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SCANNED ON 512912013 

I '  

JANICE M. PEA, AS ADMINISTMTOR FOR THE INDEX NO: 190063/2011 
ESTATE OF THOMAS E. PEA 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. (Individually and as successor to 

Armstrong Machine Works) hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled action, pursuant 

to CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintips complaint against defendant Armstrong International, Inc. 

(Individually and as successor to Armstrong Machide Works) with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

as successor to Armstrong Machine Works) be Armstrong International Inc., (Ind 

Dated: White Plains, New Y&k 

2- 
THOMAS M. BENEVENTANO 
LaSorsa & Beneventano 
Attorney for Defendant 
Armstrong International, Inc.(S/H/A 
Arnrstrong Interrzational, h c . ,  IiidividuallJ, arid as 
Successor to Arntstroiig Machine Works) 
3 Barker Avenue, White Plains, NY 10601 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20TH FL 
New York, New York 10017 

so ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW ~ Q f u c  LYCAL c 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

IAS Part 30 
X (Heitler, J.) ......................................................................... 

WALTER D. GUTHRIE and LONA GUTHRIE, INDEX NO: 190113/11 

-against- 

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

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

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against defendant 

Armstrong International, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon not s, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. Armstrong International Inc. 

&2& 
THOMAS M. BENEVENTANO 
La Sorsa & Beneventano 
Attorney for Defendant 
ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. 
3 Barker Avenue, White Plains, NY 10601 
Tel: (914) 682-3300 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue - 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
Tel: (212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 



c 

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

X ............................................................... 
DOLORES BRESCHARD, as Personal : Index No. 100564/06 
Representative for the Estate of ROBERT JOSEPH : 
BRESCHARD, and DOLORES BRESCHARD, : 
Individually, : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiff, 

-against- 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 4. . 

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. 
f 

WEITZ & LUX~ENBE'RG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: 

SO OR 

New York, New York 

DERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 20 12 



-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., &, : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
De fendant s . : IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , Ne York 

,rls%_ 
WEITZ & LU~ENBERG, P.C. 
A t t o m a  
By: 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

lmQ 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

(212) 302-2400 

LI neitler, J.S.C. I .  - 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ................................................................ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ................................................................ 

MARTIN S. ARONSON and : Index No.: 126686/02 
SARA ARONSON, 

Plaintiff(s), : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , N 
/~/5prk 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for P1 'ntiff A 
By: 

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

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

264 West 40fh Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(2 12) 302-2400 DEC 1221112 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
X ................................................................ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ................................................................ 

ROLLAND E. HICKEY and 
BERNICE HICKEY, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NYCAL 

Index Nos.: 101635/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor Ne York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

WEITZ + & LUX NBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

o€c 122012 (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 3 02-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

CE 
SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ................................................................ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ................................................................ 

ROBERTA MCLEOD, as Executrix for : Index No.: 126039/02 
the Estate of JOHN MCLEOD, and 
ROBERTA MCLEOD, Individually, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
-against- 

IAS Part30 A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., al., 

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. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

By: 

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street 

E c  122012 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 



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

JOSEPH MORGANO, 
Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NYCAL 

Index Nos.: 126934/02 
104386/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k ew ork f(/&L 
WEITZ & L U X ~ B E ~ G ,  P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40’ Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 
(2 12) 302-2400 DEC 12 2012 (212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York NEW YORK 
CCLJN’PY CLERK’S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED: 

I b U G  2 6201a 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DONALD P. DAILEY and KATHLEEN DAILEY 
Index No. 116294104 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

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

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

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Me 

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, S.) 
This Document Relates to: 

GEORGE T. HOBBS, JR. and MARIE JANE 
HOBBS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

Index No. 190030/12 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
_--__________._____-____________________---------------------------- ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Gestra, Inc., Edward Valves, 

Inc., and Vogt Valves (improperly sued as Flowserve US, Inc., Individually and as Successor to 

Byon Jackson Pumps, Flowserve Gestra, Durametallic Corp., Aldrich Pumrps; Cameron Pumps; 

Vogt Valves; and Wilson-Snyder Centrifugal) (“Flowserve US”), hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against Flowserve US with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto. 

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

defendant Flowserve US be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

cElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc., 
uccessor to Rockwell Manufacturing 

Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom 
Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Early & Straws, L.L.C. 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th F l 0 6  
New York, New York 10017 

SO ORDERED, N O V  2 6 2012 

1828759-1 



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

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

(Heitler, S.) 

INDEX NO.: 190450/12 

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

e 
This Document Relates to: 

KATHLEEN JANITS and FRANK JANITS 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
________________________________________..-------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, Rockwell Automation, hc. ,  as successor in interest to Allen-Bradley 

Company, LLC (misidentified as Rockwell Automation, Inc., as successor by merger to Allen- 

Bradley Company, LLC) (" Allen-Bradley"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

Complaint against Allen-Bradley, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant Allen-Bradley be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

ch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Rockwell Automation, Inc., as successor in interest 
to Allen-Bradley Company, LLC 

so ORDERED, -=z 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 100 

DEC 12m 
Hon. S h k p k l e i n  Heitler 

NEW YQRK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

1862922-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
--_--__-._-__-___---____________________---~~--~-.--~-~~-.--~-~~-~~- 

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

--__-._--_--_____----------~--~--.-----------------~--~--------~-~-~ (Heitler, S.) 
This Document Relates to: 

LLOYD J. STOIK, Individually and as Executor 
of the Estate of Lloyd P. Stoik, and MARY 
STOIK, Individually JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

N E X  NO.: 106559/07 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Stewart Warner Corporation (“Stewart Warner”), hereby requests 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Stewart Warner, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant Stewart Warner be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Ha New York 

Joseph P. a hula, Esq. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Rockwell Automation, Inc., as successor in 
interest to Allen-Bradley Company, LLC 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

McElroy, uk eutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 

New York, New York 10036 

I L E D  New York, New York 10005 

Hon. Shea 

1 83 1 03 8- 1 / 



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

X ............................................................... 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 
: Index No. 105594/02 

120394/01 

............................................................... 
THOMAS C. DUDDLESTON, 

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

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

IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE7 defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 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 
l \ ( 9 ( I L  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 DEC 12 2012 

By : 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 
NEW YORM 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE ' 



ALBERT A. STORTINI, as Executor for the Estate : 
of JOSEPH A. STORTINI, and ALBERT A. 
STORTINI, as Administrator for the Estate of 
PHILOMENA S TORTINI , 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

Index No. 10892 1/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York 

WEITZ & LU'XEI~BERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

By: 

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

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

7.3 A 

r l L E D  By: ~ . / J k / -  p 

Ian S. Millican 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 302-2400 

DU: 122012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
X ......................................................... 

FREDERICK L. MARK and DOLORES M. 
MARK, : NYCAL 

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

-against- : Index No.: 190188-12 

3M COMPANY, Individually and as Successor : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
to Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 
Company, et al., 

Defendants. 
X ......................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC USA, INC., formerly known as 

Square D Company, (hereinafter "SQUARE D") hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant SQUARE D with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant SQUARE D be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New York, NY 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

Attorneys for Defendant 

NEW YORK SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC USA, INC, 
COUNP/ CLERK'S OF@@ Lexington Avenue 

New York, NY 10022 

NY-996274 v I 



4 c 

WILLIAM JOSEPH GORHAM AND FRANCIS MARY 
GORHAM INDEX NO: 190081/2011 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendant(s) AND ORDER 
X ........................................................................ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Armstrong International, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Armstrong International Inc., be 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue - qfh Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
Tel: (212) 681-1575 

Attorney for Defendant 
ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. 
3 Barker Avenue, White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Tel: (914) 682-3300 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

ROBERT C. ROECKLEIN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 1 10789/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, O’NEILd, O’BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

I L E D  Elmsford, New York 105 

DE 12 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

N 
COUNTY 

NOV 2 62012 



LOUIS L. FISHBEIN and NATALIE L. 
FISHBEIN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

3M CO., & 4. 

Defendants. 

Index No. 190160/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company 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 be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys fo; Defendant The Goodyear Tire 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONISBERG, 
LLP 
A t t o m n f o r  P r f f s  n 

800 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 605-6200 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 302-2400 

DEC 12 2012 Dated: New York, New York 

NEW YQRK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE so ORDERED: 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 104645/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

VINCENT D. PISTONE and DEIRDRE PISTONE 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, 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 Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff($ 
Vincent D. Pistone and Deirdre Pistone 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 DEc 12 2012 

YORK couNn CLERK'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, 



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

.^ 

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
1. 

Index No. 1 15075/1998 

RALPH N. BORELLI and ANNE BORELLI NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, 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 Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
I ( -  4 ,2012 

5 L  
Eva S.%ayne, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Ralph h? Borelli, et al. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY 
Attorneys for Defindant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 DE@ l2aOQ 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 
m n n i  __I 

so ORDE 

P I-. . . . 
N t W  YORK 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

Dated: 

NOV 2 62012 



c 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
X ......................................................... 

CATHLEEN ESPOSITO, as Administratrix for : 
the Estate OF JOHN E. KERN, : NYCAL 

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

: Index No(s).: 117868-03 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: \ I ilq [ I iL 
New ork, New York 

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

SO ORDERED, - 

599 Lexington Avenue 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ......................................................... 

This Document Relates To: 

ROBERT J. LORPER and GLORIA LORPER, : 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

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

Index No(s).: 107940-05 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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: I lkq! 1% 
New ork, New York 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. LY 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

L E D  
122012 

599 Lexington Avenue 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
HERBERT SCHROEPFER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 1 18863106 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. flWa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

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

2 
MARKS, EN 
& COUR 
Attorneys for Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Ma BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 I L E D .  
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.92739 

A 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 122012 

NEW YORK 

NOV 2 6 2012 



X ................................................................ 
AUGUST F. WOSSNER JR. (Dec.), : Index No.: 126292/02 

Plaintiff(s), : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

X 

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

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 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, [$Zp)z 
WEITZ & L U X ~ N B E ~ G ,  P.C. 
Attorneys for Plainti 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 100 

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



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

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

NYCAL 

Index No. 100402/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
ar Tire & Rubber 

700 Broadway 264 West 40* Street F I L E D  
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 DEC 122012 

Dated: New York, New York 
CtEflK'8 OFFICE 

SO ORDERED: 



LORETTA DEVITA, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of EDWARD DEVITA and LORETTA 
DEVITA, Individually, 

: 
: 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gj. 

IndexNo. 118136/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, N w York 
1;q -7 [w- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

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

Lawrence G. I&! 

I L E  264 West 40fh Street 
New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 302-2400 

DEC 12 2012 
Dated: New York, New York 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFflCE 

SO ORDERED: 



X ............................................................... 
FRED M. EARL, : Index No. 105958/03 

Plaintiff, 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 

Defendants. 

4. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street F I L E D  
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 DE 12 2012 

Dated: New York, New York NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED: 



I. 
b 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X ............................................................... 
JOSEPH L. HAMMOND and HANNAH 
HAMMOND, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt 4. 

NYCAL 

Index No. 102892/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys fiy;Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

‘l Lawrence G. L& 

I 
I/ 

264 West 40* Street 

; Rubber 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 DE 12 2012 

Dated: New York, New York NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED: 



PATRICIA BOYCE and THOMAS HILL, as 
Co-Executors for the Estate of ROBERT HILL 
and ALLA HILL, Individually, 

: 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No. 100229/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., @ 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 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 Yor , N w York 
,.- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
ar Tire & Rubber 

By: 

700 Broadway 264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 ' DE 122012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: New York, New York 

NOV 2 ml12 SO ORDERED: 



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

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt 4. 

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. 
;;owfb& 

Frank Ortiz 

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

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Compan.,and Goodyear Canady Inc. 

By: 

E D  264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 
(2 12) 3 02-2400 

DEC 12 2012 
Dated: New York, New York 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OffICE 

NOV 2 62012 
SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
FELIX MANCUSO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 1085 19/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

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

\ P.C. MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BM 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 I L  
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.92734 

SO ORDERED, 

E D  
DE 12 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 



-against- 

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

NYCAL 

Index Nos.: 113566/02 
126045/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

A t t o w & $  

By: 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

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

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The 
Rubber Co&pany and 

E By: 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 
(212) 302-2400 

DE 12 2012 

NEW 't't;$n# 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFiCE 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



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

X ............................................................... 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ............................................................... 

PETER E. FLEMING, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NYCAL 

Index Nos.: 107222/02 
113637/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, N y7F: 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 DEC 12 312 (212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE Dated: New York, New YOrk 

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

P\~IO'J 2 62012 



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

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY 
X ............................................................... 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 
: 

............................................................... 
RALPH F. LUISI JR., as Executor for the Estate 
of RALPH F. LUISI, and THERESA LUISI, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

NYCAL 

Index Nos.: 124445/02 
103 178/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing 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 Yor , Ne York & 
1 

WEITZ & LU d ENBEI 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

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

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber C@pany and G o o H a r  Chada  Inc. 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 122012 
(212) 302-2400 

YORK 
Dated: New York, New York 41 QV 2 62bV CLERK'S OFFICE 

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



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

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

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

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The G 

W 
264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 
(212) 302-2400 

DEC 12 2012 
Dated: New York, New York 

NEW YORK 
CouNW Gkk%#'$ OFFICE 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. NOV 2 6 2012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ............................................................... 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ............................................................... 

SUSAN R. FAUGHEY, Individually and as : Index No. 113504/03 
Executrix for the Estate of THOMAS J. 
FAUGHEY , JR. , 

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

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS part 3o A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt gJ. 

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 dismisseg with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor ew ork $P!f!, 
WEITZ & LUXE~~BER 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

By: 

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

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 
(2 12) 302-2400 DE 12 2012 

Dated: New York, New York 

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



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

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARYJUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

ALFA LAVAL, INC., d., Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part 30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs . 

EARLY & STRAUSS, L.L.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

By: By: 

3 60 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10017 . 

264 West 4Oth Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 986-2233 (212) 302-2400 
BEC 122012 

Dated: New York, New York 
NEW YORK 

couNP\a 6LtWK8 OmCE 

SO ORDERED: 

NOV 2 6 2012 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



Plaintiff( s), : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gl., : 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 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 & LUX~NBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

F I L E D  
DE 12 2012 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 



I 

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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SALVATORE QUATTROCCHI, 

Plaintiff 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

Index No.: 1902404 0 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff complaint against Defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

with prejudice and without costs. 

- 
. Murphy, Esq. 

 WEI IT^^ LUXENBERG, P. ES~KWIBRIDGE 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
H.B. FULLER COMPANY 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

SO ORDERED, 

3 130022 



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

Index No.: 190425/11 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler MARION MOULTRIE, 

Plaintiff 
NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff complaint against Defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

Katrina H. Murphy, Esq. NEW YQ)RK ;;;t;Egzg;g&gf CLERK’S OFFICE 

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

H.B. FULLER COMPANY 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

N6V 2 62012 
3 130022 



. , 

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

Index No.: 116057/05 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

DONALD M. MUELLER, 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - MOTION 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: \/ \\s ,2012 
New York, New York 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

N3V 2 62012 



. .  : I  ! ,  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_.---I----__-_I - 1---1 -------_-----___ 

X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
ANDREW DOYCHAK and ALLE DOYCHAK, ' 

Plaintiff( s), 
-against- 

CUMMINS INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 

\ I  

05651 103 
100904/03 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant CUMMINS INC., sMa CUMMINS ENGINE COMPANY, INC., 

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

Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant CUMMINS INC., s/h/a 

CUMMINS ENGINE 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, CLTMMMS MC., s/h/a CUMMINS ENGINE COMPANY, INC, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

DEC 12 2012 

NEW YORK i 

CLERK'S OFFICE 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff &MAHONEY, 
Attorneys for CUMMINS INC. 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 2 5 2012 



HELENA D. MISKILL, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of THOMAS GEORGE MISKILL, and 
HELENA D. MISKILL, Individually, 

: 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

Index No. 109496/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., &A. 

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 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, ew York t (1 \P 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

ear Tire & Rubber 

700 Broadway 264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 D E  wa?12 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



of GIN0 PICISTRELLI, and ANNIE 
PICISTRELLI, Individually, : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiff, 

-against- : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Lawrence G. 

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street I L E D  
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 

DE 12 2012 (212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

2 6 2 0 1 ~  
SO ORDERED: \JOV - - - 

non. merry-nemer, J.S.C. 



<  UPR RE ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NYCAL 

Index No. 100610/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

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

264 West 40th Street I L  
New York, New York 1001 8 
(2 12) 302-2400 DEC 12 2012 

NEW YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
CHARLES L. CHIDESTER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J,) 

Index No: 190293/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CATERPILLAR, INC., hereby request summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CATERPILLAR, INC., with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant CATERPILLAR, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: ,2012 

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

S, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN % RTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for CATERPILLAR, INC. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 1028.92166 
(914) 345-7301 

F I L E  
SO ORDERED, 

DEC 12 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFF ICE 



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT J. LOWER 

.- 
Index No. 107940105 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

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

costs. F I L E D  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Robert J: Lorper 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 91 -0285 

SO ORDERED, NOV 2 67012 



STATE OF NEW YORK 
SUPREME COURT : COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
HELEN NASH, Individually and as Administratrix of the 
Estate of MICHAEL J. NASH, 

(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 109039/08 

Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

vs. 

A.W. CHESTERTON CO., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant TOYOTA MOTOR SALES, U.S.A., 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 TOYOTA MOTOR SALES, U.S.A., 

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 defendant TOYOTA MOTOR SALES, U.S.A., INC. be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without cos 

DATED: Bt&ith. New York 
Ib’&*C, yL2k.z 

I L E D  

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 3‘d Avenue, 13‘h Floor 
New York, NY 10022 

GIBSON, McASKILL & CROSBY, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Toyota Motor Sales, U.S.A., Inc. 
69 Delaware Avenue, Suite 900 
Buffalo, New York 14202 

SO ORDERE 
Os/ 2 62012 



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

FREDERICK L. MARK and DOLORES M. MARK, 
X IndexNo. 190188-12 ......................................................................... 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

AND ORDER 
3M COMPANY, Individually and as Successor to 
Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing Company, 
et al., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, sMa The B.F. Goodrich 

Company, and improperly named as “Successor in Interest to The Cleveland Pneumatic Company, a 

Division of the Pneumo Abex Corporation, a wholly owned subsidiary of Abex, Inc.”, hereby requests 

Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules, Section 

32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a B.F. 

GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against 

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. .--I L E D 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Princeton, NJ 08540 

HEHER & 

Jordan C. Fox, Esq 
for GOODRICH CORPORATION 

SO ORDERED 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

JOSEPH P. BUCCI I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 112802/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

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

r", 

James M e 1 1 9  ksq---> 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. flWa 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

-_ -J 

n 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

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

Index No. 116854/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

\* 

James &&e&) , Esq. 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

New 700 Broadway York, NY 10003 F I L E D  
(212) 558-5500 

D E  12 2012 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

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

Index No. 107057/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

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

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 

orneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., E &properly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 

12 2012 530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

708 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon?S%&-ry Klein Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

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

Index No. 110739/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

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

, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. f , a  
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 F I L E D  
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.9271 8 122@@ 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFfCE SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
X ................................................................ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ................................................................ 

PEARL RABINOWITZ, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of WALTER 
RABINOWITZ, and PEARL RABINOWITZ, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

NYCAL 

Index Nos. : 126934/02 
1043 8 1/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor Ne York 

WEITZ + & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

m f 2  2012 (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

In Re First Judicial District 
Asbestos Litigation 

This Document Applies to: 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOAN M. WOLTER, as Fiduciary for the 
Estate of JOHN JAY WOLTER, deceased, and 
JOAN M. WOLTER, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

vs I 

GENUINE PARTS COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 
Index No.: 2004-106696 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GENUINE PARTS COMPANY , hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing Plaintiffs’ Complaint against GENUINE PARTS COMPANY, with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant GENUINE PARTS COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Buffalo, New York 14202 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

In Re First Judicial District 
Asbestos Litigation 

This Document Applies to: 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

LLOYD J. STOIK, as Personal Representative of the 
Estate of LLOYD P. STOIK, Deceased, and 
LLOYD J. STOIK, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 
Index No.: 106559/2007 

vs . 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

GENUINE PARTS COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GENUINE PARTS COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing Plaintiffs’ Complaint against GENUINE PARTS COMPANY, with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant GENUINE PARTS COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Buffalo, New York 

aware Avenue 
, New York 14202 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

In Re First Judicial District 
Asbestos Litigation 

This Document Applies to: 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MOISES VELASQUEZ, as Executor of the Estate of 
CARMEN VELASQUEZ, deceased, 

Plaintiff, 
Index No.: 114403/07 

vs. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

GENUINE PARTS COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREiFORJ3, Defendant GENUINE PARTS COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing Plaintiff's Complaint against GENUINE PARTS COMPANY, with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

INE PARTS COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice defendant G 

and without 4" c sts. 

Dated: Buffalo, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



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

Index No.: 190421/10 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler HELEN NAGY, 

Plaintiff 
NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER 

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

-DE 12 a w a t r i n a  H. Murphy, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 

Y~RKSINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
RK'$ QjGrMEys for Defendant 

H.B. FULLER COMPANY 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

New York, New York 1 0 0 % )  
(212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 

3 132603 



WILLIAM MARICIE and CAROLINE MARIUE 

WXFREFORE, defendant MANNINGTON 

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

Index No: 113837-07 

NO OPPOSITIO 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

MILLS, INC. by its 

WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 
i 

I 

i case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant W N I N G T O N  MILLS, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

defendant W I N G T O N  MILLS, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed w 

and without costs. 

