AS MENTS OF ERRO

1. The trial court erred in striking Ms. Howell's evidence and entering
judgment for the defendants.

2. The trial court erred in sustaining a demurrer on the issue of informed
consent.

3. The trial court erred by excluding medical records and limiting cross-
examination of defense witnesses.

4. The trial court erred in allowing defense counsel to use a PowerPoint
presentation and “demonstratives” during opening statements.

5. The trial court erred in limiting direct examination of Ms. Howell and
improperly qualified a defense expert witness.
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WILFORD TAYLOR, JH

JUDGE

CHRISTOPHER W. HUTTON

R March 28, 2007
Via Facsimile and R r Mail Via Facsimile and
Paul L. Warren, Esquire Donna Foster, Esquire
Warren & Associates PLC LeClair Ryan, P.C.
500 East Main Street, Suite 830 Riverfront Plaza, East Tower
Norfolk, VA 23510 P.O. Box 2499

Richmond, VA 23218-2499

Inre: Esther H. Howell v. Ajmal Sobhan, M.D., individually, et als
Case No. CL06-1187

Dear Counsel:

In reference to the above captioned matter the Court has considered arguments made
March 19®, 2007 as well as previously filed written material.

The Court rules as follows:

e Defendants’ Motion to Quash the deposition of Ajmal Sobhan, M.D. is denied.

* Defendants Demurrer is taken under advisement as to claims of “other such negligence™
set forth in Plaintif’s Amended Complaint §17. Plaintiff is given 21 days after taking the
deposition of defendant, Ajmal Sobhan, DI, to plead the allegation of “other such
negligence” with more specificity and facts. Should Plaintiff fail to do so, within 21 days
of taking of the deposition of Dr. Sobhan, Defendant’s Demurrer on this claim will be
sustained and the claim will be dismissed with prejudice. '

« Defendant, Steven Hopson, M.D. is dismissed with prejudice.
= As the Court previously ruled, Defendants’ Demurrer is sustained as to the claim of
negligent supervision set forth in Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint § 16 and holds that

Negligent Supervision is not a viable cause of action in Virginia. Accordingly, the claim
fails as a matter of law and is dismissed, with prejudice.
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s Defendants’ Demurrer is sustained as to the claim of lack of informed consent set forth
in Plaintiff’s Motion for Judgment 1§15(e) and 16.

The Court requests that Ms. Foster prepare an Order reflecting these rulings and circulate the -
same for endorsement and entry.

The Clerk is direcied to send a certified coy of this Order to all counsel of record.

Yours m
is R. Lerner
Judge

LRL/ah
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE CITY OF HAMPTON
ESTHER H. HOWELL
Plaintiff,

Y. Case No. CLOGO0D1187-00

AJMAL SOBHAN, MD, individually
and STEVEN HOPSON, MD, individually
and SOBHAN & HOPSON SURGICAL PC

Defendants.

ORDER

On Monday, March 19, 2007 came before the Honorable Louis R. Lemner, the
Plaintiff, Esther Howell (“Plaintiff”"), and the Defendants, Ajmal Sobhan, M.D., Steven
Hopson, M.D., and Sobhan & Hopson Surgical PC (*Defendants™), by their respective
counsel, on the Demurrer filed by the Defendants,

The Court Rules as Follows:

WHEREFORE, it is ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED:

L. Defendants’ Motion to Quash the deposition of Ajmal Sobhan, M.D. is denied.

r Defendants’ Demurrer is taken under advisement as to claims of “other such
negligence” set forth in Plaintiff's Amended Complaint 4] 17. Plaintiff is given 21 days
after taking the deposition of defendant, Ajmal Sobhan, M.D., to plead the allegation of
“other such negligence” with more specificity and facts. Should Plaintiff fail to do so,
within 21 days of taking the deposition of Dr. Sobhan, Defendants’ Demurrer on this
claim will be sustained and the claim will be dismissed with prejudice.

3. Defendant, Steven Hopson, M.D. is dismissed from this action, with prejudice.
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3; As the Court previously ruled, Defendants’ Demurrer is sustained as to the claim
of Negligent Supervision set forth in Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint § 16 and holds that
Negligent Supervision is not a viable cause of action in Virginia. Accordingly, the claim
fails as a matter of law and is dismissed, with prejudice;

4, Defendants” Demurrer is sustained as to the claim of lack of informed consent set

forth in Plaintiff’s Motion for Judgment §§15(e) and 16.

