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App. 1
VIRGINIA:

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE COUNTY OF HENRICO
Helen White Winn, Plaintiff
v. .

Meredith Carwell Wimn
8609 Oakview Avenue
Richmond, Virginia 23228, Defendant

BILL OF COMPLAINT .77 237

TO THE HONORABLE JUDGES OF THE SAID COURT:

Your Plaintiff, Helen White Winnm, reépectfull& represents unto
éhe Court the following cause: | |

1. That the Plaintiff and the Defendant were lawfully married
in Charles County, M$ryland on May 10, 1961f/

2. That both the Plaintiff and the Defendant are members of the
white race and over tﬁe age of twenty-one (21) years. )

3. That the Plaintiff is now and has been for more than one (1)
year next preceding the institution of this suit, domiciled inm and an actual
bona fide res;dent of the Cémmonwealth of Virginia.

4. That there have been no children bormn to the Plaintiff and
the Defendant as a result of this marriage.

"5, That the Plaintiff will show unto the Court that the.
Defendant, Meredith Carwell Winn, did willfully.desert and abandon your
Plaintiff in that on January 9, 1973, he did leave the home of the parties,
abandoning the Plaintiff, which sald separation has been continuous and
uninterrupted since the aforesaid date.

IN CONSIDERATION WHEREOF, your Plaintiff prays that she be
granted a divorce from the Defendant on the ground of desertion of the
Plaintiff by the Defendant with the leave to merge the same into a divorxce
from the bond of matrimony as provided by law; that the Defendant be required .
to pay to the Plaintiff a reasonable sum as alimony both temporary apd

permanent; that the Defendant be required to pay to the Plaintiff reasonable

\7:1.:(( 7 7} 1 s .-,«7(7’_ /’77?
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App. 2
attorney's fees and costs of this proceeding; and that your Plaintiff may have

such further and general relief as the nature of her cause may require.

HELEN_WHITE WINN
/ /)” ey

y ,‘/./( A e =
N _

Counsel

Richard J. Stahl

HORWITZ, BAER & NEBLETT, INC.
3339 West Cary Street
Richmond, Virginia 23221
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VIRGINIA;
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE COUNTY OF HENRICO
HELEN WHITE WINN, " Plaintiff,
Ve
MEREDITH CARWELL WINN
8609 Oakview Avenue
Richmond, Virginia 23228, , Defendant.
AMENDED BILL OF COMPLAINT
TO THE HONORABLE JUDGES OF THE SAID COURT:

Your Plaintiff, Helen White Winn, respectfully represents unto the
Court the following cause:

1. That the Plaintiff and the Defendant were lawfully married in
Charles County,Maryland, on May 10, 1961.

2. That both the Plaintiff and the Defendant are members of the white
race and over the age of eighteen years.

3. That the Plaintiff is now and has been for more than one year
next preceding the institution of this suit, domiciled in and an actual
bona fide resident of the Commonwealth of Virginia.

i 4. That the Defendant is now a resident of the County of Hearico,
Virginia.

5. That there have been.no children born to the Plaintiff and the
Defendant as a result of this marriage.

6. That the Plaintiff will show unto the Court that the Defendant,
IMeredith Carwell Winn, did wilfully dese?é and abandon your Plaintiff in

that on January 9, 1973, he did leave the home of the parties, abandoning

the Plaintiff, which said separation has.beamcontinﬁous and uninterrupted
since the aforesaid date.

IN CONSIDERATION WHEREOF, your Plaintiff prays that she be granted
a divorce a vinculo matrimonii from the Defendant on the groundé of desertion
of the Plaintiff by the Defendant for a period in excess of one calendar year
all in accordance with Sec. 2091, sub-paragraph 6 of the 1950 Code of

Virginia, as amended; and that your Plaintiff may have such further and

4
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general relief as the nature of her cause may requiree. '

HELEN WHITE WINN

By_%%—f%

C. B. Neblett, Jr.

HORWITZ, BAER & NEBLETT, INC.
3339 West Cary Street
Richmond, Virginia 23221

CERTIFICATE

1 certify that I have mailed a copy of the foregoing Amended Bill of
Complaint to Andrew Wood, Esquire, Suite 1501, 700 Building, 700 East
Main Street, Richmond, Virginia 23219, Counsel of Record for Meredith
Carwell Winn, on this the Zé day of / , 1974,

M%M

C. B. Neblett, e 8

7



VIRGINIA: 2pp. 5

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE COUNTY OF HANOVER.

HELEN WHITE WINN, . Plaintiff,
‘VB-
. MEREDITH CARWELL WINN, Defendant.

STIPULATION IN ACCORDANCE WITH
SEC. 20-109.1 OF THE CODE OF VIRGINIA

AGREEMENT made this 9th day of January, 1973, by and be~
tween HELEN W. WINN of Hanover County, Virginia, hereinafter
referred to as "Wife', and MEREDITH C. WINN of the County of
Hanover, hereinafter referred to as "Husband", '

WHEREAS, the parties hereto are husband and wife; and

WHEREAS, marital difficulties have arisen between the par-
ties and the parties are now separated with no possible chance of
reconciliation; and

WHERFAS, divorce proceedings are now pendigg,in—ehezcif-.
cult Court of Hanover County; and

WHEREAS, the parties desire to settle all of the financial
and property Qatters existing between themselves.

NOY, THEREFORE, in consideratlon of the premises and the
mutual covenants and agrcements hérein contained, the parties
do mutually agree as follows:

FIRST: That each of the said parties is fully and com-
pletely informed of the financial and personal status of the
other, and each of the parties has given full and mature thought
to the making of this agreement, and all of the obligations con-
tained herein, and that each of the said parties understands thal

the agreement and obligations assumed by the other, are assumed
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. with the. expresa understanding and agreement chac they -are. in véﬁ’

.fu11 satisfaction of all obliga:tons, which each of said parties
now has or may hereafter or otherwise have towardbthe_other,
SECOND: The husband will convey by deed all his righﬁ,
ﬁitle and interest in and to a certain parcel pf'real_eétate
| with improvements thereon designated as Lot 3, Block D,'of Sec-
tion 3, of Oak Hill Estates, known Ss 404 Sunset DriQe, H;nove;l
éounty, Virginia, heretofore owned by them as tenants by the
entirety with riéhts of survivorship as at common law, unto the
wife as her sole‘and séparate propergy, free énd clear of any
claim or interest on behalf of the husband in or‘to saild property
but subject to a Deed of Trust the balanée of which is approxi-
métely SEVENTEEN THOUSAND FOUR HUNDRED EIGHT-ONE DOLLARS AND
SIXTY-FIVE CENTS ($17,481.65).
THIRD: The husband will convey by deed all his right,
title and interest in and to a certain parcel of real estate
with improvements thereon designated as Lot B, as shown on a plat
of survey by William Hugh Redd, dated May 19, 1959, recorded in
Plat Book 26, Page 33,-Number 4, Hanover County, Virginia, and
'fknown as 405 Sunset Drive. '
- FOURTH: Husband agrees to pay to the Wife for the months o
January and February, 1973, or until such sooner timi as the
aforeséid property at 404 Sunset Drive, Hanover County, Virginia,

is sold and the proceeds distributed to the Wife, the mortgage

payments on both}the aforesaid parcels of property in addition tg

the cost of all utilities on the aforesaid property at 404 Sun-
set Drive, Hanover County, Virginia.
FIFTH: The parties agree that each has received all the

items of personal property to which either is entitled, with the
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exception of the following:

a. The Husband shall be entiﬁled to receive the liv-
ing room suite preseﬁcly located at 404 Sunset Drive, Hanover
Cbunty, Virginia, and corsisting of sofa, two accent chairs,
coffee table, end table, circular commode table, console ahd
mirror, and two lamps; assorted dishes and pots and pans; antique
clock; the Husband's bedroom suite; red recliner; platform rock-
ing chair; wooden desk presently located in the study; den lamp;
black and white portable TV; window air-condicionér; freezer;
assorted lawn equipment; the Chrysler automobile; oil paipcing
in the den; the safe; and personal articles and clothing.

b. The Wife aprees to convey all her right, title and

fnterest in and to(l) Parham Hills Christian Church General

Obligaition Bond, (2) 20 shares of Home Beneficlal Life Insurance

Company stock, and(3) a certificate of ownefship of interment
rights in t&he Sgnal Hill Memorial Park.,

c. Wife agrees that ﬁusband shall have ownership and
) possession of the partics‘pet dog.

Hereafter, each party shall own, free of any claim by the
other, all itéms of pfoperty of every klna which are now owned
or agreed to be'ctangferred pursuant to this paragraph[ or which
ﬁay"hereafter be acquired by him or her, and each party shall be
free to dispose of the same as fully and effectively as if he
or she were unmarried. _ |

SIXTH: ‘It is further ag?eed that the parties will execute
properly all documents of any kind ;nd character and perform all
acts or deeds which may be necessary or proper to carry out the

texms herein, the attorney's costs for which are to be shared

-3-
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equally. .

SEVENTH: Each party shall hereafter.be solely responsible
for his own degts or bills incurred except a§ may otherwise be
agreed herein, and neither shall in any way incur any obligation
for the other, Each party further agrees to hold ha;mless the
other from all suits, claims, obligatioﬂs or charges of what-‘
ever nature or description brought by any person, company,
goverrmental entity or other claimant, and to'indemnify the other
as against any‘and.all losses so suffered, arising out of or
resulting from a breach by either of any of ;he provisions of
this agreement, such indemnification to include costs and attor-
ney's fees.

EIGHTH: Husband agrees that he will maintain for a period
of two years from the execution of this Agreement the present"
group hqspitalization policy carried on the Wife through the
Traveler's Insﬁrance Company, or a similar policy cdntaining sub-
stantially the same benefits. It is agreed that such payments
shall terminate if the Wife remarries prilor to the expiration of
sald two years. |

NINTH: The Wife agrees as consideration for the benefits
received under this Agreement that the said benefits are in lieu
of any alimony, maintenance, support or dower othér tban as here-
in set forth and that the husband's separate estate shall here-
after remain free and clear of any claims of any nature on be-
half of the wife by virtue of the marriage or otherwise,

TENTH: The parties agre; that they will in no way inter- -
fere with each other's business or social activities.