,201 

LER & BUBA 

New York, NY 10005 
Attorneyk for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant, Mannington Mills, Inc. 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

KENNETH LISH I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No. 116846/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENB 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DEC 12 2012 SO ORDERED, 

NEW YORK 
CPI JNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

MARKS, M I L L ,  O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

FileNo.: 473.92738 
(914) 345-7301 F 1 L E D 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

ANTHONY S. LEONARD1 I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 1 1 1096/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

D \ 
DEC 12 2012 

(212) 558-5500 

so ORDERED, 

File No.: 473.92720 

NOV 2 62012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

RICHARD KACKLE I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No. 112523/2006 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMJ, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

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

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. Elkla Adience, Inc. fk/a BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.92722 

SO ORDERED, 
DEC 12 2012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
CYNTHIA CHRISTOPHER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 105765/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories; Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBE 

; James . Skell sq. 
W 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 

530 Saw Mill River Road 

Attorneys for Plainti 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 2012 Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI ,, 

New York 10523 

SO ORDE 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION- -~ 

This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
STEPHANIE CAMPBELL I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 10069 1/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

r '*, \p--- .." 
i ,  h i  

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

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. fk/a BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

I L E D&COURTNEY,P.C. 

DEC 12 2012 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 2 62012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

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

Index No. 105797/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
r 
'i __ ----. i. 

** *x,* 
.. 1 - 4< 

James M. ke1ly)Ksq. .._ 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fk/a BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford. New York 10523 

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



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

IN m N E W  YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

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

Index No. 113489/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
20 

Y ,. 

2 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

F I L E D  700 Brdadway 
New York, NY 10 3 
(212) 558-5500 

DE 12 a12 

SO ORDERED, 

MARKS, 0' o ' m n m  
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 



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

~~ 

IN RE: NEW YO& CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

EDWARD PERRY I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No. 10 1274/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc, fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. ,na, 

James M. S k e w  
-v 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1000 
(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

1 L E D 
l2 Elmsford, New York 10523 

(914) 345-7301 
73.92745 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 2 62012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
ERNEST MOON I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 105887/2006 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

-1. 

WEITZ & LUXEN L, O'BRIEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 1 L E D AttorneysforAdiencef/WaBMI,Inc., 
New York,NY 1 03 improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 

Inc. WWa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

DEC 12 2012 

so ORDERED, 

(914) 345-7301 
:E File No.: 473.92707 

"-4$ Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
MARY MONTANTE I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 101 34412007 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fWa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Ma Adience, Inc. f/Ma BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

Attorneys for Plaint 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 DEC f 2 2012 

File No.: 473.92750 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

JAMES MONARCH10 I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 1 13486/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

r, 

.-' 

J a m e s M . S k w  s .  - 
MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 F 1 L E D  
(212) 558-5500 

DEC 12 2012 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

JOSEPH MATULA I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No. 116621/2006 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., I L E Dmproperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

DEc 12 2012 Elmsford, New York 10523 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

Xn Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 190047f2011 

~- 

JOSEPH CLARKE, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

Defendants. 

defendant C m M N S ,  INC., s k l a  C ~ ~ ~ ~ S  ENGINE 

CO,VPAMY, 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 CUMMltNS, DK., s/h/a C INS ENGINE COMPANY, INC. with 

prejudicc, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant ~ U ~ ~ ~ S ~  INC., slhla ~U~~~~ ENGINE COMPANY, TNC. be, 

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

L@d\ A . ~ W W ~ 0 ~  ,6SQ 

‘ILL E LEVY PHILLlPS & KONIGS 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

s 

Talmi: N. Megerhxi, Esy. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
2 12-605-6200 C U M M ~ S ,  m~., s w a  CUMMINS 

2*12 ENGINE COMPANY, INC. 

ew Uork, NY 10022 
Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

SO ORDERED, 



h 

I 

-against- 
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, PACCAR MC., and its unincorporated division PETERBILT 

MOTORS COMPANY, (hereinafter “PACCAR”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffi’ complaint 

against Defendant PACCAR with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

PACCAR be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and Without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

rr(t  >2012 

DEC 12 2012 

YORK 
ERRS OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New Yak, N Y  10003 

AttQrneys for Defendant PACCAR Inc. 
ird Avenue, Suite 1100 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates To: 
CATHLEEN SCHNEIDER, as Adminstratrix for I 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

the Estate of CARL W. SCHNEIDER, and 
CATHLEEN SCHNEIDER, Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT Plaintiff(s), 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

CUMMINS INC., et al., 

X Defendants. 
1___________1__________l________l_______------------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant CUMMINS INC., s/h/a CUMMINS ENGINE COMPANY, INC., 

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

Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against Defendant CUMMINS INC., s/h/a 

CUMMINS ENGINE 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, CUMMINS INC., sWa CUMMINS ENGINE COMPANY, INC, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 
- 

Dated: New York, New York DEC 12 2012 
&-bk 2 5 , 2 0 1 2  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 York 10022 

Attorneys for CUMMINS INC. 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

SO ORDERED, 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 ' 
(Heitler, S.} 

Index No: 11436 

W E F O R E ,  defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, INC, by its attorneys, 

WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, INC., be and the same are hereby 

and without costs. 

D€c 12 2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

NOV 2 62012 



WHEEFORE, defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, TNC, by its attorneys, 

WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests sumrnary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant h4ANNINGTON MILLS, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, NC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: ( (  h 3  ,2012 

BRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA 
140 Broadway, 46* Floor 
New Yo&, NY 10005 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs eys fox Defendant, Manni 



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

2 

MICHAEL J. RUSSO and CAROL RUSSO 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 s ~ ~ h ~ b y ~ ~  with 

prejudice and without costs. 

NEW YORK 
COUNR CLERK'S OFFICE 

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

1851370 



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

X 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
_------"L--------------------------------"----"-------------------- 

NYCAL 

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

JAMES J, WOODS 

V. 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

GENERAL WIRE PRODUCTS, WC., et al. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, GENERAL WIRE PRODUCTS, 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 GENERAL WIRE PRODUCTS, INC. 

only with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant GENERAL WIRE PRODUCTS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York +qre, ,2012 
A 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LL 
rn -. . ...a 

DEC f 

.P LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
Telephone No.: 212-605-6200 

NEW 

Wire Products, Inc. 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 3 0 ZOl& 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LUIS ACEVEDO 

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

Index No: 116794/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

E D  Dated: New York, New York 

i?,O Y2 

I w /  
Jo@an B. Kromberg, Esq. 

ARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP L ttorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 

116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN CISLER 

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

Index No: 190044/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

//,//L? , 2 0 E  1 L E D 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 

ttorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

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: 

GAYLE CALLEGARI 

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

Index No: 1 90 1 52/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

F I L E D  / / , / I  L) , 2012 

Dated: New York, New York 

S' 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1003 8 

VITZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 10016 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

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: 

ROBERT BRUNCK 

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

Index No: 190026/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, LLC with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Dana Companies, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

F I L E D  ],ll/O ,2012 

Dated: New York, New York 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 

116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

_- 

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: 

NEYRA BEGIM 

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

Index No: 190125/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

e- 
-5 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1003 8 

VITZ & BLAU LLP 

New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

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: 

SANTO ASSENZIO 

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

Index No: 190008/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, LLC with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Dana Companies, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

F I L E D  Dated: New York, New York 

///IO ,2012 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1003 8 
(212) 558-5500 

VITZ & BLAU LLP 

116 East 27* Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

.-. 

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, J.) 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 190008/12 

SANTO ASSENZIO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

j I , h  ,2012 F I L E D 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 10016 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ............................................................... 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 
: Index No. 19001 1/12 

............................................................... 
GARY PAUL VAN NOTE and JANE M. VAN 
NOTE, 

Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 

-against- : SUMMARYJUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

ALFA LAVAL, INC., gt d., : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part 30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company 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 & same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New Yor Ne York 

,ip?T',.t DEC 12 2012 

EARLY & STRAUSS, L.L.C. C Q U F \ I ~  N 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By:: Mark Strauss 

3 60 Lexington Avenue I 264 West 40fi Street 
New York, New York 10017 New York, New York 1 00 18 
(212) 986-2233 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



: NO OPPOSITION 
Estate of JOHN CARBONE, 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

IASPart30 A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 4. 

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 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 prej 

DEC 12 2012 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG. P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attoww ar Tire & Rubber 

By: 
Frank Ortiz 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
I 

SO ORDERED: 



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

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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 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 

PL E D against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, N w York llf7r'\?- F I L E D 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. H DASKAL EMERY LLP cou NEW YORK 

k a e y s  for Defendants The Goodyear #re & ? w o F F I C E  

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 302-2400 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



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

MINAS GEORCOPOULOS, 

Piaintiff(s), 

I! CAL 
1 I.A.S. Part 30 
1 (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

1 hdex No.: 190104-1 1 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
Successor by Merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc., et al., : NO~OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

1 : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
Defendants. ' ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE PUMPS & SYSTEMS, INC. hereby requests 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant CRANE PUMPS & SYSTEMS, INC. 

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 t issed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plainliff(s) 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 605-6200 

CRANE PUMPS & SYSTEMS, INC. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York. NY 10022 , ,  

SO ORDERED, 



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

* NYCAL 
This Document Relates To: 

MINAS GEORGOPOULOS, I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

PIaintiff(s), : Index No.: 1901O4-Il 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
Successor by Merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc., et al., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY . 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
Defendants. ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary j udginent in the 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

F 
EricaYCesaro, Esq. 
LEVY PFIILLIPS & KONIGSBERG DEC 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

New York, NU 10022 COUNTY ngton Avenue 

Attorneys for Defendant 
800 Third Avenue hl co. 

(21 2 )  605-6200 New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_____"_"________.___________.._.________-----------".--.-----.------ 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

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

Index No.: 107394/05 

^"______"______.----____.____.....---------..*.."-------------*------ 
This Document Relates to: 

BARBARA A. HAYES, Individually and as 
Administratrix of the Estate of JOSEPH T. 
HAYES JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

NU OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Rockwell Automation, fnc., as successor by merger to Allen-Bradley 

Company, LLC ("Rockwell"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

Rockwell with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant RockwelI be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

F I L E D  
Dated: Neullslprk, York 

13 ,Xw-rn/L 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

DEC 12 2012 

Joseph Pi as&, Esq. 

