOHN GARBARINO 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDEED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be an 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
kG&' q, 2010 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

HON. SHERRY ML-EJN HElTLER 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

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 

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

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

--.--*y*-*3 

dbo 1.- 

--.- ..+? _,_ 

SO ORDERED, 
% 



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

JACK LOCKER 

Index No.( 119243/01] 111234/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

,2010 
Dated: 

\ -A Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P. 
700 Broadway 

McElroy, Dcutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 07 2010 



536.07707JAJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE O F  NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I N  RE:  NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

RAYMOND PFLIEGLER, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

77s. 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et a l . ,  

Defendants. 

YORK 

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

fl%%#-l 
Index N o .  : 

L 

(May 2010 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group ) 

1 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

2ivil Practice Law and Rul-es Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 

Zomplaink against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 
.- 

?rejudice, and there -being no opposition thereto. 

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

zrossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

IATED : y- Ff12u’pa 
Zast Hanover, New Jersey 

i t torneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
4ew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 
I $0 ORDERED, 

MAY 0 7  2010 
Honorable Sherry K l e i n  Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
___-..__ " _ " " _  ._..___- ".....~"~~--.~..~--~-..~--"-....--~....~--...-- 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 111236/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
__..______....____ ".____________________.~-~-----."----~...----.."-- 

j 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN H. EPP NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEIZEFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests I 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the sarn 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York q:/y ,2010 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 

LLP 

Products Company 

SO ORDERED, 



X ~/cases/FBW43549/legallNOSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER 

WHEREFO'ICE, 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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane LTON BOILER 
New York, New York 10038 2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
(212) 558-5500 



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

JOHN H. EPP 

.- 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York - qT/y ,2010 

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

Helkn Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24"' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

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

Index No,: 111236/0 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Sinith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES SCHIAVO 

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

Index No: 120582/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation 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 American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

+&OD% Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq, 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-103429771 .I 



I 

From: FAXmaker To: Lynch Daskal Emery LLP Page: 313 Date: 4/23/2010 4:37:23 PM , 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTIONAND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

, .  

Hon. Shmy Klein Heitler 
IASPart30 

A.C. & S,, Inc,, &, 

Defendants * 
.cr 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubbm Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc,, (together, Wuudyei.1~'') hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

Goodyear with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 
ORDERED, that upon notice to dl co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Goodyear be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
I 

Dated: New ork, ew York .;;..)L (6 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP ,~ 

Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyeax Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada, Inc. 

By: 
Danny Kraft, Jr. 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Jason Kaufman 

New York, New York 1001 
(212) 302-2400 

LF 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http: l /w.gf i .com 

http:l/w.gfi.com


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

_ - r - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  ........................................................ 

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

(Heitler, S.) 
_"__"___________________________________-~"----"-"-.........--~~""-- 

This Document Relates to: 

SHALOM LEVY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
4 

I 

F I  
Dated: New York, New York bcnfCh -2% 2010 

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

MAY 1 1 2010 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, L 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 



Plaintiff(s), 

"against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 123440/01 

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. 

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

TON BOILER WORKS 
ector Street, 14th Floor 

New York, New York 10006 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

Index No.: 123440/01 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
I-I------I------____------------------------------------ x 

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 

Plaintiff's 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 

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 



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 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS J. CRUGER AND BARBARA 
CRUGER, I 

I 
I Plaintiff(s) 
NO OPPOSITION 

-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT : MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 

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

De fendant js) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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. 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Thomas J. Cruger and Barbara Cruger 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO OWERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

N0002300-1 

324-2510 
6743 

I 
1 
I 
i 
! 
\ 

I 

4 

I 
! 



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: I 

THOMAS J. CRUGER AND BARBARA 
CRUGER, I 

Plaintiff(s) I 

I 
I 
I 

I 

I NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant(s). I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, 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, Avocet Enterprises, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc. be and the 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y r q lY6;E 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Thomas J. Cruger and Barbara Cruger 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 

SO ORDERED, 

3 

Hon. ShenyKlei2Heitler 

N0002301-I 

722-0328 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I Index No : 1 1 1243/0 102738/00, 
THOMAS J. CRUGER AND BARBARA I G 
CRUGER, I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff( s) I 

I NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 

I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO, 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 8 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

,20 10 * Ke annC k,Esq. 
M C G ~ Y  & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Thomas J. Cruger and Barbara Cruger 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1122-2201 I 

N0002298-1 



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.) 

Index No . 1 1 1243/02,102738/00, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I 0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

THOMAS J. CRUGER AND BARBARA 
CRUGER, I 

Plaintiff( s) I 

I 

I 

I NO OPPOSITION 

; MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant(sl I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York 
MI@?@ ,2010 

KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBE , P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plai fiz 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Thomas J. Cruger and Barbara Cruger 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25683 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

THOMAS J. CRUGER AND BARBARA 
CRUGER, I 

I 
I 

I Plaintiff(s) I 

I NO OPPOSITION 

; MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO, et al., 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 5 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. 