The Clerk is directed to send a certified copy of this Order to all counse] of record.

Date: Zb"‘ﬁ 200—(

(M e

Judge
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W?@U THIS:
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Megan A. Scanlon, Esg. (VSB No. 73388)
LeClair Ryan, A Professional Corporation
Riverfront Plaza, East Tower

951 E. Byrd Street

P.O. Box 2499

Richmond, Virginia 23218-2499

(804) 783-2003 / (804) 783-2294 (fax)
Counsel for Defendants

SEE.TJMﬂ Wwﬁ 74.,-{3:.-«-' veartn LT i *fi(/..&ﬂ.ﬂ&'r-—

Pa; L. Warren, Esq,

Warren & Associates PLC

SotEast Wl veeet

i 407 puke St. , Stfe. (60
Norfolk, VA 23510

Counsel for Plaintiff
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE CITY OF HAMPTON
ESTHER H. HOWELL
Plaintiff,
Y. Case No. CLﬁﬁ}ﬁmllST-{]{}
AJMAL SOBHAN, MD, individually
and DR. SOBHAN & DR, HOPSON
SURGICAL P.C. (improperly sued as
SOBHAN & HOPSON SURGICAL PC)

Defendants.

FINAL JUDGMENT ORDER

On May 5, 2008, came the parties, Plaintiff, Est]'u;,r Howell (“Plaintiff'"), and the
Defendants, Ajmal Sobhan, M.D., individually and Dr. Sobhan & Dr. Hopson Surgical,
P.C. improperly sued as Sobhan & Hopson Surgical PC (“Defendants™), in person and by
counsel, and came also a jury empaneled by the Court. The Plaintiff’s evidence was
commenced, but the hour being late was not completed. The case was continued to May 6,
2008.

On May 6, 2008, again came the parties, in person and by counsel, and also the jury
pursuant to its adjournment of the previous day. The Plaintiff continued to present
evidence, but the hour being late was not completed. The case was continued to May 7,
2008.

On May 7, 2008, again came the parties, in person and by counsel, and also the jury
pursuant to its adjournment of the previous day. The Plaintiff continued to present
evidence. At the conclusion thereof, the Plaintiff rested. The Defendants moved to strike

the Plaintiff’s evidence, which motion was denied. Thereafter, the presentation of the
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Defendants’ evidence was commenced, but the hour being late, was not completed. The
case was continued until May 8, 2008,

On May 8, 2008, again came the parties, in person and by counsel, and also the jury
pursuant to its adjournment of the previous day. The Defendants continued to present
evidence, but the hour being late was not completed. The case was continued to May 9,
2008.

On May 9, 2008, again came the parties, in person and by counsel, and also the jury
pursuant to its adjournment of the previous day. The presentation of the Defendants’
evidence continued and was completed, at the conclusion of which, the Defendants rested.
The Defendants renewed their motion to strike the Plaintiff's evidence, which motion was
GRANTED.

It is hereby ADJUDGED, ORDERED, and DECREED that summary judgment is
hereby entered in favor of the Defendants, Ajmal Sobhan, M.D., individually and Dr.
Sobhan & Dr. Hopson Surgical, P.C. improperly sued as Sobhan & Hopson Surgical PC.

It is further:

ADJUDGED, ORDERED, and DECREED that this action is DISMISSED WITH

PREJUDICE.

The Clerk shall send a certified copy of this Final Judgment Order to all counsel of

record.

AND THIS CAUSE IS ENDED.
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WE ASK FOR THIS:

‘hfﬁ jg%lffcr ﬁmwz/gjog&/

Donna L. Foster, Esq. (VSB. No. 42220)
Jodi B. Simopoulos, Esq. (VSB No. 68789)
LeClair Ryan, A Professional Corporation
Riverfront Plaza, East Tower

951 E. Byrd Street

P.O. Box 2499

Richmond, Virginia 23218-2499

Counsel for Defendants

SEEN AND ﬁﬁ}rdfr/ Hr o e reasons stated be e, nfh'-'r‘?'

and afFer Frial and specifically with espect the (Buvfs
W‘*ﬁ < tase {8 fre javy -.J.mtv.‘;_c..g Platmt s

et evi Bwce awl 2 !

Pauf L. Warren, Esq. J N

Warren & Associates PLC 7@/ D‘b‘“ﬂ&“’h

500 East Main Street

Suite 830

Norfolk, Virginia 23510
Counsel for Plaintiff
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