Attorneys for Defendant Rockwell Automation, 
Inc., as successor by merger to Allen-Bradley 
Company, LLC 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

McElroy, p. Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 

10005 

SO ORDERED, 

1705626-1 



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

INDEX NO.: 108950/01 
GERMAN0 A. KUHN 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

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

WHEREFORE, Rockwell Automation, Inc., as successor in interest to Allen-Bradley 

Company, LLC (misidentified as Rockwell Automation, Inc., as successor by merger to Allen- 

Bradley Company, LLC) ("Rockwell"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint 

against Rockwell, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant Rockwell be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York ,Am ,2012 I L E D  

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
Rockwell Automation, Inc., as successor in interest 
to Allen-Bradley Company, LLC 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

NOSJM - Kuhn v Allen-Bradley.DOC 



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

Index No. 190159/2012 
HELEN NAGY 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Flowserve US, Inc., sole@ as successor to Roc!m7ell Manufacturing 

Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve Company 

(“Flowserve US”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against Flowserve 

US with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant Flowserve US be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

???e- en, Esq. 
COUNn GLE~c%oy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 

Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc., 
solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing 
Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom 
Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

Attorn 
Belluc 
546 Fi 
New York, NY 10036 

1 

New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

1825461-1 



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

(Heitler, S.) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

Index No. 190050/2012 
ANTHONY CISEK and MARY ANN CISEK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing 

Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve Company 

(“Flowserve US”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against Flowserve 

US with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant Flowserve US be and the d with prejudice and without costs. 

122012 

Brkm Soi-ensen, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc., 
solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing 
Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom 
Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED, 

1828649-1 



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

MURIEL ROLLOCK, as Administratrix of the Estate of 
DONALD ROLLOCK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a Viacom, Inc., successor by 
merger to CBS Corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric 
Corporation, et al., 

Defendants. 

In Re: NYCAL 105% s\ 
Index No.: 07/@5&1 / 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ASBEKA INDUSTRIES OF NEW YORK, INC., hereby 

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

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against defendant, ASBEKA INDUSTRIES OF NEW 

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

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

defendant ASBEKA INDUSTRIES OF NEW YORK, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York F I L E D -  
November If, 2012 

&a M. Massimi, Esq. . cou 
Attorney for Defendant 
Asbeka Industries of New York, Inc. 
Caruso Smith Edell Picini PC 
60 Route 46 East 
Fairfield, NJ 07004 
(973) 667-6000 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Muriel Rollock, as Administratrix of the 
Estate of Donald Rollock 
Levy, Phillips & Koni sberg, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 12‘ Floor 
New York, NY 10022 

f 



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

-- 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES E. McGINNITY SR. 

__ 
Index No. 104643/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 321 2, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo 

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

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 



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

_ _  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

JACK KREIMEIER 

-R 

Index No. 118833/96,125895/00 
111071/98,106817/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC - MALABY & B ~ D L E Y ,  LLC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDE 



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

__  
IN  RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES FRANCIS O’BRIEN 

Index No. 115062/96,121214/01 
1 1 103 7/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

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

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

Hon. Sherry Klein‘.Heitler 



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

__ 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 108412/07 

DENISE M. OBREMSKI NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

1- 
~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs , 

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

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

DEBORAH REEVE 

_- 
Index No. 113812/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

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

MALABY/,& BRADLEY, LLC 
150 BroadAay, Suite 600 
New York; New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

K O V  ,c3 92012 SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

__  
IN  RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

PETER RADETICH 

Index No. 108668/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. F I L E D  (‘I 
Dated: New York, - jljew York n m  13  71117 I I \ I  

W 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC C 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, NOV 2 02012 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

__ 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 106354107 

STEPHEN E. PAPP NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

- 
F I L E D  

Dated: New 

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

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

HENRY SENNA 

Index No. 120778/96,119637/02 
111063/98,117715/99,119580/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

_-  ~~ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Gorp." hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, N9w York 

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

MAL Y & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Br ad ay, Suite 600 
New Y k New York 1003 8 
Attorney$ t: for Defendant 

(212) 791-0285 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

x Index No.: 12-190361 

: NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

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

ROBERT GRIFFIN : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

No evidence has been adduced in the course of product identification discovery that plaintiff 

Robert Griffin was exposed to an asbestos-containing product manufactured by Honeywell International 

Inc., formerly known as AlliedSignal Inc., successor-in-interest to The Bendix Corporation 

(“Honeywell”). 

WHEREFORE7 Defendant Honeywell hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against 

Defendant Honeywell with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Honeywell, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New / / / / d g  York, New York ,2012 F I L E D  
McDermott Will & hmery LLY 

New York, New York 10 173 

Attorneys for Honeywell International Inc. 
f /wa AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to 
The Bendix Corporation 

212.681.1575 

Attorneys for Plaintgs 

SO ORDERED 



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

*- 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS H. CLARK 

-_ 
Index No. 112677/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 
Dated:-€ 3 0 2072 



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

R 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 112939/07 

KENNETH F. CARPENTER NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Michael J. urtis, Esq. 
MALABY BRADLEY, LLC 
150 B ad ay, Suite 600 
New Yo , New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
3 WEITZ & 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

” *  

I ’  * .  , SO ORDERED, Dated: I -  



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

_- 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 106355/07 

MICHAEL BORDAK NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

A i; 

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

150 Bro$&ay, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED,& 
Hon. &&ry-Kleiz Heitler 



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

x 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

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

This Document Relates to: Index No. 104635/07 

GEORGE BEMENT NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

1 s  

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Curtis, Esq. 1 
& BRADLEY, LLC 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler L l l ? \ l  



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

ANIBAL RODRIGUEZ 

__ 
Index No. 105163/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos C o p ”  hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: Bn\/ 0 0 
r3 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

FREDERICK J. ABRAMS 

1= 

Index No. 108667/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New 

WEITZ & LUXENB 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
1 SqBroadway, Suite 600 
New +ark, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 



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

_ _  

INRE NEW YOFX CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 190323/12 

JAMES E. MCGUIRE 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, 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 Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

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

costs. D 
Dated: New Yor , New York 

!+ ,2012 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
James E. McGuire 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 8 

(212) 558-5500 

SO OFUlERED, 



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

In re: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
X ........................................................................ 

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

Index No.: 124503/02 
X ....................................................................... 

This document relates to: 

LEWIS DAVID CALLAHAM NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

X ........................................................................ 

WHEREAS, Defendant SELBY BATTERSBY & CO., in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against SELBY BATTERSBY & 

CO., 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 

SELBY BATTERSBY & CO., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 1 1 th F!oor 
New York, NY 10022 

FELDMAN & KIEFFER, LLP 
110 Pearl Street, Suite 400 
Buffalo. NY 14202 

Counsel for Plaintiff 

SO ORDERED, 

00203041 .WPD 



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

In re: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
X ........................................................................ 

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

Index No.: 124503/02 
X ....................................................................... 

This document relates to: 

LEWIS DAVID CALLAHAM NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

X ........................................................................ 

WHEREAS, Defendant QUAKER CHEMICAL CORPORATION, in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against QUAKER 

CHEMICAL CORPORATION, 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 

QUAKER CHEMICAL CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 1 1 th Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
Counsel for Plaintiff Chemical Corporation 

FELDMAN & KIEFFER, LLP 
110 Pearl Street, Suite 400 

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

00203041 .WPD 



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

.% 

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL, 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHARLES W. DIETRICH 

-‘L 

Index No. 1 152 14-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, 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 Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintffls) 
Charles W. Dietrich 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190148/12 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

COBURN MILLER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, LLC with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Dana Companies, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

/<JO ,2012 DEC 122012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

COBURN MILLER 

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

Index No: 190148/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,540 ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12*h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GRETCHEN SOUTHER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 190 194/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,p ,2012 

e- 
5 

Charles FergusdcEs<.-\ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1003 8 

VITZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27*h Street, 12' Floor 
New York, NY 10016 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

-I--̂ 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES SHANER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

Index No: 190 102/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I 

Charles F e r g u s m  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1003 8 

VITZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NICOLINA URSO 

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

Index No: 190093/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York F I L E D  
# /  / / / I3  ,2012 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. ' 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1003 8 

1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

A 

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: 

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

Index No: 190502/11 

VICTOR TORINO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

F I L E D  / / , / / G  ,2012 

Dated: New York, New York 

- 
Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1003 8 

VITZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

SALVATORE CANTOLINO 

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

Index No: 1902 1 1 /12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

'WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yfi/' 

New York, NY 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

-, 2012 

CO 

RRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
r CertainTeed Corporation 

116 East 27fh Street, 12' Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

BENJAMIN SCHAEFFER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

Index No: 190 120/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

F I L E D  without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

DE 12 2012 

TZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 

New York, NY 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

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: 

MARTIN SCHMIDT 

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

Index No: 190067/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, LLC with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Dana Companies, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

BELLUCK & FO 
Attorneys for Plain 
546 Fifth Avenue, 
New York, NY 10 

1 16 East 27* Street, 12' Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

(212) 681-1575 (212) 452-5300 

-_ 
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, J.) 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 190088/12 

MICHAEL YASSO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, LLC with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Dana Companies, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York F I L E D  
//@ ,2012 

Charles Ferguson, E:i. - 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 

' 
VITZ & BLAU LLP 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

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: 

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

Index No: 190088/12 

MICHAEL YASSO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27' Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



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

This Document Relates to: 

John E. Kern 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

Index No: 1 17868/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed 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 CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York. New York F I L E D  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

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

Attorneys &r CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27'h Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 I6 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

J, LLP 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ADAM SPECTOR 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 190 189/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 10016 New York, NY 1003 6 

(212) 681-1575 (2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff( s), 
-against- 

Index No.: 114369/04 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING gi SUFPLY) et ai. I.A.S. Part 30 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 
Defendants. 

X .............................................................. 
WHEREFORE, Defendant CompuDyne Corporation, Individually, and as Successor to 

York Shipley, Inc. (hereinafter “CompuDyne Corporation”), hereby requests Summary Judgment 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant CompuDyne Corporation, with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, CompuDyne Corporation, be and the same are he B y  l i s b s & o r e j u d i c e  and 

without costs to either party. 
DEC 12 2012 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 
MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, New York 10022 

New York, NY 10036 

12) 651-7500 
(212)681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 11 6867/2006 

MARY WOJCIECHOWSKI, as Executrix of the Estate 
JOHN L. WOJCIECHOWSKI, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiff( s), MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTBN, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant CURTISS- WRIGHT FLOW CONTROL CORPORATION, 

named Individually and as Successor to Farris Valves and/or Sprague Pumps (“CURTISS- 

WRIGHT”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

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

CURTISS- WRIGHT with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, CURTISS-WRIGHT be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costsbo either party. - -  

Dated: It? ,2012 
New York, ew York 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAMONEY, LTD. 

f fK 
%ICE 

Curtiss-Wright Flow Control Corporation 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 110465/2006 

DUANE E. RICHARDSON, as Executor of the Estate of 
EUGENE E. RICHARDSON, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.Q. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant CURTISS-WRIGHT FLOW CONTROL CORPORATION, 

named Individually and as Successor to Farris Valves and/or Sprague Pumps (“CURTISS- 

WRIGHT”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

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

CURTISS-WRIGHT with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, CURTISS-WRIGHT be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

,2012 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE DEc 12 2012 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

New York, New York 10036 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 



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

V 

__._____________________________________---------------------------- 

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

____.______--___________________________---------------------------- (Heitler, S.) 
This Document Relates to: 

88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

Index No.: 190050/12 

ANTHONY CISEK and MARY ANN CISEK 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 

F I L E D  prejudice and without costs. 

loor 

1829084 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ............................................................... 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 
: Index No. 100738/03 
: 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

............................................................... 
LOIS AMTHOR, as Executrix for the Estate of 
RICHARD W. AMTHOR and LOIS AMTHOR, 
Individually, : NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

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

rctGoy Inc. be and the against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Com 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and ith ut 

Dated: New Yo k, ew York 
r ,  /+- DEC 12 2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

By: 
Frank Ortiz 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York. New York 



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

ROSEANN BLANDO, as Executrix : Index No. 100725/03 
for the Estate of SALVATORE F. BLANDO, 
and BENEDETTA BLANDO, Individually, : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiff, 

-against- : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ad. 