,20 10 

9 
M C G ~  KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Thomas J. Cruger and Barbara Cruger 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry a e i n  Heitler 

I 235-2 1525 

MAY 01 i?ola 
N0002299- I 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

Index No.: 11 1905102 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants JOHN CRANE, INC. hereby request summary judgment in 

the abave-endtled cast, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendants JOHN CRANE, INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendants JOHN CRANE INCA be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
n 

Attorneys for the plaintiff - 
800 Third Avenue BarryMcliernanBG a 
New Yprk, New York 10022 

Attorneys for: JOHN-CRANE, INC. 

2 Rector Street, ~ # o $ a -  E D 
NewYork,NewY kl 0 

MAY 1 1 2010 



. -. .... . ... . 

WHEREFORE, defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. ("Hopeman") hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Hopeman with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Ne York, New York 
A p d  z t ,2010 

EARLY, LUDWICK, SWEENEY 
& STRAUSS, L.L.C. 

By: 

DARGER & ERRANTE LLP 

Brian Early, Esq. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 

(2 12) 986-2233 

SO ORDERED: 
Justice 

NAY 

New York, NY 100 17 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452- -- 

New York, NY 100 17 New York, NY 100 16 
(2 12) 986-2233 1212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED: 



1 

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL . 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ r _ l l r _ _ _ _ _ -  

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

Index No:O2-116543 
X - - _ r - _ _ _ _ _ f l _ " l _ _ _ _ * _ 1 1 - - - - 1 - 1 1 - - 1 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

Allen Rabinowitz as Personal Representative for the Estate 
of Stanley Rabinowitz and Pearl Rabinowitz as Spouse 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER - -  

. .  

X -----_-_--_I"_-________ll_l___l_________- 

WHEREFORE, defendant R.T. Vanderbilt Company, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment 
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 
complaint against defendant R.T. Vanderbilt 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 
R.T. Vanderbilt Company, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Early &\strauh, LLC 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20* Floor 
New York, New York 100 17 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans ~ 

~ 

~ 

I 

2 12490-3000 
Our File No. 09030.00008 

SO ORDERED, 

3819599.1 



4 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ALLEN RABINOWITZ as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of STANLEY : NYCAL 
RABINOWITZ and PEARL RABINOWITZ as : I.A.S. Part 30 
Spouse : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff( s), : Index No.: 1 16543-02 

vs . NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.F. SUPPLY CORPORATION, et al,, 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: k$$oz kyd 0 I 0 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, NY 10017 
(2 12) 986-2233 

-3900 .- - 

SO ORDERED, 

I 
?, , 

3 

' t  

~ 

I 

! 

! 

MAY 0 I2010 
NY-774038 vl  



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

Eugene Degannes 

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

1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
ORDER 

JUDGMENT I 

,," 
_ - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ l _ _ _ _ " r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l -  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., as 
successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable C 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I 

4/26//D 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 I 

I 150 East 42nd Street 

in interest to Anaconda 

New York, New York 1001 7 

Our File No. 07536.09575 
2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

3921025.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X r - - - - -__""_ l_r -_ - - - -__ l l___________r____-  

NYCAL 

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 100360101 

Roy Ehrichs 
1 19396/00 qzZE-2 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORlDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant OAKFABCO, 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 OAKFABCO, INC, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
rL1 'a 4 h d  r , 

tay/z-w 
Danny Kraft, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
21 2-558-5500 33 Washington Street 

OAKFABCO, INC. 

Newark, New Jersey 07 102-30 1 7 
973-624-0800 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. She&U& Heitler 

u I, 3 y i  4 / 2OfD 
949746. I 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC, 

Index No.: 107 
1 1976/000 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WOICKS 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 

preiudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10006 ' 9 4 ~  

, MCTIERNAN & MOO 
omeys for Defendant 
LTON BOILER WORKS 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 



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

Index No.: &9376100: 107 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0, Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: w York, New York 

-- 

a, 2010 

f '  "- 
SO ORDERED, 

* 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 1 107772lOl; 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
..~__.._......._____ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - ~ . . . . . ~ . . ~ ~ ~ ~ . " ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ - . ~ . . . . . . -  

This Document Relates to: 

ALBERT YANIS 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 
.- 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
D&./& ?p+, 2010 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Q 

Mcklroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0, Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h :Floor _ _  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
..._ " I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . " _ _ . . . " ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - . ~ . ~ . . ~ . " " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - " " ~ ~ . . ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " - - - -  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index N ~ 1 ~ ~ 7 7 9 1 1 0 1 ;  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_ _ _ _ _  _ - _ _ _  .__..-__ "__________________I__~~~~~-~ . . . .~~"~~-~~~~~- - - - - "  