ELEVENTH: The Husband agrees to pay to Tommy P. Baer,

Attorney for the Wife, the sum of THREE HUNDRED DOLLARS ($300.00)

A
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as attorney's fees and costs for professional services rendered

"to the Wife,

TWELFTH: A wmodification or waiver of any of the provi-
sions of this agreement shall be effective only if made in:

writing and executed with the same formality as this agreement,

"The failure of either party to insist upon strict performance

of any of the provisions of this agreement shall not be construed
as a waiver of any subsequent default of the same or siﬁilaf
nature,

THIRTEENTH: This agreement shall be construed and governed
in accordance with the laws of the State'of Virginia.

FOURTEENTH: If'any pro&ision of this agréement is held
to be invalié or unenforceable, all ochér provisions shall
nevertheless continue in full force and effect.

| FIFTEENTH: The provisions of :his‘agreément shall be
binding upon the parties hereto, thelr heirs, assigns, and per-
sonal representatives, v -

SIXTEENTH: Each-of the parties hereto agree that fhis
agreement has been entered 1into vqluntariiy and without fear of
compulsion, and represents the deliberate consent of each of
the saild parties freely arrived at.

SEVENTEENTH ’fhis agreement shall take effect immediately
upon execution. The parties further agree that this agreement

shall be regarded as a Stipulation in accordance with Section

20-109.1 of the Code of Virginia and will be submitted to the

Circuit Court of Hanover County for affirmation and ratification,

and that the terms of same will be incorporated in any decree

5=
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the Court may herein enter. S

WITNESS the following signatures and seals:

4

TEiuzh, 1 Tedeprs (SEAL)
HELEN W. WINN

ittt

MEREDITH C. WINN

STATE OF VIRGINIA
CITY OF RICHMOND, to-wit: _

I, the undersigned Notary Public in and for the City of
Richmond, in the State of Virginia, do hereby certify that
HELEN W, WINN and MEREDITH C. WINN  whose names are signed to
the aforesaid Stipulation, bearing date on the 9th day of Jan-
uary, 1973, has acknowledged. the same before me inAmy City
aforesald. |

Given under my hand this 9___%_“. day of January, 1973,

' I
My commission expires: o3-<2¢- 739

d Qe

tary/Public




"Helen White Winn, is now absolutely divorced from the defeadant, |

VIRGINIA: '. B B e . App. 11’

 IN THE CIRGUIT com OF THE COUNTY OF mamzzco -
HELEN mrz WINN, :,‘ ".;.1[ PR Plaintiff,
MEREDITH CARWELL WINN, '~ © . Defendant.

FIvAL pECREE /7)< D377
This causa, yhichAhas:been';egularly matﬁred,fdocketed and set
for hearzng, came on this day to be heard upon the Bill of Complaiat, upon
proo. of proper snd legal service’ o; process ‘upon the De‘endaﬂ . upon '

the Answer of the Defendant;'Upon the Amended Bill of Complant; the

-Order allowing the filing thereof and the Answer to the Amended Bill
-of Complaint; upon the deposzuzons of wztnesses on behQI& of the Plaiatiff,
- zegularly taken afte~ proper and legal notice-to the Defendana, and filed

" in accordance with law, and was argued by counsel.

UPON CO@SIDERAIION WHEREOF, the Court finds evidence, independently
of any admissions of the parties in the pleadings or otherwise, the follow-
ing facts: that the parties are members of the white race and over the age

of eighteen; that they were lawfully married in ‘the City of LaPlaia,

“ Maryland, on May 10, 1961; that there are no infant childrea dorn of this

marriage; that the plaintiff is domiciled in and is and has been an actual
bona fide reisdent of the Commonwealth of Virginia for a period of wmore
than one year immediately preceding the commencement of this sult; that

the defendant was & res.denh of the County of Henxico, ‘Virginia, at the

time of the commencement of this suit; that the charge of w;l;ul

desertion to the plalntxf‘ by the de-eﬂdant on Janua y 9, 1973, as

alleged in the bill of complaint, has been fully proved by the evidence,
and that tho plaintiff Ls ontitled to tha roelief prayad fox,

" Accordingly, it is ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the plaintiff,
i

1
i
'

Meredzth Carwell W;nn, ‘fxom the bond of ma:rinoﬂy'on the

‘ground of wilful éesertxonlq. the plain:sz by the defeﬂdaut for a

’
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perzod o~ more than one year, a“d uHat thu bond of matrzmon/ creayed . I

by the marriage between~.hese partzes of Nay 10, 1961, is, dxssolved. f.ﬂ
.H}  ;éi? - And it appearzng .hat the pa.txes.have ente.ed into an agreeneﬂu

| daued January 9 1973 herehofo.e filed wzth tﬁe papers in this cause,

- the provisions of- sazd agreemeﬁ; concer11ng the cowdzt101s of

naﬁn;eﬂance of the parties are affzrned ratzfzed and incorporated

herezn and made arpar. of h;s decree by tﬁzs ra;erence, the defendant
" is hereby ORDERED to cOﬁply with all such provisions of this agreemeﬂb,

And nothxng furhher raﬂaz1¢ng to be dome herexﬂ, it is ORDERED

that thzs cause is sﬁrlcken from the docket aﬂd the papers placed -

?..'%';'3-7-7%
BBt Beti |

. P. q."-.,‘ A Cosy ' , - l
|
!
)
1

among the ended causes. ;nf:v {}i_u.;,%

Teste-
I have seen this: L

e B MARG T B. BAKER, CLERK
/\’741(«0 % WM p.d. ._ Wﬁ v——— :

_ Demty Clem o f

. —mem e

. . 'C. B. Neblett, Jr. RN
. - HORWITZ, BAER & NEBLETT, I.Nc.,,,, y

: {3339 Wes«. Cary Street : .
Gohs R&chnond Vlrgzﬂza 23221




AER anD NEBLETT
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

324 N. THOMPSON ST,
SUITE 3CO
1ICHMOND, VA, 23230

o App. 13
VIRGINIA: Pp. -

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE COUNTY OF HENRICO

'HELEN WHITE WINN TAYLOR, ‘ Plaintiff,
Ve | ' |
MEREDITH CARWELL WINN, ‘  Defendant.

TC TiHE HONORABLE JUDGES OF THE SAID COURT:

Your petitioner, Helen White Winn, respectfully

represents unto the Court the following case:

1. That a final decree of divorce was entered in
thisvcause on the 7th day of March, 1974, by the Honorable
E. Ballerd Baker, Jr., Judge,under Chancery.No. M-237.
That aéid decree contained a provision "that the parties

had entered into an agreement dated January ¢, 1973, hereto-

fore filed with the papers in this cause, the provisions of s&

agreenent concerning the conditicn of maintenance of the
parties are afﬁirmed, ratifisd end incorporated herein and
made a part of this decree by this reference: the defendant
is hereby ORDERED to'comﬁly'with &1l such provisions of
this agreement.”

2. Thet the aforementioned agreement bearing date
Januéry 9, 1973 1s a Stipulaticn in Accordance with Section

20—109.1 of the 1950 Code of Virginié, as amended. That seid

" agreement in Paragraph EIGHTH reads as follows:

"dusband agrees that he will maintain for a
period of two years from the execution of .
this Agreement the present group hoszitalization
policy carried on the wife through the Travelers
Insurance Company, or a similaxr policy containing
substantizlly the same benefits. It is agreed
that such psyments shall terminate if the Wife
remarries prior to the expiration of said two
vears."”

3. That the plaintiff, Helen White Winn Taylorvwas
hospitaiized at the Retreat Hospital, Richmoné, Virginia
from October 28, 1974 to November 8, 1974, for a sickness
and that zs a result thereof incurred debts and obligations

from physicians, hospitals and for related treatments and

IS




\ER anD NEBLETT
TTORNEYS AY LAW

<« M. THOMPSEON 67,
SUITE 300 :
MMOND, VA, 23230

that the Group Hospitalization Policy benefits were available

‘W. Wood, Hsguire, advising the defendant through his attorney

A Copy“Teété;

MARGARET B.. BAKER, Clerk -

App. 14
drugs in the total amount of $1,415.00. .

» 4. That the Trayelers:Insurance'Company’in a2 certain
létter béaring date of January 21, 1975 £o C. B. licblett, 5:.
Attorney, referring to Group Insurance Plan No. 146 ué 11802
signed by Joyce Jéfferéon denied coverage on. the gréunds
only tc the Wife of the insured. At the time of the siciness
a final decree of divorce previously mentioned herein had
been entered.

5. fThat during the pendency of the divorce action
Andrew ¥. Wood, Attorney,.represented thevdefendant vhile
Tomny P. Baer, Attorney, represcnteq the interest of the
plaintiff.  That on March 22, 1974, Tommv P. Baer addressed

and sent correspendence to and which was received by Andrew

that the plaintiff was nc longer being carried under the
Jefendant's health insurance policy. That on April 2, 1974,
Andrew W. Wood, Zsquire, forwarded a copy of the above
referred to correspondenée'at his residence 8609 Oak View
Avenue, Richmond, Virginia.

6. That the defendant failed to obtain additicnal {

insurance coverage for the petitionér herein, and as a result
thereof the damages complained of herein were suffered.

WHEREFORE, your plaintiff asks this Court tc cause thé
defendanﬁ to show cause why, if any he can, he shculd not be
punished@ for his contempt of the Court Ordér hereinbefore
entered and that he be ordered to pay the sum of $1,415.00
with jnterest at the rate of €% from Hovember 8, 1
further for an award of counsel fees to the Wife anc the
costs of this proceeding.

And vour plaintiff further prays that this matier be.

reinstated on the current docket of this Court and procegding

had £n such nature as to equity shall seem mect.

HELEN WHITE WINH;?'