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 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
ar Tire & Rubber 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 8 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

_- 

SO ORDERED: 
NOV 2 62012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190173/12 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ISAURO PANTOJA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

)+&) ,2012 

- 
Jonat 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 

e- 
-5 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

This Document Relates to: 
Francis Lutz, 

Index No.:190133/09 

NO O P P O S I T I O N  
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - MOTION AND ORDER 

Aetna Electric Distributing, et al., 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby request 

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

Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc. , b 

prejudice and without costs. 1 
D f i  w?k( [ N ~ J  York 

ICE 
I E s q .  

Early & Strauss 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Francis Lutz Goulds  Pumps Inc. 
360 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10017 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 

177 Montague Street 

(718) 855-9000 
Our File No.: 6754-10679 - 

So Ordered: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part SO 
X NYCAL - - x _ - - _ - - _ - - . . - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ c _ _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X --_I__--------------_________I________ 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190104/11 
MINAS GEORGOPOULOS, 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM CORPORATION, individually and 

as successor-in-interest to Federal Boiler and Radiator Co 

("BURNHAM") , hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant: 

BURNHAM, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

Air & Liquid Systems Corp., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

and cross claims against d p # k  BE@ be dismissed wit1 

prejudice and without costs. 
DEC 12 2012 

Dated : New Yoyk ,  New York 
, 2012 

NEW YQRK 
68UN"W 

-,&6& M. i % d o l - f b o ,  Esq. 
Levy Phillips & Konigsberg LLP Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Minas Georgopoul os 
800 Third Avenue - llth Floor 44 Wall Street - 15th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 New York, New York 10005 

Burnham Corpora t ion 

(212) 732-2000 
0 . :  11084-2713 

So Ordered: - 
NOV 3 02012 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
x ___--_-__--_-I_-__-______)____________ 

This Document Relates to: 
WILLIAM PISANO, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

ABEX CORPORATION, et al., 

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

Index No.: 1 9 0 0 7 7 / 1 1  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
*---------*------_--I__I___ -..I - --x 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM CORPORATION, individually 

as successor-in-interest to Federal Boiler and Radiator Cc 

( "BURNKAM" ) , hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectio 

§3212,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendan 

BURNHAM, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM, be dismissed wit 

prejudice and without c0sts.f 1 L E D 
Dated: New York, New York 

I 1  I2 I 
DEC 12 2012 , 2012 

Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg LLP 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
W i l l  i a m  Pi sano 
8 0 0  Third Avenue - llth Floor 
New York, New York 10022 New York, New York 10005 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Burnham Corpora tion 
44 Wall Street - 15th Floor 

(212) 732-2000  
File No.: 11084-2670 

NOV 3 02012 So Ordered: 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Klein-Heitler) 
-X _ _ _ - _ _ - _ _ - - - - _ - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 

WHEREFORE, defendant Howden North America, Inc., formerl) 

KENNETH EGGENBERGER and LILA 
EGGENBERGER, 

known and referred hereinafter as Howden Buffalo, Inc. 

Index No.: 190408/11 

Plaintiffs, NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

- against - ORDER 

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC., et al., 

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

(\\Howden”) , and as misidentified in Plaintiffs‘ Complaint a 

Howden Buffalo, Inc., Individually and as Successor in Interes 

to FB Sturtevant, the Howden Buffalo Group, and Buffalo Fan 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212 

dismissing plaintiffs’ 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

Complaint against Howden, with prejudice 



and cross claims against Howden be dismissed with prejudice and 

for Defendant 
Plaintiffs 

Howden N o r t h  America , Inc . , 
former ly  known and referred 
h e r e i n a f t e r  a s  Howden B u f f a l o ,  
Inc., and a s  m i s i d e n t i f i e d  i n  

Kenneth Eggenberger and 
L i l a  Eggenberger 
546 Fifth Avenue' 4th 
New York, NY 10036 

so 

P l a i n t i f f s '  Complaint a s  
Howden B u f f a l o ,  Inc. , 
I n d i v i d u a l l y  and a s  Successor 
i n  Interest  t o  FB S t u r t e v a n t ,  
the Howden B u f f a l o  Group, and 
B u f f a l o  Fan 
4 4  Wall Street 
New York, NY 11201 

Our File No.:11231-136 
(718) 855-9000 

m 
h!f3!/ ? 02012 

/ 

Ordered : 

D 

-2- 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A. P. GREENE INDUSTRIES, INC. et. al., 

Defendants 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index Ne. : 1243220 1 

WHEREFORE, defendants DAVIS AND WARSHOW, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuafit to Civil Practice Law mcl Rules Sectior, 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants DAVIS AND WARSHO W, INC. with 

prejudice, and there being no oppositioii thereto, 

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

defendants DAVIS AND WARSHOW, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for: DAVIS & WARSHOW, INC. 
Barry McTiernar, CFr. Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 

Locks Law Firm 
747 Third Avenue. 37'h floor 
New York, New York 100 0006 

SOORDERED, - 

I_- -- 



X /cases/DAV/43 1 i2/legallNOSJM/ 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
DORIS WEITZMAN, Individually and as Executrix 
of the Estate of HARRY WEITZMAN, 

................................................................. 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

A. P. GREENE IKDUSTRIES, INC. et. al., 
Index No.: 107589/01 

WHEREFORE7 defendants DAVIS AND ‘WARSHO W. INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants DAVIS AND WARSHOW, N C .  with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants DAVIS AND WARSHOW, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for: DAVIS & WARSHOW, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 747 Third Avenue, 37‘” floor 

New York, New York 100 17 New York, New Yo& 10006 

so ORDEWD, 
Hon. Sherry K k n  Hveitler 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 101027/06 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants JOHN CRANE INC. hereby request summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendants 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 

defend* J O q C R A N E  INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

I t  Attorkevs for Defendant 

2 Reitor Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3500 
\ ,  

SO OKDERE 

NOV 3 0 E012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190 142/12 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ANTHONY DIRUSSO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, LLC with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Dana Companies, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

.I;//” ,2012 

c 

Charles F e r g c e -  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1003 8 

VITZ & BLAU LLP 
s for Dana Companies, LLC 

ast 27fh Street, 12th Floor 
NewYork,NY lp, 

E (212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

D E  12 2012 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ANTHONY DIRUSSO 

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

Index No: 190 142/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

e- 
-5 

Charles Ferguso6,%q; -L 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1003 8 

VITZ & BLAU LLP 

116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. She* K. Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK DELISE 

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

Index No: 190156/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, LLC with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Dana Companies, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

&/!m ,2012 

2~ Charles Fergus 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1003 8 
(212) 558-5500 

F I L E D  
DE : c y  2 0 1 5  

erg, Esq. 
NTE YAVITZ & 

Kttorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(2 12) 452-5300 

BLAU 

SO ORDERED, 

LLP 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LEONID LIBERMAN 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

Index No: 190057/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

without costs. 

F I L E D  Dated: New York, New York 

,/A3 ,2012 

DEC 12 2012 

- 
Charles F e r g w s m  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1003 8 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

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: 

STEVEN LANCELOT 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 190 193/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, LLC with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Dana Companies, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,+I ,2012 

Charles F e r g u i o n y e  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

F I L E D  
, /' 

.-e 

DEC 12 2012 *,.,y 

Z & BLAU LLP 

New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

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: 

MARY KNEISEL 

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

Index No: 190080/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

//hi) ,2012 
F I L E D  

DEC 12 2012 

- 
Charles F e r g u s o n , s  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 

YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 

1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

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: 

DANIEL GOLDMAN 

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

Index No: 190076/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

F I L E D  Dated: New York, New York 

/#3 ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 

VITZ & BLAU LLP 

1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

TIMOTHY MEYER 

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

Index No: 190094/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

//{Ad ,2012 

WEITZ tii LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

F I L E D  

, 
. Kromberg, Esq. 
ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 

for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 0 
Hon. Sherry K. Witler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN LOGAN 

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

Index No: 190203/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

/ / / / L )  ,2012 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

F I L E D  
4 DEC 12 2012 / 

New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

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: 

WILLIAM LINDSAY 

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

Index No: 190074/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

-,201P: I L E D -  

& BLAU LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10038 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

- _  

SO ORDERED, 



NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 190067/12 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

U'HEXEFOKE, delendanrs R . F .  BECKE'TT CORPORATION hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants R. W. BECKET?' COIWOKAr1'!ON with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants R. W. BECKETT CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for R. W. BECKETT CORP. 
Barry IvicTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York I0006 

546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 

SO O R D E E D ,  

NOV 302012 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

EVELYN M. FROIX 

Index No. 104640/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: NewY 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 NEW YORK 

150 oadfiay, Suite 600 
New 
Attorneys for Defendant 

% rk’: New York 10038 DE 12 2012 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE ’ 
8 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

MARY C. FLOOD 

1- 

Index No. 105846/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. F I L E D  n 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 558-5500 12) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

l . : j ! /  3 9 2012 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES V. FUTIA 

Index No. 100523/01,119491-96 
111057-98,112962-99,100919-08 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. F I L E D  
Dated: New 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

MALABY&/ BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 



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

__ 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

CIRO FRUENTE 

*_ 

Index No. 107879/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 321 2, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. F I L E D  n 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 



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

__ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

__ 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 107842l07 

HELEN M. KASPRZYK NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

A n  F I L E D  

-.---A *-b. k-. 
MALA Y BRADLEY,LLC WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC ---k 

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

150 Brok&ay, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(2 12) 79 1-0285 

r, Ca 
.? s 3812 

SO ORDERED, 



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

__ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

NORMAN L. GOLD 

-a 

Index No. 114932/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

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

150 Broadw&/Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 8 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

i 
i 

SO ORDERED, 
72 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM E. GAY 

-- 

Index No. 115063/96,111066/98 
110895/99,127678/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. F I L E D  n 

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

\ ’  150 Broadway; Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

Dated: MflV ? (f2012 SO ORDERED, 



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

_- 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

HOWARD S. MICHALESKI 

_- 
Index No. 108935/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New 

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

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

2012 SO ORDERED, Dated: h‘ov f7 0 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

._ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

VITO MELIOTA 

R 

Index No. 107847/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. I 

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

150 Broadw$, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 8 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, WNST 8 
DOMAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S M U  RD 
SUT€ 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

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

INDEX NO.: 190284/12 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROLLAND M. ENGLE 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

3M COMPANY, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
SUCCESSOR TO MINNESOTA MINING AND 
MANUFACTURING COMPANY. ET AL. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, York International Corporation, individually and a: 

successor to Frick Company, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint agains 

jefendant, York International Corporation, individually and as successor to Fricl 

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

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

jefendant, York International Corporation, individually and as successor to FricC 

Sompany, be and the same are h e r e 6 i s L i s l p d  E p&ce and without costs. 