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH A. ZAMPELLA 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition-thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hqe' 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFN 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFK 

ERNEST WILLIAMS 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: ~ ~ k , + N e w  York 
,2010 &S 

-&L q& 
Gouw H ' d  

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 1072 

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 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 agd without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York. New York 10038 

Y, MCTIERNAN 

FULTON BOILER WO 

(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10006 

.. 
"IN O ' r  2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOIN 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
- . - _ _ . _ . . . . _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ ~ . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - . . . . ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . . . " ~ ~ ~ ~ . . ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: @-!lgL393 1072 76 IO 0 ; 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_ _  " _ _ _ _ _ _ _  .._.______-....... ~ " - - - - -  .....--------...~--.-..- "----..-" 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES S. WEISENBURGER 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r . . .  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - -  ...----------.-- "-----".-.~~~--.---~----.---- 

WI-IEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products C 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

be and the same are hereby 

New York, New York ' 
/.+4h/L4 ,2010 

Weitz & Luxenberg. P.C. 
Y ,  

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 1 E r n e y s  for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New Y o h l  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_.._.._________..._ " - " ~ - " -  ......~~--.--...- ~~"----. . .~-~-----. . ."~-- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No. : 10697 119379lOO; 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_..._..___ - _ _ _ _  .. " . . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . . . ~ . . . ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ - ~ ~ . . . ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ . . . - ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ . . ~ " -  

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK SCHULTE 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

A. 0. Smith Water Products 

-- 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Company 

-- 

Mcklroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0, Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
-7f--- 

SO ORDERED, - 4 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ___l___"rf"_______-_ll_l____l________lll~ 

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

Mark O'Brien 

Index No: 1 19374/00 

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 Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant OAKFABCO, INC. with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

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

/ I 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

.- 

1L-L 4 hKL5 

Tirnfiy J. Wiss, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
OAKFABCO, INC. 
33 Washington Street 
Newark, New Jerse 
973-624-0800 

SO ORDERED, 

956030. I 



COLLEEN M. FISCHER, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of WILLIAM D. MANNIX, 

: Index No. 11 1933103 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION, et al. 

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Justice Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. (('Hopeman'') hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Hopeman with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismi 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I q - i ~ l I  2 6  ,2010 

EARLY, LUDWICK, SWEENEY 
& STRAUSS, L.L.C. 

DARGER & ERRANTE LLP 

By: - 
Brian Early, Esq. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York. NY 10017 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 986-2233 

SO ORDERED: 
Justice 

(212) 452-5300 

2018 



X:/FB W33925Ae~alflOSJM 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 108709/01 &G4%> 
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-agd cross claims against 

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

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor b) 
New York, New York 1000&p 

SO ORDERED, 

_. .- . . . . . 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 111 
118070/01 &%> 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEWFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

$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 

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

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

FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 



-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. (('Hopeman") hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Hopeman with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Pipril Z b  ,2010 

EARLY, LUDWICK, SWEENEY 
& STRAUSS, L.L.C. 

By: 

DARGER & ERRANTE LLP 

Brian Early, Esq. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, NY 10017 

SO ORDERED: 

New York, NY 
(212) 452-5300 

10016 1 

" - .,4 



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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: I20585103 

EDWARD SOOS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

(G/H W‘? ,2010 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP, 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

IpdexNo.: ~ 3 ~ j 0 0 8 4 1 0 1 ;  11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1,A.S. Part 30 
___...._______-__.__------..------ "------..-"--------.--"-----..---- 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN GARBARTNO 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are 

FILED dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York m, 2010 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MAY 1 t m 

; ntoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0, Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

Index No.: 100336/04 

Won. 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 +e@s an cr against 

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby d mi sed with pre udice and h 
A 4 10' 

without costs. fl,R'( ' . 

New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, New York 10166 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
(212) 801-9200 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 0 7  2010 



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

_ _  ~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

DIANE GIARDIELLO, as Administratrix for the Estate : 
of JOHN GIARDIELLO, and DIANE GIARDIELLO, : 
Individual 1 y, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 
A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 10491 8/04 

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 

Plaintiff's 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 

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
)3nfI'I ' ,r ,2010 

-3 Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P C ,  
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

ewYork 10166 
(2 12) 80 1-9200 
Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

Hon. Sherry Kleih Heitler 



: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., &, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintif&' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross *- claims 
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated Ne Y rk, ewYork yh+ 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodpr_ECanada Inc, / 5 7  

By: 

3 
- - P a t r i c T  Diane Pompei W 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York lOOlq 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
1 l d  

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I \ -  - - - -  - I - ,  

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM MCLAUGHLIN 

Index No: 1 11496/04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

. 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

G& 14 I 20'0 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

A @//H 
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP.- 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 I 2) 52 1 -5400 

. I  

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 0342981 0.1 MAY 0 7  20.10 



. -  

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

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

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 

Buffalo, NY 14202 

By: 

b 4 e L  b e  
WEITZ & LUXENBERb; P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

12927205, I 



... 

