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Logcll~c~~ lricd bc aclhs lhc said  11~11 dircclirlg order  ati for Courl this niovcd having 
#2 Long Beach Memorial Hospital#l/ third-party plaintiff in action 

#2
INDEX NO.: 8667-1999

CHARLES PETER HACKETT, D.O.,

Defendant.

The following papers read on this motion (numbered l-3):

Notice of Motion .............................. . 1
Affirmation .................................. . 2
Affirmation in Support......................... . 3

The defendant in action 

-against- ACTION #1
INDEX NO.: 2857-1996

ANGELA A. INSOLERA, M.D., LONG BEACH
MEMORIAL HOSPITAL, JESSE A. SCHNEIDER,
M.D., ROBERT CANTER, M.D., and NATIONAL
EMERGENCY SERVICES, INC.,

Defendants.

LONG BEACH MEDICAL CENTER,

Plaintiff,

-against -

ACTION 

7/28/00

TRIAL/IAS, PART 21
TERRENCE FARR, An Infant, by CHARSLEY,
MITCHELL, His Person or Agent having legal
custody,

NASSAU COUNTY

Plaintiffs, MOTION DATE: 

- STATE OF NEW YORK
Present:

HON. F. DANA WINSLOW,
Justice

y2A/C/
SHORT FORM ORDER

SUPREME COURT 



trial.wpdG:\INDOX\Fm  Joint 

25,200O

13,200O directive, issued as part of the Certification Conference, and it is further,

ORDERED that counsel for movant-defendant serve a copy of this Order on the attorneys
for all other parties who have appeared in these actions, said service to be made within 20 days of
the date of entry of this Order.

I

Dated: August 

COUI-l’s
July 

his Lo pt~rs\IiIllt rcs~mwx discovery complclc provide counsel  all lhal 

6,200O be tried together without consolidation, and it is further;

ORDERED 

IO”’ day of July, 2000 and the exhibits thereto attached
with proof of due service thereof in support of said motion and after hearing Mary A. Jewels,
attorney for the defendant/third-party plaintiff in support of said motion and no one having appeared
in opposition thereto and it appearing to the Court ’s satisfaction that the above-entitled actions
involve common questions of law and fact and that said actions can be tried together without
inconvenience or prejudice to a substantial right of any party to the said actions, and due deliberation
having been had, it is

ORDERED that the motion be and the same is hereby granted, and it is further;

ORDERED that the two above-entitled actions presently scheduled for trial commencing
September 

IOlh day of July, 2000 and the
affirmation of Mary A. Jewels, sworn to the 

consolidation and for such other and further relief as may to the Court seem just and proper, and said
motion having come on regularly to be heard,

NOW, on reading and filing the notice of motion dated the 