DEC 12 2012 3ATED:E/AlaNew York, New York 

N 
TY 

BELLUCK & FOX LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff ( 
Rolland M. Engle 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 1($@v 3 0 2012 

u iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
(ork International Corporation, individually 
ind as successor to Frick Company 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

io ORDERED: 

CB-PLUTO-21 



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

_- 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

LEONARD ANDERSON 

_- 
Index No. 114935/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

F I L E D  A 

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

New W r k ,  New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, NOV 3 02012 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 114359/07 

RUSSELL D. COTTONE NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

’ i WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 
NUV 3 0 2012 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 112264/07 

VINCENT DEMAIO NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

_ _  
WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. F I L E D  J\ 17 
Dated: New York, Ngw ’ fork 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC & BRADLEY, LLC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

1 

l’ii3.63 Q 2012 
SO ORDERED, Dated: 



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

- 

__ 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

ELEUTERIO CRUZ 

_- 
Index No. 114948/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

‘L 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. F I L E D  n 

WEITZ & LUXENBER MAL!fiBYl& BRADLEY, LLC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

. : i  
L V  tk 

SO ORDERED, ; Dated: 



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

am 

IN  RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

MILTON F. CROW 

L- 

Index No. 111883l07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. F I L E D  
/ I  

DEC 12 2012 /i 
N 
FI 

Dated: New 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

& BRADLEY, LLC 

New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

7 02012 
Dated: * , I f - + \ /  

1 t L.’ v , 
SO ORDERED, 



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

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSOM ST 
PO BOX 480 
NMBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
H A W T O N .  NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

GAYLE C. CALLEGARI AND ROBERT 
CALLEGARI 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 190152/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: 101 &&w York, New York 

5 

m P . c .  - QcAz A % 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

40 Paterson Street - PO Bo 
Kohler Co. 

Yew Brunswick, New Jerse 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Gayle C. Callegari and Robert Callegari 
00 Broadway 

York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED: 

NOV 3 0 2012 

I 



X./cases/DAV/43092/le~alMOSJM/ 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
------------.----------------------------------------------------- X 
MICHAEL POLOKOVICH, 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

A. P. GREENE INDITSTRIES, TNC. et. al., 
Index No.: 107590/01 

WHEREFORE, defendants DAVIS AND WARSI-IO'W, INC. hereby request summary 

j udginent iil the above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice L a w  and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants DAVIS AND WARSHO W, INC. with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants DAVIS AND WARSHOW, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. F I L E D  

Attorneys for: DAVIS & WARSHOW, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

747 Third Avenue. 37th floor 
New York, New York 100 17 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 3 0 2012 



Plaintijrs, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. NYCAL 
(Individually and as Successor to ARMSTRONG 
MACHINE WORKS), et ai., 

I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendants. 
X .................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant SPX COOLING TECHNOLOGIES, INC., Individually and as 

Successor-in-Interest to MARLEY COOLING TOWER COMPANY hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 

SPX COOLING TECHNOLOGIES, INC., Individually and as Successor-in-Interest to 

MARLEY COOLING TOWER COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

SPX COOLING TECHNOLOGIES, INC., Individually and as Successor-in-Interest to MARLEY 

COOLING TOWER COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

By: 
MARK BIBRO: ESQ. 

TTERNAN & MOORE, LLC 

LING TECHNOLOGIES, INC., 
idually and as Successor-in-Interest 

EARLY & STRAUSS, L. L. C. 
Attorneys for the Plaintiffs 
GEORGE T. HOBBS, JR. and 
MARIE JANE HOBBS 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20'" Floor 
New York, New York 10017 
Tel.: (212) 986 - 2233 

DEC $2 fD* o MARLEY COOLING TOWER 

SO ORDERED, 



X:/cases/QAV/3 5206/legal/NOSJM/ 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
EDWARD BELLO and LORRAINE BELLO, 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

A. P. GREENE INDUSTRIES, INC. et. al., 
Index No.: 190148/11 & 103579/99 

WHEREFORE, defendants DAVIS AND WARSHO W, INC. hereby request summary 

judgmei~f in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law m d  Rules Sectior, 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants DAVIS AND WARSHO W, INC. with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants DAVIS AND 

and without costs. 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Attorney for the plaintiff 

3 60 Lexingtcn Avenue 
New York, New York 100% 

Early & Strauss \I j 3 o b  
Attorneys for: DAVIS & WARSHOW, INC. 
Barry ,McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

__- 
-I 



X:~~.509lSAezal4VOSJ~ 

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

X 
JOHN O'BRIEN, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
................................................................. 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
Plaintias), ORDER 

- against - Index No.: 1 1 13242/06 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL.; NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendants. 
X ................................................................. 

WHEREFORE, defendants GRAYBAR 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 defendants GRAYBAR ELECTRIC COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants GRAYBAR El.ECTRLC COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without c 

; Shawnette Flui , Esq. 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

0$$1Gf Attorneys for Graybar Electric Company 

New York, New York 100 17 
313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



CLB57308/legal/nosjm 

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

X ................................................................. 
GINGER M. WOOD, as Executor of the Estate of 
HENRY L. WOOD, deceased, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No. : 1 0 1 027/06 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

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

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

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

and there being ne opposition thereto, 

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

defendants &EAVER-BROOKS. INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and - 
without cost h / - L E D  

- 
546 FifthwA*nue 
New York, New York 10036 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14,'" Floor 

ork, New York 10006 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



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

HELEN NASM, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
OF THE ESTATE OF MICHAEL J. NASH 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON CO, INC.; 
ABEX CORPORATION, 

ABEX FRICTION PRODUCTS, 
s/k/a American Brake Shoe Company; 

individually, and as a division of 
Cooper Industries lac.; 

AMERICAN HONDA MOTOR CO., INC; 
AMERICAN BRAKE SHOE. COMPANY; 
AUDI OF AMERICA INC; 
BECWARNLEY WORLDPARTS CORP., 

BENJAMIN MOORE & COMPANY; 

BONDEX INTERNATIONAL, INC; 
BORG WARNER CORPORATION; 
BURNS INTERNATIONAL, SECURITY SERVICES CORP. 

$%/a Borg- Warner Corporation; 
C A R I A S LE C 0 M P AN 1 E S I N C ORP 0 RATE D ; 
DA1MLERCHRYSLE.R CORPORATION, 

as successor-in-interest to Beck Arnley Corp.; 

BMW OF NORTH AMERICA, 1NC.-EASTERN REGION; 

individually, and us successor-in-interest to 
Chrysler Motors Corporation, Chrysler Corporation, 
Mercedes Benz of North America, l nc ,  and 
Mopar Motor Parts Corporation; 

DANA CORPORATION; 
EIS BRAKE PARTS, DIV. OF STANDARD 

MOTOR PRODUCTS, INC. 
FEDERAL-MOGUL ASBESTOS PERSONAL 
INJURY TRUST 

FORD MOTOR COMPANY; 
GARLOCK SEALING TECHNOLOGIE.S, LLC, 

as Successor to Felt Products Manufacturing Co.: 

successor by merger to Garlock, Inc.; 

GENERAL, MOTORS CORPORATION, 
as successor-in-interest fo Delco Products Division of 

Index No, 109039-08 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANI) ORDER 

F I L E D  
DEC 12 2012 

NEW YOHK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 



. 

General Motors Corporation; 
GEN‘CJINE PARTS COMPANY; 

HONDA MOTOR PARTS SERVICE CO,, LTD.; 
HONEYWELL INTERNATIONAL, INC, 

GEORGIA-PACIFIC CORPORATION; 

Jk/a Alliedsignal, Inc, as successor-in-interest to The 
Bendix Corporation; 

INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY; 
KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY, INC,; 
MACK TRUCKS, INC.; 

MOTION CONTROL. INDUSTRIES, INC., 

NATIONAL. AUTOMOTIVE PARTS ASSOCIATION; 
NORTHROP GRUMMAN SYSTEMS, CORP.; 

as successor-to-interest to Abex Corporation, 
Abex Friction Products Inc., a/Wa American 

Brake Shoe Products Inc.; 

MERCEDES-BEN2 USA, LLC.; 

s/k/a Carlisle Braking Systems, Inc,: 

PNEUMO-ABEX CORPORATION; 

SAAB CARS USA, INC.; 
TOYOTA MOTOR CORPORATION; 
TOYOTA MOTOR NORTH AMERICA, INC,; 
TOYOTA MOTOR SALES, U.S,A., INC ; 
UNION CARBIDE. CORP.; 
VOLKSWAGEN OF AMERICA, INC.; 

DEC 12 ZUV 

VOLVO CARS OF NORTH AMERICA, INC.; 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, American Honda Motor Co., Inc, (“AHM”), hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against defendant, AHM, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto. 

2 



4 

4 

ORDEWD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossclaims against 

defendant, AHM, be, and the same are, hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Levy Phillips & Konigsberg; LL̂ P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
Delfino DeCaro, Administrator of the 
Estate of Michael W. DeCaro 
800 Third Avenue, 1 lih Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
Tel: (212) 605-6200 

Robert M. Goodman, Esq, 
Grecnbaum, Rowe, Smith & Davis LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
American Honda Motor Co., Inc. 
75 Livingston Avenue 
Suitc 301 
Roseland, New Jersey 07068 
Tel: (973) 535-1600 

3 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HARVEY SILVESTER, as Executor for the Estate 
of MARION SILVESTER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 101 275/07, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New kark, h e w  York /& 

At rney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
0 P fabco Inc. Silvester. Marion 
~ ~ G I V N E Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

wEITZ ti' LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
blov 2 9 20 12 

2571-1605 



WHEREFORE, defendant, Tasco Insulations Wkla Asbestos Service 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 Tasco Insulations f/k/a Asbestos 
Service Company, and there being no opposition thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant Tasco Insulations f/k/a Asbestos Service Company, be and the same are hereby 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

F I L E D  
DEC 12 2012 

SO ORDERED: 

A 

BellucllC$ Fox, L 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@) George Robinson 

Richard C. Polley, Esquire 
Derek M. Brondou, Esquire 
James P. Killeen, Esquire 
DICKIE, MCCAMEY & CHILCOTE, P.C. 
Two PPG Place, Suite 400 
Pittsburgh, PA 15222-5402 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Tasco Insulations f/Wa Asbestos 
Service Company 

-. .. .... .. 