P SRR =) '4
voun

o *  HELEN WHITE WINN TAYLO

By LO-Fe L O P

r

e d:
"Deputy Clerk

FROTRL T



EAER aND NEBLETTY
4TTORNEYS AT LAW
1934 N. THOMPSON ST,

E€UITE 300
FITHMOND, VA, 23230

~Petition, which is hereby ORDERED filed, and upon the

App. 15
VIRGINIA: ’

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE COUNTY OF HENRICO

HELEN WHITE WINN TAYLOR, Plaintiff,

V. vH- i
MEREDITH CARWELL WINN, Defendant.

OROEZ
Gy L™
This. cause came on this dav ch papers formerly o

read and on motion of the plaintiff for leave to file a

plaintiff's request to reinstate this cause on the current
docket of this Court, and for the issuance of a rule to
shpw cause and was argued by counsel. ;
UPON CONSIDERATION WHEREOF, it being représented to thﬁ
Court that the defendant, Meredith Carwell Winn, has failed
and refused to comply with the Court's Order of the 7th day |
of Mérch, 1974, ard a certain Stipﬁlation in Accordaﬁcé with
Section 20-109.1 of the 1950 Code of Virginia, as amended,_
said Stipulation being affirmed, ratiiied and incorporated.
in the final decree of divorce by reference and wherein the
defendant was ordered to comply with all provisions of said
Agreement, it is ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that ﬁhe
defendant, Meredith Carwell Winn, present himself in the Ccuft
Room of the Circuit Court of the County of Henrico located
at the intersection of Parham Road and Hungary. Springs ERoad,
Henrico County, Virginia, on the Exrd day oféékZGGLAL//

l9ﬁ at 3 /}h o'clock to show cause, if any he can,

Why he should not be punished for his contempt of the Ccurt's
Order.

Tt is further GRDERED that a copy of this Order be )
served on the defendant, Meredith Carwell Winn, at 1318 Headcy
Drive, Mechanicsville, Virginia, and that a copy of the

Petition be attached to and served with this Order, ttu psissn,

z? e / ‘on 7:5_.-
I ask for this: Gritey - H-7C
ﬂ ; T Sx Ol /:{a—,»t{,b.;
Iy
L%z S
- P4 7 i

C. B. NebBlett, Jr. o v
_ i A Copy Teste: : ]
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE COUNTY OF. HENRICO

HELEN WHITE WINN, Plaintiff,

. Case No. B-74
V. (M237)
MEREDITH CARWELL WINN, Defendant.
AFFIDAVIT

COMES NOW your affiant, _leredith C. VWinn, and states as
followsg

1. That he did at all times maintain Traveler's group
hospitalization policy No. 830283, as required by the Coﬁrt,
paying all premiums as and when they came due.

2. That he has in good faith complied fully with all
orders of this Court. — |

WHEREFORE, your affiant, prays that the petitions of the
plaintiff requesting that he be punished for contempt of court
be denied, and that -he be awarded counsel fees and the cost of

defending against this proceeding.

MEREDITH CARWELL WINN

STATE OF VIRGINIA,
CITY OF RICHMOND, to-wit:

Sworn before me this 3 day of ‘ , 1975,
by Meredith Carwell Winn.

My commission expires:

Notary Public

CERTIFICATE

I hereby certify that a true and exact copy of the foregoing
Affidavit was mailed first-class, postage fully prepaid, to
C. B. Neblett, Jr., Esquire, BAER & NEBLETT, Suite 300, 1004 N.
Thompson Street, Richmond, Virginia 23230, counsel of record for
the plaintiff, this day of , 1975.

YP-g.

Phoebe P. Hall
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Neea File

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

1004 NORTH THOMPSON STREET SUITE 3800 RICHAMOND, VIRGINIA 23230 804 '338-2131

TOMMY P. BAER

CLARENCE B. NEBLEIT, JR.

IRWIN A. HELLER

TN gl f-m(l

;3.-;¢c»r)

.25

T 1575

August 29, 1975

Honorable E. Ballard Baker

Judge .

Circuit Court of the County of Henrico
Parham and Hungary Springs Roads
Richmond, Virginia :

Re: Winn .v. Winn
Case No. M237:B-74

Dear Judge Baker:

Enclosed herewith is a copy of a letter that
I have received from Mrs. Joyce Jefferson,

Claim

Representative for Travelers Insurance Company
with regard to the above captioned matter which
1 shall appreciate your reviewing in connection

with this case.

" Thank you for your cooperatioﬁ.

Sincerely,

'%wM

JR.

. . NEBLETT,

CBNJr/rmw
Enclosqre:

RECEWEb
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T

' THE TRAVELERS

Claim Department : August 27, 1975

Paul H. Ervin, Manager

ir. Cs Bs Neblett, Jr.
Baer and Neblett

tivorneys at Law

1004 North Thompson Street
Richmond, Virginia 23230

Re: 146 HS 11802
146 HS 99503
Meredith lHnn
Helen — Vife
Vimn's Hauling, Inc.

Dear Mr. Nebletb:
I am in receipt of your letter of August 21, 1975, regarding Winn v. Winn.

I have reviewed the claim and determined that Travelers Insurance Company,
viould not have considered the October 28, 1974, confinement ab Retreat
Hospital as a pre-existing condition under the termsof the policy. Further,
this claim would not have been considercd related to the claim which was
filed in May, 1974 for treatment received by M Vinn on March 20, 197L.

If insurance had been available for the October 28, 197k, hospital confine-
ment, Basic benefits under Group Policy GA 830283 U 1ssued to Winn's
Hauling, Incorporated would have been as follows:

Retreat Hospital $1,029,00
Medical Specialists § 110.00

In addition to that, all excess expenses would have been covered under the
tajor Medical provision and additional bencfits of $125.76, would have been
payable under this provision.

Should you desire the claim file and/or the policy in court, these items
will have to be subpoened.

Veé,r‘)truly yours,
(12 a.) JOJce Jefferson
Claim Representative

[
e
.
i
o
<

RICHMOND OFFICE OF THE TRAVELERS INSURANCE COMPANIES
3810 West Rruad Sireet, P.O. Box 26124, Richmond, Virginia 22261 Telephone: (R04) 3539461
[ivvae £ e Slatoend e oy eger
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COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

EOMUND WALLER HENING, JR.

JubGe THE CIRCUIT COURT OF

JOHN WINGO KNOWLES
JubGe P. 0. BOX 27032

E. BALLARD BAKER RICHMOND 23273

JUDGE

FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
September 25, 1975

C. B. Neblett, Jr., Esquire
1004 North Thompson Street
Richmond, Virginia 23230

Phoebe B. Hall, Esquire
206 Heritage Building
10th and Main Streets
Richmond, Virginia 23219

Re: Case M-237 - Winn v. Winn

Dear Sir and Madam:

: By agreement of January 9, 1973, Helen Winn and Meredith
Winn sought to settle all financial matters between them resulting
from thelr marriage and separation. By Order of March 7, 1974,
Helen Winn was granted a final divorce and the provisions cof the
January 9, 1973, agreement relating to maintenance of the . parties
were incorporated in the decree by reference. V.C. § 20-109.1.

The Eighth item of the Agreement provides the problem--
and reads as follows: ‘

"Husband agrees that he will maintain for a period of
two years from the execution of this Agreement the present
group hospltalization policy carried on the wife through
the Traveler's Insurance Company, or a similar policy con-
taining substantially the same benefits. It is agreed that
such payments shall terminate i1f the wife remarries prior
to the expiration of the said two years."

* In March, 1974, after the final deé¢ree, Mrs. Winn had
hospltalization at the Retreat Hospital. Benefits were paid
through the Travelers group policy. However, some question arose
in Mrs. Winn's mind as to her coverage under this policy since the
divorce~~and thils question was communicated to Mr. Winn. Mr. Winn:
talked with the insurance agent, and continued to pay the premium
for Mrs. Winn on the policy. He says the agent advised that the
Travelers might or might not pay a claim for a divorced wife.

THE COUNTY OF HENRICO
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C. B. Neblett, Jr., Esquire
Phoebe B. Hall, Esquire -2 - September 25, 1975.-

v Mrs. Winn's attorney, by letter of March 22, 1974, to

Mr. Winn's then attorney, stated he had been informed that Mrs.

Winn was no longer being carried on Mr. Winn's policy and asked that
Mr. Winn comply with the agreement. A copy of this letter was for-
warded to Mr. Winn. Plt's Ex. 3, 4. Mr. Winn continued paying
premiums on the Travelers group policy through his employer. Mrs.
Winn took no further action. ’

On October 28, 1974, Mrs. Winn entered Retreat Hospital
and was discharged on November 8, 1974. . She testified she paid
$1,404.00, on this hospitalization. He?r claim for benefits under
" the Travelers group policy was denled for the reason that the
~dlvorce was final so Mrs. Winn was no longer the wife of Meredith

Winn and consequently was not a dependent covered under the policy.

Had coverage existed, Travelers would have paid $1,264.76.

Mrs. Winn has brought the matter up by a show cause order
and petition, secking $1,415, with interest from November 8, 1974,
alleging Mr. Winn has falled to comply with the March 7, 1974 Order.

Counsel for both sides have filed memoranda which have
been read and considered, but which will not be specifically referred
to for reasons of brevity.

The purpose of the Eighth item of the January 9, 1973,
Agreement was to provide Helen Winn with hospitalization benefits
for two years or untill she remarried. These benefits were to be
provided through the Travelers group policy or a similar policy.
Upon Helen Winn obtaining a final decree, the Travelers coverage
ceased. Her cbtalning a divorce was certainly something the parties
contemplated as not terminating her rights to hospitalization bene-
fits, because they agreed that payments for the coverage would
termlnate with her remarriage--an event which could only occur after
a final divorce.

Mr. Winn does not comply with this Eighth 1tem by main-
taining Travelers coverage which does not cover Mrs. Winn. e was
informed of the doubtfu 1 coverage; the policy, itself, seems clear.
The Eighth item requires him to provide, "... a similar policy..."
as an alternative to the Travelers policy. He did not attempt to
do this, apparently relying on the hope that coverage might exist.
His obligation was to provide more than mere hope.

Had Helen Winn been advised by Mr. Winn that the Travelers
coverage dld not apply and that he could or would do nothing more,
then she would have had a duty to mitigate, but absent that I see
no reason why she cannot rely on the Agreement.
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C B. Neblett Jr , Esquire - .
Phoebe B, Hall Es;uire -3 - September 25, 1975.

