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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

IN re: Complex Asbestos Case No.: No. 828684

Litigation: - Minute Order -Overruling
Defendant’s Objections to the
Court's Statement of Decision
After Trial

Patricia anderegg, et al.
Plaintiffs,

va.

Center for Claims Resolution,
Defendant.

On February 6, 2004, the Court heard defendant Center for
Claims Resolution’s objections to the Court’s Statement of
Decision after Trial filed on December 15, 2003. Plaintiffs
were represented by Gilbert Purcell, Esq.,.Oren Paul Noah, Esqg.
and Christina Caspary Skubic, Esq. Defendant Center for Claims
Regolution was represented by William F. Sheehan, Esg., John T.
Devlin, Esgq., and Camille K. Fong, Esqg.
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Superior Court of California

County of San Francisco
In re: Complex Asbestos Litigation, Case Number: 828684
Patricia Anderegg, et él.,
: . Plaintiff{(s)
Vs,

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

Center for Claims Resolution - (CCP 10132 (4))
Defendant(s)

I, Garth Sayers, a Deputy Clerk of the Supertor Court of the City and County of San
Francisco, certify that I am not a party to the within action.

On March 2, 2004 I served the attached MINUTE ORDER OVERRULING
DEFENDANT’S OBJECTIONS TO THE COURT’S STATEMENT OF DECISION AFTER
TRIAL by placing a éopy thereof in a sealed envélope, addressed as follows:

" Gilbert L. Purcell, Esq. - - - . ......... CamilleK.Fong, Bsq.

BRAYTON PURCELL Lisa L, Oberg, Esq.

222 Rush landing Road McKENNA LONG & ALDRIDGE
PO Box 6169 One Market

Novato, CA 94948-6169 Spear Tower, Suite 3500

San Francisco, CA 94105-1475

William F, Sheehan, Esq.
John T, Devlin, Esq.
- SHEA & GARDNER
.. 1800 Massachusetts Avenue, N. W.
‘Washington, DC 20036

and, I then placed the sealed envelopes in the outgoing mail at 400 McAllister Street, San Francisco,
CA. 94102 on the date indicated above for collection, attachment of required prepaid postage, and
mailing on that date following standard court practices.

| Dated: March 2, 2004

GORDON PARK-LI, Clerk

By: GARTH SAYERS
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Based upon the pleadings and the oral argument of counsel
defendant’s objections are overruled and the Statement of

Decigion after Trial ghall stand.

Dated: February 27, 20b4

erigé“gziiidiudge
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