3 02012 



IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 

X JUSTICE HEITLER ---______--_-_____-_---------------------------------------------- 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GERALD BEERS AND JANE BEERS 
INDEX NO.: 190221 -1 1 

-against- 

SUR-SEAL GASKET & PACKING, INC 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Sur-Seal Gasket & Packing, Inc, 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 Sur-Seal Gasket & Packing, Inc, and there being no 
opposition thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 
defendant Sur-Seal Gasket & Packing, Inc, 
and without costs. 

Dated: I / / d l Z  

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Gerald Beers 

c 

Richard C. Polley, Esquire 
Derek M. Brondou, Esquire 
James P. Killeen, Esquire 
DICKIE, MCCAMEY & CHILCOTE, P.C. 
Two PPG Place, Suite 400 
Pittsburgh, PA 15222-5402 
Attornevs for Defendant. 

SO ORDERED: 



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

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

.................................................................. X JUSTICE HEITLER 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

TINA L. HUTCHINGS, AS EXECUTRIX OF THE 
ESTATE OF KENNETH EGGENBERGER AND 
LILA EGGENBERGER, INDIVIDUALLY 

INDEX NO.: 190408-1 1 

-against- 

SUR-SEAL GASKET R PASKING, INC 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Sur-Seal Gasket & Packing, Inc, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case pursuant to civil practice law and rules Section 3212 dismissing 
plaintiffs complaint against defendant Sur-Seal Gasket & Packing, Inc, and there being no 
opposition thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant Sur-Seal Gasket & Packing, Inc, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. A 

SO ORDERED: 

DEC 12 2012 
Attorneys for haintiff(s) Kenneth Eggenberger 

=_ - F W E  -- - 

Richard C. Polley, Esquire 
Derek M. Brondou, Esquire 
James P. Killeen, Esquire 
DICKIE, MCCAMEY & CHILCOTE, P.C. 
TWO PPG Place, Suite 400 
Pittsburgh, PA 15222-5402 

Sur-Seal Gasket 

A 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

A. P. GREENE INDUSTRIES, INC. et. al., 
Irrdex No.: 106595/01 

WHEREFORE, defendants DAVIS AND WARSHOW, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants DAVIS AND WARSHO W, INC. with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants DAVIS AND WARSHOW, e hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DEC 12 2012 

Charles Neal, Esq. 
Attorneys for: DAVIS & WARSHOW, INC. 
Bury McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

Locks Law Firm 

New York, New York 10 rk 10006 

SO ORDERED, 

NOV 3 0 2012 



X /caseslDAVl42 169/legal/NOSJM/ 
SUPREME COIJRT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff( s) , 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

A. P. GREENE INDUSTRIES, INC. et. al., 
Index No.: 126023/00 

WHEREFORE, defendants DAVIS AND WARSHOW, INC. hereby request summary 

judgmelrt in the above-entitled case, p,.x-sumt to Civil Practice Lml  and Rules Sectiw 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants DAVIS AND WARSHO W, INC. with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants DAVIS AND WARSHOW, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. F I  D 

Attorneys for: DAVIS & WARSHOW, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 747 Third Avenue, 37th floor 

New York, New York rk 10006 

SO ORDERED 



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

X 
MARILYN PLOECKMANN, Individually and as 
Administratrix to the Estate of SIDNEY WILLIAM 
PLOECKELMANN, 

................................................................. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 114369/04 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL f/k/a DUNKIRK BOILER hereby request 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL f/k/a DUNKIRK BOILER 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

ECR INTERNATIONAL f/Wa DUNKIRK BOILER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

,{" Attorneys fdr ECR INTERNATIONAL f/k/a 

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

SO ORDERED, 

NQV 302012 



KMA49809/legal/nosjm 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
DIANA VERDE, 
----------------------------------------------------------------- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- Index No.: 1073 52/05 

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

WHER-EFORE, defendants JOHN CRANE, JNC. hereby request summary judgment in 

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

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

L -  

DEC 12 2012 
ir d* Attorneys for Defendant 

NEW VORK John Crane, Inc. 
U N ~  CLERK'$ OFB\C@&y McTiernan & Moore 

2 Rector Street, 14t" Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Faov 3 0 2012 



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

In Re: Asbestos Litigation 

JOHN LOGAN and GAIL LOGAN, 

Plaintiff( s), 

X 

Index No. 190203-12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 
AND ORDER 

-against- 
A.P. MOLLER-MAERSK, INC., et al., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Weyerhaeuser Company (“Defendant”), hereby requests 

Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant 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. 

Signed by Defendant: QOVC,,&U 5 ,2012 

Sigred by Plaintiffs: ,2012 

w 
~TEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1345 Avenue of Americas, 7* F1. 
New York, New York 10105 NEW WORK 

(212) 558-5500 . (212) 548-2100 COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

\42365739.1 NOV 3 0 2012. 



Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

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

Index No.: 190462-12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION and its past and present 
parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and successors in interest and its 
agents, heirs and assigns (“Defendant”), hereby request Summary Judgment in the above- 

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

plaintifl‘s complaint against Defendant 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. 

Signed by Defendant: November 7,2012 

Signed by Plaintiff: d 0 3 - 7 9 2 0 L ?  

David Chandler, Esq. 
WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.E - - MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway DE 1 2 2Ol2 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas, 7th FI. 
New York. NY 10 105 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED,- 
Honora-ehy Kle 

NOV 3 0 2012 



A.P. SERVICES INC., Individually and as 
Successor-in-interest to Argo Packing Company, et al., 

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

Index No.: 190361/2012 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT AND 
MOTION ORDER 

Defendant( s). 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION f/k/a ITT INDUSTRIES, 

INC., sued herein as “I.T.T. INDUSTRIES, INC., Individually and as successor to Bell & 

Gossett,” and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors 

and successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns (“Defendant”), hereby request 

Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant 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 pr 

costs. 

Signed by Defendant: November 14,20 12 

Signed by Plaintiff: u30v- se/ I C (  9 2o_\a 
DEC 12 2012 

NEW veal( ( QFF~cE 

Loree elko, Esq. 
MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 

- 
BELLUCK & Fox, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4” Floo 
New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

7th Floor 
-ew York, NY 10 105 

(2 12) 548-2 100 

SO ORDERED, NOV 38 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

2012 



, 

Plaintiff(s) 

-against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

Defendants. (Klein-Heitler, J.) 
X ................................................................. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, R. W. BECKETT CORP., hereby request summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, R. W. BECKETT CORB. , with prejudice, m d  there being 

no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon norice to ail co-defendants, aii claims and cross claims against 

defendant, R. W. BECKETT CORP., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. I F I L E D  
DEC 12 2012 

NEW YBWK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFF 

Attorn& for 6". p g  ntiff 
546Fi Av nue 
New York, NY 1 36 

1 
Attorneys for Defendant 
R. W. BECKETT CORP. 
2 Rector Street, 14th floor 

SO ORDERED, 



NOV 3 0 20‘12 

WHEREFORE, defendant OFFICE MAX INCORPORATED (formerly known as BOISE 

CASCADE CORPORATION), improperly pled as BOISE CASCADE, LLC, (hereinafter “DEFENDANT”) 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against defendant OFFICE MAX INCOWORATED, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

OFFICE MAX INCORPORATED, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: I(/’ t /L* 

EARLY & STRAUSS, L.L.C. L A N D ) + F  FORD P.C. 

Christopher S. Koz 
Attorneys for Defen ant 
OFFICE MAX INCORPORATED 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 10271-0079 

360 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10017 
(2 12) 986-2233 

(212) 238-4800 

So Ordered: 

DEC 12 2012 

.::ODWCDOCSDOCSNY/53 1248/1 



WILLIAM DELGADO and MARGARET DELGADO 

V. SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

SELBY BATTERSBY & CO. n/Wa 
SB DECKING, INC., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 

X ................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SELBY BATTERSBY & COMPANY, n/k/a SB DECKING, 

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

Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant SELBY 

BATTERSBY & COMPANY, n/k/a SB DECKING, INC. only with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant SELBY BATTERSBY & COMPANY, n/k/a SB DECKING, INC. be and the same 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York Buffalo, New York 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10036 
212-68 1-1575 

Attorneys for Defendant Selby 
Battersby & Co. n/k/a SB Decking, Inc. 
The Dun Building 
110 Pearl Street, 4th Floor 

ew York 14202 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



WHEEFOFS, defendant MANNWGTON MILLS, N C :  by its attorneys, 

WILBFUWAM, LL4'UiLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant MANNTNGTON MI1,I.S. INC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

defendant MANNINGTON MlLLS, NC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
I I 

An 

so 

___-- 

Inc. 



IAS Part 30 COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
......................................................................... X (Heitler, J.) 
IN  RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiff(s), 

RECEUMED 
JUL 2 32012 

IAS MOTION SUPPORT OFFICE 
NYS SUPREME COURT-CIVIL 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
AMERICAN STANDARD, INC.; et al. SUMMARY 

Defendant(s) JUDGMENT MOTION 
........................................................................ X AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant 

Armstrong International, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Armstrong International Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plains, New York 

THOMAS M. BENEVENTANO 
La Sorsa & Beneventano 
Attorney for Defendant 
ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue - 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
Tel: (212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 



I 

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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

GERALD BEERS AND JANE BEERS 
INDEX NO: 190221/2011 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendant(s) JUDGMENT MOTION 
X AND ORDER ........................................................................ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Armstrong International, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Armstrong International Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plains, New York 

Sorsa & Beneventano 
orney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff 

546 Fifth Avenue - 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
Tel: (212) 681-1575 

ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. 
3 Barker Avenue, White Plains, NY 10601 

. Tel: (914) 682-3300 

SO ORDERED, L2ii3e- 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



Plaintiff(s), 
NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

-against- SUMMARY 

CRANE CO. et al. 
Defendant(s) 

X ........................................................................ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. hereby requests summslry judgment 

in the above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintips complaint against defendant 

Armstrong International, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to 

Armstrong International Inc., be 

s-claims against defendant 

th prejudice and without costs. 