It appears that Travelers would have paid $1,264, 76 had
the coverage been in effect. Helen Winn 1s entitled to Judgment in
that amount, with interest from December 1, 1974.

Mr Neblett 1s requested to submit an order in accord

With best wilshes,

Yours very truly,

/{-:j QL?WJ’ /Suzéc_—_
E. Ballard Baker
Judge ' ‘
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Octobe: 8, 1975

Honorable E. Ballard Baker
Circuit Court of Henrico County
F. Q. 'Box 27032

Richrond, Virginia 23273

Re: Winn v. winn (B-74
' : M-—’I‘?)

Dear Judge Baker:

I am in receipt of your letter and a sketch of
order drafted by counsel for the plaintiff. 1In this
connection, I assume that plaintiff submitted no further
. memoranda or evidence in this case since I received no -
notification or copies of the same. In the event of
any such submission, I hereby request an opportunity to
examine and respond to the same prior to entry of any
order in this case.

| The sketch of order, endorsed by counsel of record,
together with defendant's objections to entry of the
proposed decree, is enclosed.

Sincerely,

Phoebe P. Hall

- PPH:le
Enclosures

cc: C. B. Neblett, Jr., Esquire



LAW OPFVICES
iALL, HALL & WARREN
108 MERITAGE BUILOING

1001 F. MAIN STREET

ICHMOND, VIRGINTA 23210

VIRGINIA: ' - - App. 23

HELEN WHITE WINN, Plaintiff,
v. Case No. B-74

M-237
MEREDITH CARWELL WINN, ‘ Defendant.

"and states his objections to the entry of an order directing
him to pay to the plaintiff a sum of money for damages for

breach of contract, and states as follows:

the question of whether the defendant should be held in contempt
of Court in connection with the show cause order issued by the

Court on April 16, 1975.

at law required by the rules of court to be commenced by filing
a motioh for judgmené; that the statutory writ tax and Clerk's
fee must be paid and a notice of motion for judgment issued (

before a defendant can bé held to answer for an alleged breach

of cohtract.

such as this is without jurisdiction to order damages for breach

of contract.

the evidence.

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE COUNTY OF HENRICO

OBJECTIONS TO ENTRY OF
PROPOSED DECREE

COMES NOW the defendant, Meredith C. Winn, by counsel,

1. That the only matter properly before the Court is

2. That an action for breach of contract is an action

3. That a court of equity in a domestic relations matter

4., That the decision herein is contrary to the law and

Respectfully submitted,

Phoebe P. Hall

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and exact copy of the foregoing




LAW OFVICES
HALL., HALL & WARREN
206 MERITAGE NUILDING

1001 P. MAIN STHEET

RICHMOND, VIRGINIA 21219
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Objections to Entry of Proposed Decree was mailed first-class,

‘postage fully prepaid, to C. B. Neblett, Jr., Esquire, Baer

and Neblett, 1004 N. Thompson Street, Suite 300, Richmond,

Virginia 23230, counsel of record for the plaintiff, this

.day of October, 1975.

Phoebe P. Hall




BAER AND NEBLETT
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
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VIRGINIA: App. 25
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE COUNTY OF HENRICO

HELEN WHITE WINN, Plajontiff

v. : ' Case No. B-74
. (M-237)
MEREDITH CARWELL WINN, . Deféndant
O RDER

This cause came on this day on the papers formerly read
and on Qotion of the plaintiff for leave to file a petifion, And
upon the plaintifffs request for re-instatement of this cause
on.the current docket of this Court, and‘for the issuance of a
rule to show cause; and the defendant Bavingvresponded in person
and by counsel, and upon hearing evidence ore tenus of the

parties and their respective witnesses and after reviewing

Memoranda submitted on behalf of the plaintiff and the defendart,

and upon the written opinion of this Court, dated September 25,

1975, all of which was argued by couasel.
UPON CONSIDERATION WHEREOF, the Court finds in accordance

with its written opinion, dated September 25, 1975, that the
jadwﬁ&»%u_dz ﬁ.-&am M«.w.i
defendant, Meredith Carwell Winn, _ pbegtes R EACITI B SN D
cﬂmw‘jmqlﬁs »««.ua-y-ijao.zwq 277‘»;1.'7:774 n_o—(/(wo_ rhr«/m
poiriouet : sseei2, and that the plaintiff

A»Aaw7¢7aoux ﬂ& mugroﬁav
Helen White Winn, is entitled to judgment in the sum of i
MW{?&». Lleceretos 5/7;7?' . '
$1’264'76k in addition to the sum of $28.75, her actual costs l

expended in this proceeding, and attorney's fees in the sum of
§ 75,00 5 ﬂjabm%LDWJ*M&I* Cantiens L/trin .
The Court hereby ‘enters judgment uysa:éee—ﬁerdécx.a;zéuf’

C;/L-A..k"«xt L tmns ey htenl. ekt et atere.
i’

Cieon )‘{-'_‘ il AN — ..r,f‘-,o-‘-i-"- &L-'-’"" AL 5’-"-"-‘—"":49—

Tg&ygg . /0'/5175"
f/_?(:_bﬂn-.-/ /9“"1“'.) ""cj*‘\

-
sy

ack for this:

A copy teste:

B. NebTett, Jr

Eaer & Neblett Margaret B. Baker, Clerk

1004 N. Thompson Street .
Richmond, Virginia, counsel for plaintiff iti f {
. nY /1«»él2£)

I have_seen a%§ bject to this: uty Clérk
g Ver 2, ‘.’_\3,&9 o v -

e —
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE COUNTY OF HENRICO

HELEN WHITE WINN, Plaintiff,

V. Case No. B-74
(M-237)
MEREDITH CARWELL WINN, Defendant

MOTION TO SET ASIDE THE JUDGMENT‘

COMES NOW THE DEFENDANT, by counsel, and moves the Court
to set aside its judgmént entered on October 15, 1975, as
contrary to the law and the evidence, and states as follows:

1. That the Court was without jurisdiction to award
money damages to the plaintiff in a divorce suit, upon a
hearing to show cause why the defendant should not be held in
contempt of court, and upon a ﬁinding that the defendant is not
in contempt of court.

2. That it was not proven by propefly admissible
evidence that .the defendant failed to comply with the prowvisions
of the agreement of January 9; 1973, and thereby failed ko
comply with the Court order.

3. That the damages awarded were not properly proven
and assessible in this case.

WHEREFORE, the defendant moves that the judgment of the
Court in this matter be set aside as contrary to the law and
the .evidence. ‘ ‘

Respectfully,
MEREDITH C. WINN

By <E§2Aa®n52541 Qh &k&LSLjD

Of Counsel

Phoebe P. Hall

HALL, HALL & WARREN

1001 East Main Street

Suite 206 Heritage Building
Richmond, Virginia 23219
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE ’

I hefeby certify that a true and exact copy of the
foregoing has been mailed first-class, postage fully prepaid,
to C. B. Neblett; Jr., Esquire, BAER & NEBLETT, 1004 N.
Thompson Street, Richménd, Virginia 23230, counsel of record

for the plaintiff, this 3rd day of November, 1975.

(:E;{_AJﬁn;ﬂl&: §>- 4&515155

Phoebe P. Hall
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VIRGINIA: :

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE COUNTY OF HENRICO

HELEN WHITE WINN, ’ Plaintiff

v. Case No. B-74
N (M=-237)
MEREDITH CARWELL WINN, Defendant

NOTICE OF APPEAL

COMES NOW, Meredith C. Winn, by counsel, pursuant to
Rule 5:6 of the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia, and
hereby gives notice of hié intention to apply to the Supreme
Court of Virginia for a Writ of Error and Supersedeas to
the opinion and order of the Circuit Court of Henrico County,

Virginia, entered on the 15th day of October, 1975.

ASSIGNMENTS OF ERROR

The following errors are hefeby assigned:

1. That the Court was without jurisdiction to award
money damages to the plaintiff in a divorce suit, upon a
héaring to show cause why the defendant should not be held in
contempt‘of court, and upon a finding that the defendant is not
in contempt of court. V

2. That it was not proven by propefly admissible
evidence that the defendant failed to comply with the provisions
of the agreement of January 9, 1973, and thereby failed to
comply with the Court order.

3. That the damages awarded were not properly

proven and assessible in this case.

STATEMENT
A statement of facts, testimony or other incidents of
the case is to be hereafter filed in this matter.
Respectfully,
MEREDITH CARWELL WINN

By counsel
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@”C/Q&@‘M :
Phoebe P. Hall
Franklin P. Hall
HALL, HALL & WARREN
1001 East Main Street
Suite 206 Heritage Building
Richmond, Virginia 23219

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and exact copy of the
foregoing was mailed first-class, postage prepaid, to C. B.
Neblett, Jr., Esquire, BAER & NEBLETT, 1004 N. Thompson Strecet,
Richmond, Virginia 23230, counsel of record for the plaintiff,
this 3rd day of November, 1975.

R - R WA

Phoebe P. Hall
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App. 30
VIRGINIA:

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE COUNTY OF HENRICO

HELEN WHITE WINN, ‘Plaintiff,
V. Case No. B-74

: (M237)
MEREDITH CARWELL WINN, v Defendant.

TO: CLARENCE B. NEBLETT, JR., ESQUIRE
1004 N. Thompson Street, Suite 300
Richmond, Virginia 23230

' NOTICE

PLEASE TAKE NOTE that on December 18, 1975, at 9:00

o'clock, a.m., or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard,

: cc(&d’S
I will present the enclosed statementato Judge Baker at the

Circuit Court of the County of Henrico, pursuant to Rule 5:9.

_ (Racfoe Qo0

Phoebe‘P. Hall_

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that the within Notice was mailed to
Clarence B. Neblett, Jr., Esquire, 1004 'N. Thompson Street,
Suite 300, Richmond, Virginia 23230, this 8th day of

December, 1975.

Phoebe P. Hall
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BAER AND NEBLETT . ATTORNEYS AT LAW

1004 NORTH THOMPSON STREET SUITE 300 RICHMOND, VIRGINIA 23230 804 358-2131

TOMMY P. DAER .
CLARENCE B. NEBLETT, JR. .
IRWIN A. HELLER : _ S

DENNIS P. BRUMBERG o
December 19, 1975

4

Clerk . ) .
Circuit Court of the County of Henrico
Parham and Hungary Springs Roads
~Richmond, Virginia

Re: Winn v. Winn
Case No. B-74
(M237)

Dear Mrs. Baker:

Lo Enclosed is Notice and Notice of Motion and
two Stipulations in connection with the above captioned
matter which I shall appreciate your filing with the
other papers in this cause.