536.07551/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: 

EDWARD PARKER, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPOMTION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 108348/01 . 
d 1 5 4 9 2 / 0 4  ) v 

(May 2010 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group 1 

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. 

ORDEFUTD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Co 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

DATED: q- 9-2 ,#&) 
East Hariover, New Jersey 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GF!AHAM, 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Plainti & FLINN 

United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

i 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT G. LORENTZ 

I 

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

Index No: 1 14496105 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

Qj?JJ ; q, 2010 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

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

~~/~ 
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP.- 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 03429836 1 

MAY 0 7 2010 



11 

RUTH E. PAIGE, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ALONZO R. HUBBARD SR., 

Plaintiff, 

Index No.: 102334106 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

- against - 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, 

OWERED, 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: New York, New York *r/l 7 , 2 0 1 0  +&o 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

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

New York, New York 101 66 
(2 12) 80 1-9200 
Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbev Ca. 

HAY 07 2010 
SO ORDERED, 



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

x 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

PHYLLIS N. SEGAL, Individually and as Executrix of the Index No. 113056-2006 
Estate of ELI J. SEGAL, 

Plaintiffs, 
NO OPPOSITION 

AND ORDER 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

x 

WHEREFORE, defendant General Electric Company hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant General Electric Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

General Electric Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

I. - _I , 4q--J 
Michael A. Tanenbaum, Esq. ' 

Sedgwick, Detcrt, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Atlorneys for General Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 1 21h Floor 546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 



LUCIEN IGRASSIA and CONSTANCE IGRASSIA, Index No.: 115916-06 

Plain tiffs, 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defhdant Foster Wheeler, L.L.C., hereby request summary judgmcnt in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant Foster Wheeler, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Fostcr Wheeler, L.L.C. bc and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, 

Michael A. Tanenbaum, Esq. 
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for Foster 
Three Gateway Center, 546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Flocr 

New York, New York 10036 Newark, NJ 07 102 

/ 

Hon. Sh 
SO ORDERED, 

N.I/I 78 194v I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ l l l _ l _ l l l l _ _ _ _ _ _ l l I - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler,Y-> 

Index N& 1027,O7:) 
107 3 99 

Thomas J. Green 

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 Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant OAKFABCO, INC. with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant OAKFABCO, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

SO ORDERED, ' ,I 

HOG." Sherry Kleiqkitler 

T i d h y  J. Wiss, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
OAKFABCO, INC. 
33 Washington Street 
Newark, New Jersey 

MAY 0 7 2010 
956049. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

x 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

LLOYD J. STOIK, Individually and as Executor of the Index No. 106559-2007 
Estate of LLOYD P. STOIK and MARY STOTK, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant General Electric Company hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant General Electric Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

General Electric Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

. ,  Michael A. Tanenbaum, Esq. 
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for Generul Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 12“’ Floor 546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 

F I L E D  New York, NY 10036 Newark, NJ 07 102 

SO ORDERED, - .  MAY 1 1 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITlGATION NYCAL 

X 

ROBERT WILLIAMS and NORMA WILLIAMS Index No. 107329 -2007 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant General Electric Company hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant General Electric Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

General Electric Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4 I W l O  #yz- -As&--> 

Michael A. Tanenbaum, Esq. 
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for General Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2t1’ Floor 
Newark, NJ 07 102 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED, *-- Hon. Sherry Klein itler 

F I L E D  
MAY 1 t 20M 

COUNTV CLERK’S OFFICE 
NON YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
I N  RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS LAWRENCE FLYNN and MARY 
ELIZABETH FLYNN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 104375108 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Superior Lidgerwood Mundy Corporation improperly sued as 

Superior Lidgerwood Mundy Corp., a/Wa Lidgerwood Manufacturing Co., Individually and as 

Successor to M.T. Davidson Co., hereinafter known as Superior Lidgemfood Mundy Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Superior Lidgerwood Mundy 

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, Superior Lidgenvood Mundy Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Newyark, New York 

I llbchelle D. Grady, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Superior Lidgemfood Mundy Corporatio 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

and Mary Elizabeth Flynn 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

295 Madison Avenue, 37th Floor 
New York, New York 100 F I L E D  (212) 509-3456 

MAY 1 1 2010 
SO ORDERED, 

CLERK’S OFF’= 
NEW YQRK 1296-0072 

Won. Sherry Klein Heitler 



Aileen Melcndcz. 