&A2 
THOMAS M. BENEVENTANO 

Bellucfl& Fox LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue - 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
Tel: (212) 681-1575 

La Sorsa & Beneventano 
Attorney for Defendant 

ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. 
3 Barker Avenue, White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Tel: (914) 682-3300 

SO ORDERED, 



IAS part 3.; COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
......................................................................... X (Heitler, J. 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

KENNETH EGGENBERGER and LILA 

Plain tiff(s), 

RECEOWED 
JUL 2 32012 

IAS MOTION SUPPORT OFFICE 
NYS SUPREME COURT-CIVIL 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC., et al. 

Defendant(s) AND ORDER 
X ---___-______c----__---------------------------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Armstrong International, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Armstrong International Inc., be and e are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plains, New York 

THOMAS M. BENEVENTANO 
La Sorsa & Beneventano 
Attorney for Defendant 
ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. 
3 Barker Avenue, White Plains, NY 10601 
Tel: (914) 682-3300 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue - 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
Tel: (212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 



Y 

, I .  ~1 . 

NORMAN L. WAGNER and JUDY WAGNER, : STIPULATION OF 
DISCONTINUANCE 

Index No.: 107203/01 
Plaintiff( s), : 

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED,$y and between the undersigned attorneys of  
record for all the parties to the above-entitled action, that whereas no party hereto is an infant or 
incompetent person for whom a committee has been appointed and no person, not a party to the action, 
has an interest in the subject matter of the action, the above-entitled action be, and the same is hereby 
discontinued, as against defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice and without costs to any 
party as against the other. 

This Stipulation may be filed with the Clerk of  the Court, without further notice and an Order to 
that effect may be entered without notice. 

,2012 
DATED: 

BY: k 
Benjamin Darche,-Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: NORMAN L. WAGNER and JUDY 
WAGNER 

Heather J. Gaw, Esq. 'J 
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN 
& DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
FORD MOTOR COMPANY 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10016 

(01 198579.DOC } 



1 

JUL. 2 32011 

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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 

NYCAL 

X (Heitler, J. ......................................................................... 

CHUN HING LEE 190082l2012 
Plain tiff(s), 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. JUDGMENT MOTION 
Defendant(s) AND ORDER 

X ........................................................................ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Armstrong International, Inc. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Armstrong International Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plains, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue - qfh Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

Attorney for Defendant 
ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. 
3 Barker Avenue, White Plains, NY 10601 

Tel: (212)68l-1 Tel: (914) 682-3300 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
IAS Part 30 

X (Heitler, J.) ......................................................................... 

MICHAEL MAESTRALLIS AND PAMELA 
MAESTRALLIS INDEX NO: 190259/12 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AMERICAN PREMIER UNDERWRITERS, INC, et a1 

Defendan t(s) AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Armstrong International, Inc. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Armstrong International Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

EARLY, LUCARELLI, SWEENEY & La Sorsa & Beneventano 
STRAUSS Attorney for Defendant 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20TH FLOOR 
New York, NY 100 17 

ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. 
3 Barker Avenue, White Plains, NY 1060 1 

(212) 986-2233 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK NYCAL 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK IAS Part 30 
......................................................................... X (Heitler, J.) 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RICHARD W. DUQUETTE AND 
DORIS H. DUQUETTE, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

INDEX NO: 190182/2010 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY; et al. 
Defendant(s) 

X ........................................................................ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. (Individually and as 

successor to Armstrong Machine Works) hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Armstrong International, Inc. (Individually and as successor to Armstrong Machine 

Works) with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Armstrong International Inc., (Individually and as successor to Armstrong 

Machine Works) be and the same are 

Dated: White Plains, New York 

missed with prejudice and without costs. 

3 -- 
M.*<EfigANo 

EARLY, LUDWICK, SWEENEY & @ 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20TH 
New York, New York 

LaSorsa & Beneventano 
Attorney for Defendant 

ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. 
(S/H/A Armstrong International, Inc., Individually 
and as Successor to Armstrong Machine Works) 
3 Barker Avenue, White Plains, NY 10601 

STRAUSS & 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
IAS Part 30 

X (Heitler, J.) ......................................................................... 

INDEX NO: 190131/11 
LOURDES BROWNE AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF BERNARD 
BROWNE NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER -against- 

ALFA LAVAL, INC., et al. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. (Individually and as 

successor to Armstrong Machine Works) hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant Armstrong International, Inc. (Individually and as successor to 

Armstrong Machine Works) with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

idually and as successor to 

Armstrong Machine Works) be 

without costs. 

e are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

360 Lexington Avenue, 20TH FL 
New York, New York 

Attorney for Defendant 
Armstrong International, Inc. 
(S/Wu Armstrong International, Inc., Individually and 
as Successor to Armstrong Machine Works) I 

Barker Avenue, White Plains, NY 10601 

UCT 1!920lZ 



CONSTANCE MATTESON AS PERSONAL INDEX NO: 06-113814 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF LEONARD 
J. PUSC AND LORRAINE A .  PUSC AS SPOUSE; 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT MOTION 
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY 

-against- AND ORDER 

AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC.; et al. 
Defendant(s) 

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. (Individually and as successor to 

Armstrong Machine Works) hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled action, pursuant 

to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Armstrong International, Inc. 

(Individually and as successor to Armstrong Machine Works) with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

Armstrong International Inc., (Individually and as successor to Armstrong ~ Machine Works) be 

and the same are hereby dismissed withprejudice and without costs. 

/ - 
. B Z G f i 6 A N O  

LaSorsa & Beneventano 

ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. 
3 Barker Avenue, White Plains, NY 10601 
Tel: (914) 682-3300 

STRAUSS Attorney for Defendant 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20TH FL 
New York, New York 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK NYCAL 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK IAS Part 30 
......................................................................... X (Heitler, J.) 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

INDEX NO: 190006/2011 
JOSEPH SAULS 

Plaintiff(s), 
NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

-against- SUMMARY 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al. 
Defendant(s) 

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. (Individually and as 

successor to Armstrong Machine Works) hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant Armstrong International, Inc. (Individually and as successor to 

Armstrong Machine Works) with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Armstrong International Inc., (Individually and as successor to 

Armstrong Machine Works) be and 

without costs. 

Dated: White Plains, New York sL+ y201:*.. 
JASON DRINSK ,ESQ. '. 
EA & STMUSS, LLC 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20TH FL 
New York, NY 10017 International, Inc. (S/h/a Armstrong 

International, Inc., Individually and as 
Successor to Armstrong Machine Works) 
3 Barker Ave., White Plains NY 1060 1 

SO ORDERED, 

OCT 192012 



I 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE ST 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X (Heitler, J.) ......................................................................... 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I JUL 2 3 2 0 \ 2  

ISAAC RUBIN and SHEILA RUBIN 

Plaintiff(s), 
NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

-against- SUMMARY 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al. 
Defendant(s) 

X ........................................................................ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Armstrong International, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Armstrong International Inc., be and the s m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. 
3 Barker Avenue, White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Tel: (914) 682-3300 

New York, NY 10036 
Tel: (212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
IAS Part 30 

Ieitler, J.) ~ 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

GEORGE ZACHMANNN and ARLENE 
ZACHMANNN 

Plaintiff(s), 

I J U I  2 32012 I 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendant@) AND ORDER 
X ........................................................................ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Armstrong International, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Armstrong International Inc., be and the sam eby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plains, New York 

546 Fifth Avenue - qfh Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
Tel: (212) 681-1575 

Attorney for Defendant 

3 Barker Avenue, White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Tel: (914) 682-3300 

\. ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



GEORGE T. HOBBS, JR. and MARIE JANE HOBBS 

Plain tiff(s), 

-against- 

INDEX NO: 190030/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. (Individually and as successor to 

Armstrong Machine Works) hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled action, pursuant 

to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Armstrong International, Inc. 

(Individually and as successor to Armstrong Machine Works) with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

Armstrong International Inc., (Individually and as successor to Armstrong Machine Works) be 

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

Dated: White Plains, New York 

EARLY, LUDWICK, SWEENEY 
&STMUSS Attorney for Defendant 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20TH FL 
New York, New York, 100 17 

rsa & Beneventano 

ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC.(S/Wa 
Armstrong International, Inc , Individually and as 
Successor to Armstrong Machine Works) 
3 Barker Avenue, White Plains, NY 10601 

~ 

NoJ 0 7 lo'' 
SO ORDERED, 



CHESTER W. ZYCH 
PIaintiff(s1, INDEX NO: 1901 62/12 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

AND ORDER 

ALSTROM POWER, INC., et a1 
Defendant($) JUDGMENT MOTION 

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Armstrong International, Inc. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Armstrong International Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 1 

1 Dated: White Plains, New York 
July 2 5 , 2 0 1 2  

BNAN EARLY, ESQ. 

STRAUSS Attorney for Defendant 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20TH FLOOR 
New York, NY 10017 0 

EARLY, LUCARELLI, SWEENEY a 

ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. 
venue, White Plains, NY 1060 1 

(212) 986-2233 

SO ORDERED, 



f 

______ ................................................... X (Heitler, J.) 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JUL 2 32012 
IAS MOTION SUPPORT OFFICE 

INDEX NO: 190140/2011 

Plaintiff@), 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendant(s) AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Armstrong International, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Dated: White Plains, New Y o r L  

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

Armstrong International Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Bellu Fox LLP 
Atto ey for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue - 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
Tel: (212) 681-1575 

ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. 
3 Barker Avenue, White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Tel: (914) 682-3300 

fi 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

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

Index No: 1903 1811 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

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

, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. 
f/Ma Adience, Inc. f/k/a B 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

N E D  
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.87521 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 92 2012 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NOV 2 62012 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  NyCAL 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK IAS Part 30 

THOMAS HOUSTON & ELLEN HOUSTON INDEX NO: 
1901 1912012 

Plain tiff(s), 
NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

-against- SUMMARY 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION, et a1 
Defendant(s) 

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Armstrong International, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Armstrong International Inc., be and the hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plains, New York 
("J&iibe,r .3 ,2O 12 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
126 East 56th Street, 7* Floor 
New York, NY 10022 

Attorney for Defendant 
ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. 
3 Barker Avenue, White Plains, NY 10601 
Tel: (914) 682-3300 

-- 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
IAS Part 30 

X (Heitler, J.) ......................................................................... 

RONALD SZAMATULSKI INDEX NO: 190079/2011 
Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
N O  OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY AMERICAN OPTICAL COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant(s) JUDGMENT MOTION 
........................................................................ x ANDORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. (Individually and as 

successor to Armstrong Machine Works) hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant Armstrong International, Inc. (Individually and as successor to 

Armstrong Machine Works) with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Armstrong International Inc., (Individually and as successor to 

Armstrong Machine Works) be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

EARLY & S%k4USS, LLC 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20TH FL 
New York, NY 1001 7 

SO ORDERED, 

THOMAS M. BENEVENTANO 
LaSorsa & Beneventano 
Attorney for Defendant Armstrong 
International, Inc. (S/Wa Armstrong 
International, Inc., Individually and as 
Successor to Armstrong Machine Workr) 
3 Barker Ave., White Plains NY I0601 