Thank you for your attention to this.

Best wishes for a Merry Christmas and
a Happy New Year.

Sincerely,

C. B. NEBLETT, J

CBﬁJr/rmw
cc: ‘Phoebe P. Hall
Attorney at Law

DAYy Sl :

e ¢Ay//;:3«. /9214?(: .
[T TR

COHERALD Chlull

! -‘Q—'/'/O P reele fa_,..ﬂ;/ (Z ﬂ‘-@(t-')l-
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ATTORNEYS AT LAW
1004 N. THOMPSON ST.

RICHMOND, VA. 23239

VIRGINIA: App. 32
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE COUNTY OF HENRICO
HELEN WHITE WINN, : Plaintiff,
v, s | . Case No. B-74
(M237)
MEREDITH CARWELL WINN, ' Defendant.

STIPULATION

It appearing that Mrs. Joyce Jefferson, Claims
Representative of The Travelers Insurance Company, would
testify that had insurance beenvavailable for ﬁhe October 28,
1974 confinement, basic benefits under Group Policy GA-830283W
issued to Winn's Hauling, Inc. would have been as follows:

Retreat for Sick $1,029.00
Medical Specialists 110.00

and further that. all excess expenses would have béen covered
under Major Medical provision and additional benefits of

$125.76 would have been payablé under this pfovisibn.

I ask for this Stipulation of Evidence:

&Aool

7
C. B. Neblett, Jr. ™~

I have seen this Stipulation of Evidence:

Phoebe P. Hall

I accept this Stipulation of Evidence:

Judge

Date
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CERTIFICATE )

I certify that a true copy of the attached Stlpulation was
this {7 day of %&1975 mailed to Phoebe P.
Hall, Attorney at Law, 206 Heritage Building, Tenth and Main

| Streets, Richmond, Virginia 23219, counsel of record for the

defendant.

|

i

1

!
BAER anD NEBLETT

ATTORNEYS AT LAW I

1004 N. THOMPSON ST. |

SUITE 300 |

RICHMOND, VA, 22230




BAER AND NEBLETT
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

1004 N. THOMPSON ST,
SUITE 300 .
RICHMOND, VA. 23230

App. 34
VIROCINIA: :

IN TRE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE COUNTY Of HERRICO

HELEN WEITE WINN, : Plaintiff,
V. Case No. B-74
o M237
MEREDITH CARWELL WINN, ' Defendant. L

NOTICE AND NOTICE OF MOTION
Now comes your p;aintiff. Helen White Winn, and moves

the aforesaid Court under the authority of Section 8-348 of the

1950 Code of Virginia, as amended, to correct a mistake, mie-

calculation or misrecital of the amount and basis of fhe Judg-
ment rendered herein.

It appears from the pleading, record and judgment
1o the case at bar, along with the evidence presented, memorandum
and other documents that the judgment in this case can be
safely amended according to the truth and justice of the case

by an entry of record. That counsel for the plaintiff, Helen

White Winn, now moves this Court to accept a 8tipulation aqﬁ/ot

eyidence ;e;gtingnggugpﬁlipdgqent randered herein.
1. That at.the conclusion of theiéviéeggg heard
ore tenus, the Court informed counsel for the plaintiff that h;
could submit by way of Stipulation additional evidence relating
to the amount of actual damages claimed in this case since
there appeared to be a variance between the testimony gf the
actual medical bi{lls paid and the obligatior or liability of
The Travelers Insurance Company.
2. That the Court instructed counsel for the defendant
that additional evidence could be filed by wsy'of Affidavit;
said evidence being filed by counsel for the defendant but not
in Affidavit form (letter September 16, 1975 - Blue Cross/Blue-
Shield. of Virginia).
3. That the objections to entry of proposed decree
filed on behalf of the defendant by counsel fails to specffically
point out a miecalculation, mistake or error in the record

and to adequately notify counsel for the plaiﬁtiff of an

unfound error.
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BAER AND NEBLETT
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

1004 N, THOMPSON ST,

SUITE 300
RICHMOND, VA. 23230

App. 35
4, The Court, by Letter Opinion, dated Septembar

25, 1975, relates that the petition brought against the

defondant vas sesking s judgmsntal smount of 81,415.00. That |

,‘h. Letter Opinion further uses the figure $1,264.76 as the é

amount of the judgment based upon The Travelers !nautanéi

Company's 1iability for medical expenses had the coverage in

"question beein in effect and bases its judgment in favor of the

plainti1ff on that amousnt. That counsel for the defendant,
tbrough the defendant 4individually, has tendered the full
judgment to the plaintiff by way of Cashier's check.
VE&R“FGRE. coungel for the plaintiff submits that an
error does cxist which 18 correctable undor Saction 8-348 of
the 1950 Code of Virginia, as amended, and moves this Court
to amend and correct its record and that the cﬁutt has
authority to so act under gection 8-348 and that said motion

{s made within three years of the date of the entry of the

" 4udgment and decres in this cause.

HRLEN WHITR WIRN

By

NOTICE

To: Phoebe Hall

Attorney at Law

Suite 206 ~ Heritage Building

10th and Main Streets

Richaond, Virginia 23219

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on the 3/s7 day of Lusecchir

1975 , at 42 a.»+. o'clock, counsel for the plaintiff,
Helen White Winn, will preseat to the Court s Stipulation and/or
offer oral testimony 4n the above referred to cassa in '
conjunction with the Motion herein filed.

You may appear at the same time and place to

protect your interest herein.

C. 8. Neblett, Jr.
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE COUNTY OF HENRICO -

HELEN WHITE WINN
V.

MEREDITH CARWELL WINN
ORDER Case B-Th

It appearing that:

(1) On October 15, 1975, the Court entered judgment in
favor of the plaintiff against the defendant in the amount of
$1,264.76, with intefest from December 1, 1974; and

(2) On November 5, 1975, the defendanf filed a Motion
to Set Aside the Judgment; and

(3) On November 5, 1975, the defendant filed Notice_of
Appeal and Assignments of Error to the order of October 15,

1975; and

(4) On December 18, 1975, counsel for both parties appeared
before the Court, the defendant presenting a written statement of
facts, to which the plaintiff expressed opposition; that the Court
directed that each party submit a written statement of what each
thought proper in the written statement of facts and that the Court
would decide any disagreement between the parties and sign a
statement; and ‘

(5) On December 18, 1975, the Court made a letter from
counsei for the plaintiff of August 29, 1975, with enclosure, and
a letter from counsel for the defendant of September 18, 1975,

omk o LB f Ocfobir 8 1975 awd Olyzetorny 70 Euctry of Posyxoed (Qeeres,
with attached memoranduma«part of ‘the record; and

(6) . On December 18, 1975, the Court suggested the
possible applicability of § 8-348 to certain objections to the. _

Fhe Mcticor Fo AN auLJlf&4éL4ﬂ?nu«J creed em
order of October 15, 1975, raised by the defendant inAthe Assign-

ments of Error; and
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(7 On December 22, 1975, the clerk'feéei&ed from'the
plaintiff a Notice and Notice of Motiéh'hnder § 8-3&8,.along with
two Stipulations, neither of which have been sighed by coUnsei
for the defendaﬁt; the said Notice to be heard on December 31,
1975, at ten o'clock a. m.; and A

(8) On December 30, 1975, the date for hearing én_said
Notice and Notice of Motion was continued from December 31, 1975,
ﬁo-January 29, 1976, and )

(9) No further written statement of facts having been
submitted by either party, _

The Court, being of opinion that its'suggéstion of the
possible applicability of § 8-348, and the receipt by the clerk
and counsel for the defendant of the Notice and Notice of Motion
on December 22, 1975, under § 8—3&8, may have caused counsel to
believe that the provisions of Rule 5:8 through Rule 5:17, of the
Zules of The Supreme Court of Virginia are not applicable or are
not presently operating with respect to the Order of October 15,
1975, without presuming to make any ruling relative to the
applicability of sald Ruleé to this case, doth ORDER that the
Clerk mail a cépy of this Order to each of counsel of record with

ieave for counsel to take such action as may be deemed appro-

oriate.
ENTER: 12 - 31 - 75
Judge .

A Copy

Teste: Ealke)

) ;
L) - / S / ! :
L— / /,;‘vz,( s Z ot PA Y

Clerk \

J
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BAER AND NEBLETT : " ATTORNEYS AT LAW

1004 NORTH THOMPSON STREET SUITE 300 RICHMOND, VIRGINIA 23230 804 3358-2131

TOMMY P. BAER
CLARENCE B. NLBLE’I‘I‘. JR.
iRWIN A. HELLER

BRUMBERG

DENNIS P.

SEC il

)8 76
Rz

January 5, 1976

Honorable E. Ballard Baker

Judge, Circuit Court of the
County of Henrico

Parham and Hungary Springs Roads
Richmond, Virginia

Re: Winn v. Winn
Case No. B-74
(M237)

Dear Judge Baker:

For the record, I thought it would be
appropriate to respond to the Court's Order of 12-31-75.

On December 19, 1975, counsel for the plaintiff
filed two Stipulations with the Court in accordance with its
directive, being one day after the December 18th hearing
regarding the presented statement of fact by the defendant.

Copies of those Stipulations were sent to
counsel for the defendant. Counsel for the plaintiff has
no power to require counsel for the defendant to sign said
Stlpulatlons. The matter was set for hearing on December 31,
1975 before your Honor, however, counsel for the plaintiff
was informed by Mrs. Hall's office that she was on vacation
until after the first of the year and would not be available
to cooperate in bringing this matter to a conclusion. As a
result thereof, counsel agreed at the request of the counsel
for the defendant to have the matter continued.and the date
of January 29, 1976 was worked out between the Circuit Court
Clerk's Office and counsel for the defendant and plaintiff.
Counsel believes that the, Notice and Notice of Motion under
§ 8-348 of the 1950 Code of Virginia, as amended, is a proper
Notice and Notice of Motion to correct an error in the record
and that if prejudice is caused to the plaintiff by the defendant
in action regarding the Stipulation and hearing dates, then the
Court should not permit the defendant to profit by her own
inaction.