NYCAI, 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No: 190050/08 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

3 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, AS 

SUCCESSOR BY MERGER TO BUFFALO PUMPS, INC. ("BUFFA1,O PUMPS") by its 

attorneys, WILBMHAM,  LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant ta Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant BUFFALO PUMPS with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims against 

defendant BUFFALO PIJMPS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Audrey P. Raphael: Esquire 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG 
800 Third Avenue, 1 3Ih Floor WILBRAHAM, LAWLEK & BLh!A 
New York, N Y  10022 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

140 Broadway, 46th Floor 
New York, NY 10005 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Air & Liquid Systems Corp., as successor 
by merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc. 

SO ORDERED, e 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

CARLO KRIVICIC AND MARICA KRIVICIC, Index No. 190095-2008 

Plaintiff, 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., including 

FOSTER WHEELER, LLC, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC hereby request summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 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 pre.judice and without costs. 

Dated: New York ew York 
4 , 2 3 d  ,2010 

Mfchael A. 'Tanenbaum, Esq. 
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for General Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2'h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07 102 New York, N Y  10036 

F I L E D  (212) 681-1575 (973) 242-0002 

MAY 1 1 2016 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YOHK 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COUkT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - - _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ l _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Thomas Simonovich 

i 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No: 8820 12 
15676187 

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 Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant OAKFABCO, INC. with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

/ 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants,. all claims and cross claims 
against defendant OAKFABCO, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

Patricia Burshtyn, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

I 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klkin Heitler 

I ,  

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
OAKFABCO, INC. 
33 Washington Street 
Newark, New Jersey 07 1 02-30 17 
973-624-0800 

F I L E D  

MAY 0 7  2010 w, rw * 
972086. I 

i 



A P R .  14. 2010 3:41PM WEITZlUXENBERG 3 NO, 7047 P. 1 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: S1UMMARYJUDGMENT 
: MOTIOWAZVDORDE~ 

Plaintiffs, 

-ag&t- 

WHEREFORE, defendants The aoodyear Tire & Rubber Company and (30 dyear 

Canada Inc, hereby request ~ u m m q  judgment in the abovo-dtlad case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plainWs' complaint against The GwdyeaT Tim & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Can& Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thmto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all c l h  and m s s  claims 
agahst The hodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canader the, be and the 

same BTB hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, N w York 4+ 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY UP 
Attomys for Defendan& The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goadyear Canada Inc. 

By: "] 
atti B d t y n ,  Esq, 

700 Brodwfly 
New York, N m  York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

By: 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 10018 

Scott A. H a r f d ,  Esq* 

(2 12) 302-2400 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
rN RE: NEW YORK comTY I NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190037/10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS SIMONOVICH, JR. AND BARBARA 
SIMONOVICH, 

i 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff(s), i SUMMARY JUDGmNT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

Defendant(s). 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Stockham Valves Fittings V a k s  & Fittings, Inc., improperly 

plead as Stockholm Valves & Fittings, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant, Stockham Valves Fittings Valves & Fittings, Inc. with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Stockham Valves Fittings Valves & Fittings, Inc., be and the sam 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

c Q d & J  7- 
'?q-t.s\' 5kX-sbt-J~ ,€ sq I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Stockham Valves Fittings Valves 
& Fittings, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Thorn& Simonovich and Barbara Simonovich 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P,c. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



* -  I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

KENNETH WILLIAM ALTUCHOFF AND JOANNE 
DELORES ALTUCHOFF 

X --------___-I-------r_____l_____________~--------------------------- 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

NORTHROP GRUMMAN CORPORATION.; 
NORTHROP GRUMMAN INFORMATION 
TECHNOLOGY, INC 

Defendants. 

herein as NORTHROP GRUMMAN MISSION SYSTEMS NORTHEAST, 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($) NORTHROP 

GRUMMAN CORPORATION.; NORTHROP GRUMMAN INFORMATION 

TECHNOLOGY, INC, (improperly sued herein as NORTHROP GRUMMAN MISSION 

SYSTEMS NORTHEAST, INC.);CORPORATION with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant(s) NORTHROP GRUMMAN CORPORATION.; NORTHROP GRUMMAN 

Index No.: 190058/2010 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER AS 
TO DEFENDANT(s) 
NORTHROP GRUMMAN 
CORPORATION.; 
NORTHROP GRUMMAN 
INFORMATION 
TECHNOLOGY, INC 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY, INC, (improperly sued herein as NORTHROP 



INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY, INC, (improperly sued herein as NORTHROP 

GRUMMAN MISSION SYSTEMS NORTHEAST, INC.);be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
April 6,20 10 

New York, NY 101 18 

THE GILBERT FIRM, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant(s) 
325 East 57th Street 
New York, NY 10022 

So Ordered: 

HON. SHERRY KL€lN HEITLER 

I 



-, f ,, 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
.................................................................... x Index No.: 190058/2010 
KENNETH WILLIAM ALTUCHOFF AND JOANNE 
DELORES ALTUCHOFF NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER AS 

