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IN THE CIRCUIT CO.URT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY
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- ORDER
This matter came to be heard on the 22-)—} day of qﬂw , 2012 on the

P}@(s)mefendant(s) motion b M*ébbcl otr by 7l e

Upon the matters presented to the Court at the hearing, it is hereby

ADJUDGED, ORDERED, and DECREED as follows:

T suelicn 15 DEBIED . o

Entered this 21 day of@, 2012. f}

Circuit Court Judge '
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VIRGINIA:
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY
SAMANTHA HARRIS
Plaintiff,
V. Case No: 2011-05237
WILLIAM SCHUILING

Defendant.

ORDER

THIS MATTER came before the Court on August 17, 2012 on Defendant’s Motion for
Entry of an Order for a Stay; and

IT APPEARING to the Court the Motion should be granted, it is

ORDERED this matter is stayed.

ENTERED this 17" day of August, 2012.
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JUDGE—"

I ASK FOR THIS:

COrtlgusn

Johtt D. McGavin, Esquire

VSB: 21794

Counsel for Defendant, William Schuiling
BANCROFT, McGAVIN, HORVATH & JUDKINS, P.C.
3920 University Drive

Fairfax, Virginia 22030

(703)385-1000 Telephone

(703)385-1555 Facsimile

BANOQDQ’. MA@QORVAW & JUDKINS, P.C.

2050 LINIVERSITY DRIVE « FAIRFAY VIRGINIA 22030 + {703) 385-1000 = FAX (703) 385-1555
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Counsel for Plaintiff

BANCROFT, Mga@ugu n@'@ & JUDKINS, P.C.
3920 UNIVERSITY DRIVE + FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA 22030 = {703} 3851000 = FAX (703) 385-1555
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William Schuilingv. Samanthadarris- No. 12158:

Assignments of Error

1. The trial court erred by holding that the statutory power to appoint an
arbitrator whenever an arbitration agreement’s method of arbitration
“fails or for any reason cannot be followed,” Va. Code Ann. § 8.01-
581.03, is inapplicable when the agreement identifies a specific
arbitration forum that subsequently becomes unavailable.

2. The trial court erred in holding (based only on the language of the
parties’ arbitration agreement, without presentation of any other
evidence, and contrary to the established doctrine that ambiguities
should be construed in favor of arbitration) that the arbitration
agreement’s identification of the “National Arbitration Forum” (NAF) as
the arbitration forum was an “integral” contract term, such that the
parties’ arbitration agreement became unenforceable upon NAF's
inability to serve in that capacity.

137


sboard
Typewritten Text
William Schuiling v. Samantha Harris - No. 121582