On January 29, 1976, counsel will appear before
the Court with his Notice and Notice of Motion asking that the
Court, under its authority, granted by Section 8-348 of the
1950 Code of Virginia, as amended, correct any mistakes, if any
exist, in the record of this cause and further will ask the
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"Honorable E. Ballard Baker -2-

Court,on the basis of the Statement of Facts presented
by plaintiff and defendant, to decide the controversy
between counsel and prepare the necessary narrative
for transmission to the Supreme Court of Virginia-.

Yours vefy truly,

Cré=(- -
C. B. NEBLETT, JR

CBNJr/rmw
~ Enclosures:

cc: Phoebe P. Hall
Attorney at Law
Suite 206 - Heritage Building
1001 East Main Street
Richmond, Virginia 23219
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Plaintiff,

Case No.
(M237)

B-74

Defendant.

STATEMENT OF FACTS

By Agreement executed January 9, 1973, Helen White

Winn and Meredith Carwell Winn sought to settle all fimancial
matters between them resulting from their marriage and-separation.

By Order of March 7, 1974, Helen White Winn was granted a Final

Divorce and the provisions of the January 9, 1973 Agreement re-
lating to the maintenance of the parties were incorporated in the

decree by reference. V.C. § 20-109.1.

| The Eighth item of the Agreement provides the basis
for the later actions on behalf of the plaintiff:

"Husband agrees that he will maintain for a
period of two years from the execution of this
Agreement the present group hospitalization
policy carried on the wife through the Traveler's
Insurance Company, or a similar policy containing
substantially the same benefits. It is agreed
that such payments shall terminate if the wife
remarries prior to the expiration of the said

two years.'

The husband maintained the present Traveler's Group

| Policy in full force and effect. On March 7, 1974, the wife

secured a final decree of divorce. 1In March 1974, after the final

decree, Mrs. Winn had hospitalization at the Retreat for the Sick

| Hospital. The benefits were paid through the Travler's Insurance

Company policy. However, some question arase in Mrs. Winn's min{

as to her coverage under this policy since the divorce ... and

this question was communicated to Mr. Winn. Mr. Winn talked with

BAER aARD NEBLETY
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

1004 N. THOMPSON 8T,
SUITE 300
RICHMOND, VA. 23230

his insurance agent, and agreed to pay the premiums for Mrs.

Winn on the policy. Mr. Winn testified that the agent advised

that the Traveler's might or might not pay the claim for a

divorced wife.

Mrs. Winn's attorney, by letter of March 22, 1974,

to Mr. Wian's then attocacy, stated that he had been informed

(hat Mrs. Winn was no longer being carried on Mr. Winn's policy



BAER AND NEBLETT
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

1004 N. THOMPSON ST,
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and asked that Mr. Winn comply with the provisions of the afore-
said Agreement. A copy of this letter was forwarded to Mr. Winn.
Plaintiff's Exhibits Nos. 3 and 4. Mr. Winn continued paying
premiums on the Traveler's Group Policy through his employer,
Winn's .Hauling Company. Mrs. Winn took no further action.

On October 28, 1974, Mrs. Winn entered Retreat for the Sick
Hdspital and was discharged on November 8, 1974, She testified
sne paid $1,404.00 on this hospitalization. Her claims for
ognefits under the Traveler's Group Policy were denied for the
reason that the divorce was fiﬁal and Mrs. Winn was no lgnger the
wife of Meredith Winn and consequently was not a dependent covered
under this policy.

‘ Hgd coverage existed, the Traveler's would have paid
$1,264.76. ﬁrs. Winn brought the matter up by Show Cause Order
and Petition seeking $1,415.00 with interest from November 8,
1974, alleging Mr. Winn had failed to comply with the March 7,
1974 Order.

On October 15, 1575, the Court entered judgment in
favor of the plaintiff against the defendant in the amount of
$l,264.76 with interest from December 1, 1974, as is more fully !
set out in its written Opinion, dated September 25, 1975.

On November 5, 1975, the defendant filed a Motion to
Set Aside the Judgment and his Notice of Appeal and Assignments
of Error to the Order of October 15, 1975.

On December 18, 1975, the Court made a letter from
counsel for the plaintiff of August 29, 1975 with enclosures
referring to a letter of August 27, 1975 from the Traveler's
Insurance Company, Mrs. Joyce Jefferson, Claims Representative,
along with a letter of October 8, 1975, and Objections to Entry
of Proposed Decree, as well as a letter from counsel for the
defendant of September 18, 1975, with attached Memoramdum part
of the reccord.

On December 18, 1975;‘on motion of the defendant,
counsel for the plaintiff and defendant appeared in open Court
aud counscel for the plaintiff prescented to the Co&rt a4 Statement

of Fact to which exception was taken by the plaintiff.
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On December 22, 1975; the Clefk received from the
plaln;l;f a Notice and Notice of Motion under § 8-348 of thé 1950
Code of Virginia, along with two Stipulations, neither of which
had been signed by counsel for the defendant, the said ﬁotice to
be neard on December 31, 1975 at 10 o'clock a.m.; however,

counsel for the defendant was on vacation and could not be presenft

on the date set for hearing, December 31, 1975, and the matter

was continued from December 31, 1975 to January 29, 1976.

SR, ﬁ é/ﬂﬁpfrz;,éfl~/

~

. C. B. Neblett, Jr.

i BAER & NEBLETT

. Suite 300

11004 North Thompson Street
Richmond, Virginia 23230

CERTIFICATE

i; I certify that on the 6; day of January, 1976, a true
: copy of the foregoing Statement of Facts was mailed to Phoebe
;l P. Hall, Attorney at Law, Suite 206, Heritage Building, 1001
5; East Main Street, Richmond, Virginia 23219, counsel of record
|

i for the defendant. '
j | |
i —— é%ﬁ31¢fﬁbﬁzéézé;7ql:7

. B. Neblett Jr.

EAER app NEZBLETT
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

'
1004 N. THOMPSON ST. |
SUITE 300 I
RICHMOND, VA. 23230 |
. v

it

i
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FRANKLIN P. HALL '

GEORGE WM. WARREN, I¥
PHOEBE P HALL

Januaxry 7, 1976

Honorable E. Ballard Baker AR
Judge, Circuit Court of the -

. County of Henrico ‘

Parham and Hungary Springs Roads Jhi w e
Richmond, Virginia 8 e

-

Re: Winn v. Winn N
Case No. B-74 HENRICO CiAcuil
e 23T i N

Dear Judge Baker:

“Enclosed please find a statement of facts in the
above-described matter.

The first two pages of this statement, up to the last
paragraph thereof, are in the form hammered out by counsel
at our meeting on December 18, 1975. I believe that Mr.
Neblett agreed that this part of the statement was factually
correct, although he preferred other wording.

As you will recall, I took careful notes at that
meeting of the judicial suggestions for additional narrative
as to the incidents of the trial. The remaining paragraphs
are my attempt to reflect those suggestions and the statements
in the Court's recent order.

I believe this is a much more accurate and complete
statement of facts than that submitted by counsel for the
plaintiff. I do not know of any item contained here to which
Mr. Neblett would be in substantive disagreement although I

xnow he feels that other wording or different emphasis would
be preferable.

On the other hand, I find substantive disagreement
with counsel for the plaintiff's statement both in terms of
matters stated as facts and material facts omitted.

Sincerely,
S i %
- ) - TS Ve O
et kil ~ : G e N \\&&_}
el Phoebe P. Hall

L 7e
b2 PPH:le

cc: C. B. Neblett, Jr., Esquire (with Statement of facts)
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE COUNTY OF HENRICO

HELEN WHITE WINN, ? Plaintiff,
V. Case No. B-74

- (M237)
MEREDITH CARWELL WINN, . Defendant.

STATEMENT OF FACTS

On January 9, 1973, the husband and wife separated and
that day executed a stipulation agreement drafted by the wife's
attorney. The agreement called, in part, for the husband to
maintain the present group health insurance policy or a similar
policy containing substantially the same benefits for a period
of two years provided the wife did not remarry within the two'
years.

The husband at all times maintained the present policy

?fin full force and effect, as was stipulated by her attorney. On

March 7, 1974, the wife secured a decree of divorce. She there-

after left word with her husband's nephew that she needed medical
care for a condition which she had and requested claim forms
under his group hospitalization policy. The husband advised
his insurance agent and The Travelers of the divorce and inquired
whether any benefits would be pavable for his wife's medical
exéenses. The agent advised that there might be no benefits

payable under this policy since the wife had secured a divorce.

. He indicated that Mr. %Winn was not eligible for other insurance

with The Travelers or the other companies he represented because
of the divorce and because a known pre-existing condition would
be excluded from coverage. He advised Mr. Winn to continue:
paying premiums on the present policy and to submit a claim to.
see 1f benefits were paid for his‘ex-wife's expenses., Mrs.Winn's
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attorney, by letter of March 22, 1974, to Mr. Winn's then "

attOrney,'étaﬁed he had been informed that Mrs. Winn was no

longer being carried on Mr. Winn's policy and asked that Mr.

Winn comply with the agreement. A copy of this letter-was'
forwarded to Mr. Winn. Plt's Ex. 3, 4. Mr.‘Winn continued
paying premiums on the Travelers group poliéy through his
employer. Mrs. Winn took no further action.

Mr. Winn advised his wife of his conversation with the
agent and she agreed they should submit a claim. He sént her
the forms which she completed and filed with the Travelers.

On May 20, 1975, after having been advised of allvthe
pertinent facts,.the Travelers paid the claim for expenses
incurred by the ex-wife subsequent to the divorcé. They also
continued to accept Mr. Winn's premium payments.

Mr. Winn testified that he believed that this policy would

be effective to provide benefits for his ex-wife's medical

. expenses.

On October 28, 1974, Mrs. Winn entered Retreat Hospital
and was discharged on November 8, 1974. She teétified she paid
$1,404.00 on this hospitalization.