NORTHROP GRUMMAN 
CORPORATION.; 
NORTHROP GRUMMAN 
INFORMATION 

Plaintiffs, TO DEFENDANT(s) 

- against - 
NORTHROP GRUMMAN CORPORATION.; 
NORTHROP GRUMMAN INFORMATION 
TECHNOLOGY, INC 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT(s) NORTHROP GRUMMAN CORPORATION; NORTHROP 

GRUMMAN INFORMATION TECJ3NOLOGY. INC 

THE GILBERT FIRM, LLC 
Attorneys for defendant 

325 East 57" Street 
New York, NY 10022 

2 12-286-8503 



Carlos E. Simmons 

1 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190062/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

x - * - I * *  

WHEREFORE, defendant ROCKER SOLENOID 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 ROCKER SOLENOID COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERIED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant ROCKER SOLENOID COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

J o F  Belluck, Esq. 
B LUCK & FOX LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 5'h Avenue, 4* Floorm(I/~$'~ YQSK 
New York, New York 10036 '@@&s om CE 150 East 4 

New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 

-- File No.: 093 10.00004 

SO ORDERED, 
Won. Sherry K. Heitler 

3950416.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ f _ _ - _ - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ r r _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S,) 

Index No: 1 90067/10 

Anthony Shoot 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

a' 

I 
I WHEREFORE, defendant OAKFABCO, INC. hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant OAKFABCO, INC. with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

~ ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant OAKFABCO, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

i Attorney for Defendant I 

OAKFABCO, INC. i 
33 Washington Street ~ 

Newark, New Jersey 07 1 02-30 17 ! 

so ORDERED, 

973-624 

Hon, Shehy Klkrin Heitler 

-0800 



DOMINICK PALAIO 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: OCTOBER 2010 IN- 
EXTREMIS 

______lffr_____________________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 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: New Y_ork, New York 
April&, 2010 

JOSEP LLIAMS 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 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 

3 

(516) 294-5433 

4' i4Y 0 7 2010, SO ORDERED, 
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KENNETH ROBERT MORRILL and BONNIE 
MORRILL, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

ADVANCE AUTO PARTS, INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No. 103352/09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

NYCAL IAS PART 30 

WHEREAS, Defendant Emerson Electric Co. (“Emerson”) hereby requests Summary 

Judgment in the above entitled case pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against Emerson with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
- 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

Emerson be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
May 3,2010 

R y : B  Audrey Raphael, 

800 Third Avenue, 13* Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
T:2 12.605.6200 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG U P  

New York, New York 10170 
T:212.599.5455 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Emerson Electric Co. 

$ O o m E m  u \  I 

Hon. Sherry Klein Hexler, J.S.C. 
MAY 1 1 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ - _ _ - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r l _ _ f C t r _ _ l _ t t _ _ l _ _ _ -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 19006 1/09 

William Saksen 

. -  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUJlGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION incorrectly s/h/a BRYANT 

HEATING AND COOLING SYSTEMS (herein after “CARRIER CORPORATION”) hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION 

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 CARFUER CORPOIRATION, be and the same arc hereby dismissed with 
I 

i 
I 

I 

New York, New York 10017 

File No.: 10557.00189 
2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 

3753786.1 
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SUPRElbE COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
INRE: NEWYORKCOUNm I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1,A.S. Part 30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO . t IndexNo.: 19012909 

I I (Hoitlw, J.) 
I 

I LOUIS G. D’ADDIO, I 

Plaintiffis) i NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, et 
d., I I 

I 
I 
I Defendant@). 

WHEREPORE, defimdant, Treadwell Copration hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled m e ,  pursuant to Civil Practice LRW and Rules 9 3212, dismiwing plahtiff s 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all cldm and mss c l h s  against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation be and the m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

7 3 - -  MCQIVNEY & KLUOER, P.C. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Louis G. D’Addio 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

80 Braad Street - 23rd Floor 
New Yo&, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 605-6200 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sheny Klein Heitler 



I 

I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
lNRl? NEWYORKCOuNm I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LJTIGA'IIION i LA.& Part 30 
; (Heitler, J.) 
I 

. .  Index No.: 190 125/09 * .  
' I  

I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS To: 

LOUIS G. D'ADDXO, I 
Plaintifqs) ; NO OPPOSITION 

I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OWE8 

I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COWANY, et 
I 

I 
1 

d., I 

Defm&ult(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, hc. hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled awe, pursuant tu Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendan6 Courter & Companyy Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDEED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, dl claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courtw & Company, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissfhk b~& 
without costs. 

F*z&-- MCGIVNEY Attorntys for & Def~admts ~ U G Z E R ,  P.C. 

Comer BC Company, Inc. Lo$s G. D'Addio 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor , 8OOThirdAvenue 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10022 
(212) 509-3456 ' (2 12) 605-6200 

MAY 0 7 2010 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTYOFNJ2WYORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIZTOATION I.A,S, Part 30 
' I (HOhr,J.) 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT RIE;FERs TO: 

LOUIS 0. D'ADDIO, I 

Index No.: 19012Y09 
1 
I 

Plaintiff(s) i NO OPPOSITION 
: I SUMMARY JUDGMF,NT 

"against- MOTION AND 0- 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, et 
d., I 

Defendant(s). I 

I 
I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary judges 

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 cms8 claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed "$ p p e  E D 
without costs. 

Dated: N York, New York 4% 2010 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Patterson Pump Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New Yo& New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Louis G. D'Addio 
800 Third Avenue 
New Yo& New York 10022 
(21 2) 605-6200 

SO ORDERED, 



WOLFGANG ZEISING AND ANNA ZEISING, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

Index No.: 190136-09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. including, 
G E N E W  ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAT, E1,ECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rdes Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against dcfendant 

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

. I  

Michael A. Tanenbaum, Esq. 
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for General Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2th Floor 546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 

New York, New York 10036 Newark, N.I 07 102 s r *; F P ~ L - .  
-* MAY 1 1 2090 - 
. c. 

SO ORDERED, 

NU342030vl 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MRE NEWYORKCITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATJON 

NICHOLAS LOVAGLIO AND DOROTHY LOVAGLIO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al., 
including CBS Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, flWa 
Viacom Inc., successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a 
Pennsylvania Corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric 
Corporation, 

Defendants. 
x 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 (Heitier, J.) 

Index No. 1902 1 0/09 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, f/Ma Viacom Inc., 
successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania Corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric 

Corporation (hereinafter "CBS Corporation") hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant CBS Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

CBS Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
April 22,20 I0 

Laurence Valere Nassif, Esq. 
SEEGER WEISS, LLP 
One William Street 
New York, New York 10002 
Attorneys for Plaintirs 
Nicholas hvaglio and Dorothy Lovaglio 
(212) 558-5500 Electric Corporation 

Attorneys for Defendant CBS Corporation, a 
Delaware Corporation, YMa Viacorn Inc., 
SuCCessor by merger 20 CBS Corporation, a 
Pennsylvania Corporation, s/Mo Wesiinghousc! 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

h:,,. * " C Y *  

(212) 791-0285 

;.rAY 0'1 2010 
SO ORDERED, Dated: 

_... . 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE Of- NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JAMES STEWART and PATRICIA STEWART, 
x ---~--------"----"-------------------------~--~------ 

Index No.: 190262-09 

Plaintis, 

- against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., 
COPES-VULCAN, INC.et al., 

SECOND 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

Defendants. 
X _-"_-------------__-________3cl____r____------------------- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, CClPES-VULCAN, INC. hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitlec case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law arid 
Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, COPES- 

VULCAN, INC, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 
claims against defendant, COPES-VULCAN, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

2010 

Hodges Walsh Slater LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

55 Church Street, Suite 21 1 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Tel: 914-385-6000 
Fax: 914-385-6060 
Our File No,: 089-51 1 G q  

800 Third Avenue, 13th FI 

(21 2) 605-6200 
New York, New York 10022 COPES-VULCAN, INC. 

so Ordered: - J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

x 

NANCY BONELLI, 

Plaintiffs, 
-V- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants 1 

Index No. 190277/09 

NO OPPOSITION 
STJMMARY JUDGmNT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Justice Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFOKE, defendant United Gilsonite Laboratories (,'UGLY') hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant UGL with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag 

United Gilsonite Laboratories be and the same are hereby 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
March @, 20 10 

DARGER & ERRANTE LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
" ^  , . ..- 

c 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

(212) 452-5300 
+? 

SO ORDERED: 
Justice Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JACK D’ACQUISTO, 

Plaintiffs, 
-V- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS GO., et aI. 

Index No. 190280/09 

NO OPPOSITXON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Justice Sherry K. Heitler 
Defendants 

WHEREFORE, defendant United Gilsonite Laboratories (“UGL’’) hereby requesb 

sumfnary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant UGL with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

United Gilsonite Laboratories be and the same are hereby 

costs. 