In November of 1974, Mrs. Wiﬁn submitted another claim
under this policy for expenses relatgd to the condition for
which she had submitted a claim in March. When that claim was
denied by the claims representative for the Travelers on the

basis that the policy provided no benefits for an ex-wife, Mrs.

# Winn sought to recover payment of her medical expenses from

 her husband on the basis of an alleged breach of contract.

had
Mrs. Winn/filed a petition in the Circuit Court of Henrico

County in Chancery Suit No. M-237, which had been placed among
the ended cadses, wherein a final decree of divorce had been

granted her on March 7, 1974, requesting that the matter be
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reinstated on the docket and that the Court cause the:
defendant to show cause why he should not be punished for.
contempt of‘eourt and. ordered to pay the-sum ef $1,415.00 with
interest at the rate of 6% from November 8, 1974, and for
counsel fees and costs. |

An order was entered on April 16, 1975, ordering. the

petition filed and served upon the defendant and ordering him

. to show cause if any he can why he should not be punished for

contempt of court. The defendant was soO served.

At the conclusion of the hearing which was held on August

© 7, 1975, the Court indicated it would allow the plaintiff to

" produce evidence by stipulation of counsel, if it could, as

to what Travelers would pay. The Court further indicated it
would allow defendant-to produce an affidavit, if it could,
showing that defendant could not have obtained a similar policy
containing substantially the same benefits, all to be filed

by September 15, 1975. Subsequently, the Court extended this
date to September 18, 1975. On September 2, 1975, the Court
received Mr. Neblett's letter of August 29 on behalf of the
plaintiff, to which was attached a photocopy of a letter of
August 27 from Joyce Jefferson of the Travelers to Mr. Neblett

statlng the amount of payment she said Travelers would have

“ made if coverage had been available under Mr. Winn's policy.

i Mr. Neblett's letter does not show a copy to Mrs. Hall. This

iétter was not a stipulation and no other evidence had been

submitted as to the amount the Travelers would have paid. On

% September 18, 1975, the Court received a letter from Mrs. Hall

, attaching a letter from Blue Cross and Blue Shield and a

" memorandum, showing a copy to Mr. Neblett. By letter datead

September 25, 1975, the Court rendered its opinion. Counsel

for the plaintiff submitted a pro?osed sketch of order which




N App. 47

couﬁsel for the defendant endorsed with objection thereto and
réturned to the Court together with a letter indicating that
sﬁe had no knowledge of any évidence having been submitted by

the plaintiff since the hearing and requesting an opportunity

to examine and respond to-any prior to entry of any order if

i there had been such a submission. Also enclosed with -the

letter was defendant's Objectioﬁ to Entry of Proposed Decree.
On October 15, 1975, the Court entered judgment in favor
of the plaintiff against the defendant in the amount of
$1,264.76, with interest from December 1, 1974; and
On November 5, 1975, the defendant filed a Motion to ‘Set
Aside the Judgment; and
On November 5, 1975, the defendant filed Notice of Appeal
and Assignments of Error to the order ofAOctober 15, 1975; and
-On December 18, 1975, counsel for both parties appeared

before the Court, the defendant presenting a written statement

of facts, to which the plaintiff expressed opposition; that the

Court directed that each party submit a written statement of

what each thought proper in the written statement of facts and

that the Court would decide any disagreement between the parties

and sign a statement; and

On December 18, 1975, the Court made a letter from counsel

for the plaintiff of August 29, 1975, with enclosure, and a

letter from counsel for the defendant of September 18, 1975,

with attached memorandum, and a letter of October 8, 1975, and

Objecﬁion to Entry of Proposed Decree, part of the record; and
On December 18, 1975, the Court suggested the possible

applicability of § 8-348 to certain objections to the order

of October 15, 1975, raised by the.defendant in the Motion to

Set Aside the Judgment and in the Assignments of Error; and

On December 22, 1975, the clerk received from the plaintiff




App. 48

a Notice and Notice of Motion under § 8-348, along with two
Stipulations, neither of which have been signed by counsel for
the defendant, the said Notice to be heard on.December 31, 1975,
at ten o'clock a.m.; and

On December 30, 1975, the date for hearing on said Notice
and Noﬁice of Motion was continued from December 31,_l975; to
January 29, 1976, and .

On December 31, 1975, the Court entered an oxder to

clarify the record, which was served on counsel of record.

APPROVED:

Seen:

N S N T
Phoebe P. Hall
HALL, HALL & WARREN
1001 E. Main Street.

Richmond, Virginia 23219

Seen:

C. B. Neblett, Jr., Esquire

BAER & NEBLETT

1004 N. Thompson Street, Suite 300
Richmond, Virginia 23230 :
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT.OF THE COUNTY OF HENRICO

HELEN WHITE WINN, ' Plaintiff,
v. Case No. B-74

(M-237)
MEREDITH CARWELL WINN, : Defendant.

ANSWER TO NOTICE AND NOTICE OF MOTION

COMES NOW the defendant, Meredith €. Winn, and states as
follows in answer to the "Notice and Notice of Motion" sought
to be filéd by the plaintiff:

1. That on October 15, 1975, the Court entered a final
order which remained under the control éf the trial Court and
subject to be modified or vacated for 21 days thereafter, and
no longer (Rule 1l:1).

2. That the Court has no jurisdiction to grant a motion

by the plaintiff to submit additional evidence in this case,

after the close of all the evidence and more than 21 days after

ehtry of final judgment.

3. .That plaintiff's failure to propbse or submit any
stipulation of counsel; within the time granted by the Céurt
to submit such evidence, deprived him of the right to submit
such evidence in this case.

4. That the mere fact that counsel for the plaintiff
mailed to the Court a copy of a letter he had received from
an individuél at the Travelers did not create any evidence
in the case; nor did it impose any duty on the Court to advise
counsel for the plaintiff that his letter did not constitute
evidence; nor did it create any duty én counsel for the
defendant to object to the letter, and what is more, counsel

for the defendant was not even notified of and did not know
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f the letter's existence until December 18, 1975.

5. That §8-348 does not extend to the type of relief
which the defendant is seeking but, rather, is designed to
correct such an error as a clerical error. .

6. That if any relief can be granted under §8-348, it
would be simply to correct the judgment tq‘an award of "0"
damages on the basis that since the plaintiff submitted no
evidence that the Travelers would have-paid any of the medical
bills, the damages proven were "0" and the correct calculation
of the amount was "0".

Respectfully submitted,

e Q. MQ

Phoebe P. Hall

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I do hereby certify that a true and exact copy of the
foregoing Answer to Notice and Notice of Motion was mailed
thisﬁﬁ&i_day of January, 1976, to C. B. Neblett, Jr., Esquire
BAER AND NEBLETT, 1004 N. Thompson Street, Richmond, Viréinia

23230, counsel of record for the plaintiff.

Phoebe P. Hall
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VIRGINIA: o '
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE COUNTY OF HENRICO .
HELEN WHITE WINN, : : Plaintiff,
V. ' Case No. B-74
S ©(M237) :
MEREDITH CARWELL WINN, Defendant;.

ORDER

Pursuant to paragraph eight of the Order of December 31, 1975,
counsel for the plaintiff.appeared on'January 29, 1976, on his Motion filed
on December 22, 1975. Counsel for the defendant did not appear.

The Court, being of the opinion that the provisioﬁs of Section

8-348 are not applicable, denies said motion.
Enter: 1/29/76

Y, 7 -
Judge

csm

—

e : ) ;-
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE COUNTY(OF HENRICO

HELEN WHITE WINN, . ' Plaintiff,
v. ) ‘Case No. B-74
. ) ) - (M=-237)
_MEREDITH CARVELL WINN, Defendant.

OBJECTION TO TRANSMITTAL OF TRANS&RIP& AND/OR
NARRATIVE TO SUPREME COURT OF VIRGINIA
Now comes the Plaintiff, Helen White Winn,
and states as follows:
1. That judgment was entexed in favor of
the plaintiff on the 25th day of Septembet,v1975 in the Court's
Letter Opinion of the same date. . |

2, The Order of Judgment bears the date of

October 15, 1975.

3. On December 18, 1975, sixty-three (63) days

following the entry of the aforementioned judgment, counsel ior

the defendant tendered a narrative to the Court which was then
withdrawn for the purpose of corrections,.

4, On January 7, 1976, Suggestive Statement
of Facts were filed with fhe Circuit Court of the County of
‘Henrico and on January $, 1976, E. Ballard Baker, Jr., Judge,
i prepared his statement of testimony heard on August 7, 1975
| and pursuant to Rule 5:9 (c¢). '

% ' 5. The Court in said Statement of Testimony
I specificallj cites that it made no certification wita respect
to the procedural requirements of Rule 5:9 and/or 5:11.:

WEEREFORE, your plaintiff, by counsel, objects

to the inclusion in the record for transmittal to the Supreme

BAER ano NEBLETT Court of Virginia any and all statements of testimony, incidences

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

1004 N. THOMPSON ST,
SL.TE 300
RIGHMOND, VA, 232230

of fact, Orders, Exhibits or any matter touching this appeal
o
not filed prior to Decemberﬂ@, 1975, as required under Rule 5:9(a)

[(Rules of Court] =- Rule 5:9(b). -- Rule 5:9 in its entirety and .

. . o, ,/u/m/"

/

Co L) . s
ISV O
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App. 53
Rule 5:11 in its entirety.
‘ Coun;el requests that this ébjectioﬂ be
included in the Record to be transmitted to the Supieme Court

of Virginia so that it will not be deemed to be an objection

waived.

HELEN WHITE WINN

CERTIFICATE
I certify that a true copy of the Objection to Trans=-

mittal of Transcript and/or Narrative to Supreme Court of

7~ . [ ;,
Virginia was this ;7f/day on57P‘ Z&&%” , 1976, mailed to

Phoebe P. Hall, Attorney at Law, Hall;” Halli & Warren, Suite 202}'
K

Heritage Building, 10th and Main Streets, Richmond, Virgini

23219, counsel of record for the defendant.

C. B. NebIett .J"r. \{
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VIRGINIA:

"IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE COUNTY OF HENRICO
BELEN WHITE WINN, _ Plaintiff,
V. : Case M-237
MEREDITH CARWELL WINN, : Defendant.