Dated: New YQrk, New York 
March z, 2010 

DARGER & E W T E  LLP 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

ARTHUR V. NEFF 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 190285/09 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DatedA New York, New York 

8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 

10003 New York, New 
/ (212) 521-5400 

--.-" 

Hon. Sherry K, Healer 

York 10022 

F\LEQ 

st 

~ 

j 

I 

I 

I 

US-ACTIVE-1031 81423.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 

.- 
WILLIAM KLINE and DOROTHY LKLINE, Index No. 190293/09 

-V.- 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.W. CASH VALVE MANUFACTURING, et al., 
including VIKING PUMP, INC., 

Defendants. 
.- 

WHEREFORE, defendant Viking Pump, Inc. (incorrectly sued herein as “Viking Pump, 

Inc., A Unit of IDEX Corporation”) (hereinafter “Viking”), hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Viking with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Viking be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
April 7,20 10 

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLP 

Chris Meisenkothen, Esq. 
Attorneys for- Plaintigs 
William Kline, et al. 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, New York 100 17 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Viking Pump, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 

(212) 986-2233 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, /-!Dated: - 

Hon. SheG a e i n  Heitler 

4Y 0 7 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ " " _ _ _ _ 1 1 _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - r - - - - - - 1 - I - I - - - - - - - - " - _ _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190296/09 

William J. Thibault and Kathleen F. Thibault, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, " .  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
reby dismissed with against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the sa 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, N,Y,, 10017 

Our File Number: 10557.00793 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

Q 12034 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

X 

ELIZABETH MONTOYA, 

Plaintiffs, 
-V- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

Index No. 190297/09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Justice Sheny K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, defendant United Gilsonite Laboratories (“UGL”) hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, disnissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant UGL with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, alI claims and cross claims against defendant 

United Gilsonite Laboratories be and the same are hereby dismissed 

costs. 

Dated New York, New York 
March 20 IO 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED: 

’ 0 1  2010 

. . . . . -. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

- against - : Index No(s).: 190298-09 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Ernest V, Goodwin, Esq. 
K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10022-60 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 

*(212)536-4003 F 1 L a (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

ISMENTA GONZALEZ, 

Plaintiffs, 
-V- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

Index No. 19O298/09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Justice Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, defendant United Gilsonite Laboratories (“UGL”) hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant UGL with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims againdt defendant 

United Gilsonite Laboratories be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

costs. 

Dated New York, New York 
March 3 2010 

DARGER & ERRANTE LLP 

SO ORDEWD: I 

Justice Sherry K. Heitler 

I iAY 07 2010 



SlJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
- _ _ _ r - l _ _ _ " " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190318/09 

Raymond J. Evans and Irene Evans 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-de 
against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Our File Number: 10557.00795 

360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, N.Y., 10017 

1 2010 
M4 Y 

SO ORDERED, 

1')07077 I MAY 0 7 2010 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

NELSON A. CHAVEZ and PIEDAD CHAVEZ, Index No. 190334-09 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.W. Chesterton, et al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

X 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant General Elcctric Company hercby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, piirsuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant General Electric Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Geiieral Electric Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudicc and without costs. 

Michael A. Tanenbaum, Esq. . . 
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for General Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2'h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07 1 02 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

F I L E D  
MAY 11 t8' 

SO ORDERED, Hon. +- Sherry KI i deitler .- 



' " SWFSME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
, &UNTY OF NEW YOFX ' 

* ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 

CLIFTON BOUCHEE, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

ANCHOR PACKING COMPANY, ET At.  

Defendants. 

3 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190361/09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests s u v  judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Pmtice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company, with prejudioe in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice tu all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, The Fairbanks Company, be and the s m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

The Fairbanks Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

. Clifton Bouchee 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Yo&, New Yo.& 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
_. I 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATlE OF MEW Y O N  s 
W 

~ , COUNTYOFNEWYORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190361/09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AZYD ORDER 

CLIFTON BOUCHEE, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

ANCHOR PACKING COMPANY, et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, hc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, hc,, with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no apposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
2010 

David A. Chdler,  Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

WERZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Kentile Floors, Inc. Clifton Bouchee 
MCOIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X - - - - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X __________________--__l_ll_____l_l_l_ 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 3 0  
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 1 9 0 3 6 3 / 0 9  
GERALD MOORS and JOAN MOORS, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendants. 
- X  _ _ _ _ - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co., Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & DiBono 

Plastering Co., Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross-claims against defe 

Inc. be dismissed with preju 

Bryan Belasky, Esq. 
Belluck & Fox, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs s f o r  Defendant 
Gerald Moors and Joan Moors 
546  Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor Inc. 
New York, NY 10036 1 7 7  Montague Street 
( 2 1 2 )  6 8 1 - 1 5 7 5  Brooklyn, New York 

Mario & DiBono  Plastering C o . ,  

( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

So Ordered: 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 

MAY 0 7 201Q 



Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

1 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
-against- 

: IASPart30 AMERICAN OPTICAL COW., gt &, 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests swnmary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York &L-"-- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys f n f f s !  

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

By: c /u By: 
omanelli, Esq. 

MAY 1 1  Za* 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 OFF'CE 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 couN;Ew yon6 

Dated: New York, New York 

n I 

Hon. Sherry Klein Hxtler, J S C ,  