STATEMENT OF TESTIMONY HEARD ON
AUGUST 7, 1975, PURSUANT TO RULE 5:9(c¢)

Andrew Wood, attorney who formerly represented Mr. Winn,
teétified that he received a letter from counsel for the plain-
tiff of March 22, 1974. Plt. Exh. 1. He mailed this to the
defendant. Plt. Exh. 2. He does not know if it waé received.

Joyce Jefferson, representativc of Travelers Ins., testi-

fied she handled Mrs. Winn's claim in November, 1974. The claim
was denied because Mrs. Winn's divorce from Mr. Winn had become

final. Plt. Exhs. 3 and 4 were introduced through this witness.
The markings on Plt. Exh. 3 are by this witness.

Helen Winn Taylor, the plaintiff, testified she obtained

& final decree of divorce on March 7, 1974. An agreement of
January 9, 1973, was made a part of the decree. [Note. The
divorce decree and agreement are a part of the divorce file in
which this dispute arose.] In March, 1974, as an out-patient at
Rectreat Hospltal, she asked defendant for claim forms for in-
surance. She got them, the defendant signed them, the claim was
submitted to Travelers. Mrs. Winn only paid $11.

After March, 1974, she contacted her attorney, as she had

3 :f~%/been told defendant's insurance might not cover her. She left the

.. . matter in the hands of the attorney.

e

i y On October 28, 1974, she entered the hospital, remaining

:“\/ 5f/’ until November 8, 1974. Her bills were presented as Exn. 5. A
‘E%,‘ f\ claim form was filed with Travelers. Exh. 6. She was advised
t> ’ in late November, 1974, that the bill was not paid by Travelers.

NS
oN

e e bt s
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Case M-237 Winn v. Winn Statement of Testimony Page 2.

She also testified that the October, 197&, hospitaliza-
tion related to the March, 197“, trouble, being for double vision.

Between March, 1974, and October, 1974, she did not talk
with Mr. Winn relating to the insurance coverage; She paid
$1,404, on the October, 1974, hospitalization.

William M. Taylor testified as the present husband of the

plaintiff. They were married December 20, 1974, arnd the plaintiff
is now on his policy.

At this point, the plaintiff rested. Defendant's motion
to strike was overruled.

Counsel then stipulated Defendant's Exh. 1.

Meredith Winn, defendant, testified that he maintained a

gfoup hospital policy through his business, Winn Hauling, which
policy was in full force. In March, 1974, the plaintiff called
and asked if "her insurance'" had been cancelled. He said “Nq."
She advised him that she thought it had been by her getting her
final divorce. He told his agent about the final divorce, and he
said to continue paying premiums as the Company might or might not
pay. He says he did tell the plaintiff in March, 1974, that she
should know the insurance company might not pay after the final
decree. He had no reason to believe payment would be denied
a®ter the Company paid the Retreat Hospital bill ;n March, 1974.
The Company's payment to'Retreat was $27, by check sent to him
for Retreat.

Mr. Winn also testified he lived at 8609 Oakview Avenue
in March, 1974. He could not recali seeing Plt. Exh. 1 and 2.
The agent advised him to continue paying premiums, as the Company
might pay. After the Company paid the March, 1974 bill, he
thought they would pay the other. He did tryvto have agent get
other insurance, but the agent told him this could not be done

due to pre-existing condition.

He first knew of plaintiff's hospitalization when she
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Case JN-237 - Winn v. Winn Statement of Testimony Page ‘3.

called and asked him for the forms. In Decembér,'l97u,'the pre-
mium without dependents was $17.05; with dependents, $55.37. |
he vremarried, March 14, 1974. His present wife is not
o the coverage.  He did advise the Company of . his change of
sLaLus'and remarrriage, bul, filed no change of beneficiary.

At. this point, the defendant rested.

The Court recalled Joyece Jefferson. On questions by the

., shes said Plt. Exi. 5 was not comple;e because it did not

tatin a atatement from the emplover, Winn Haullng. O8he became
:“xp}ﬁions of the claim when it showed a wife, and she knew he
win divoreed.,  She was unable to say that the defendant's poliey I
wouid cover all the itens on Plt. Ex. 5. She was sure it wou.ld

Lol cover all in full.

On guestions by counsel for the piaintiff, she did not
recalli-vhe policy number, but thoupht that the policy paid room,

board, some medical bencelits with a major medical rider.

To a question by the Court, she did not know what the

room andé board benefit was, and would have to have the policy

_ ' o _ ) £ s
simmary to determine that. Covamsse FHERECO ThAT™ THE TRAVELERS B e
: -

-Pb'"lcy BRO BEDr IRintrrwED 1N Foa. FoRcE DD LS1FFsur BY DEFLE RO TIVG,

At this point, counsel for plaintiff asked opportunity to
Tille poilicy suﬁmary To 3how whaé the coverage was. Defén@ant's
counsel objected to further evidence.

The Court said ﬁlaintiff would be allowed to produce
2vidence of the policy summary. Counsei indicated the actual
coverage would be stipulated.

Counsel then argued the case, each with reference to
memoranda previously filed.

The Court took She matter under advisement, commenting

was not sure frorm the evidence that no similar policy

could be obtained. The Court then stated that plaintiff would
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Case M-237 - Winn v. Winn Statement of Testimony Page 4.

be allowed to produce evidence, by stipulation if agreeable, as
to what the Company would pay if there had been éoverage, and
defendant would be allowed to produce evidence, by affidavits,
that defendant could not have obtained a similar policy contain-~
ing substantially the same benefits. These items to be filed by

September 15, 1975--later extended to September 18, 1975.
Nothing further occurred at the August 7, 1975 hearing.

I certify that the above is a true and correct statement,
as reflected by my notes taken at the time, of the August 7, 1975,
hearing.

Z /D)é:.,cu’ci,—; L /3«-/57/

E. Ballard Baker, Judge

January 9, 1976.

OTHER INCIDENTS

In addition to the above S#atement of Testimony, the Court
recites the following incidents subsequent to August 7, 1975.

1. On September 2, 1975, a letter from C. B. Neblett,
Jr., plaintiff's attorney, w;th copy of letter from Joyce Jefferson,
was received.

2. On September 18, 1975, a letter from Phoebe P. Hall,
defendant's attorney, with letter from counsel for Blue Cross and

amemorandum was received.

3. On September 25, 1975, the Court wrote a letter to
counsel finding for the plaintiff in the amount of $1,264.76.

4. On October 10, 1975, a letter and Objections to
Entry of Proposed Decree were received from Attorney Hal}.

5. An Order giving judgment ﬁo the plaintiff for
$l,é64.76, was entered on October 15, 1975. ‘

6. On November 5, 1975, Attorney Hall filed a Motion to

Set Aside the Judgment, and at the same time, filed Notice of
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Appeal_and Assignments. of Error.

7. On December-18, 1975, pursuant to appointment,
counsel appeared pefore the Court fdr presentation of a Statement
of Facts. .After conferring, Attorney Hall stated she would re-
type the narrative in acdord with certain suggestions Aﬁtorney'

Neblett had made, and would add certain observations the Court -

made relating to letters of August 29 and October 8, 1975. Attor-

ney Neblett was to submit what he wanted in the narrative. The
Court would act on what was received as soon és received.

8. On December 18, 1975, the Court made Items 1, 2. »
and U4, a part of the record. The Court also observed that § 8-348
might be applicable at this stage.

_ 9. On December 22, 1975, the Court received a Notice
and Notice of Motion relating to § 8-348, along with two unsigned
Stipulations from Atforney Neblett.

10. On December 31, 1975, the Court entered an Order.

The letters, orders and other documents referred to
above are self-explanatory.

11. On January 7, 1976, the Court received from each
attorney, a letter and a suggested Statement of Facts, which are
nereby made a part of this record.

As the Court was not satisfied with the proposed State-
ment of Facts, it prepared the above Statement of Testimony heard
on August 7, 1975, and makes note of Other Incidehts for whatever
purpose they may serve. I make no certification with respect to
the procedural requirements of Rule 5:9 and/or Rule 5:11.

. ES b anity [Beotoen
January 9, 1976. E. Ballard Baker, Judge

A copy of this was mailed to Clarence B. Neblett, Jr.,

Esquire, and to Phoebe P. Hall, Attorney, on January 9, 1976.

\;,_’/fﬁfc_ﬁ/a/yf ;4@./ o~
E. Ballard Baker, Judge
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March 22, 1574

Andrew W. Wood, Esquire
\btorney at Law .
701 EBast Franklin Street
Richmond, Virgiania '

Re: Winn v. Winn
Dear Andy:

, I have just been adviged that Mrs. Eelen Winn 13
no longer being carried under Mr. Winn's Health Insurance
Policy.
I call your attention to the Property Scttlement '
- Agreement executed by Mr. and Mrs. Winn which is incorporated
as part of the decree of divorce, wherein it specifically
states that Mr. Winn provide for such coverage.
Unless he makes immediate arrangements to Coxply

with the Agreement and decrece, providing proof to me of

such coverage, I shall be compelled to institute suit and
bring the matter to the attention of the Court. '

Sincerely,

TOMMY P. BAER

TPB/rmw

bec: Mrs.Helen Winn
9206 Allistair Court
Richmond, Virginia

T {/LL\A‘M“’ ' |
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WOoOD AND STREET
SUITE 504 '
SEVENTH AND FRANKLIN BUILDING
RICHMOND, VIRGINIA 23201

_ANDREW W. WOOD
W. SCOTT STREET, i

. JAMES 5. YOFFY o B : Ap'ril' .2, 1974

Mr. Meredith C. Winn
8609 Oakview Avenua
Richmond, Virginia 23223
Re: Winn v. Winn

Dear Meredith:

'_‘APP‘V-*éo' -

P.0.BOX 95

TELEPHONE (804) ‘6447866

I an enclosing a copy of a letter that I received from
Mr. Baer, your wife's attorney. It is.self-explanatory.

‘With kindest regards, I remain
yoo .. - Very truly yoyrs,
17
Andrew We. Wood

AWW:cls
Enclosure

cc: Tommy P. Baer, BEsq.

-IT‘ S Em‘/\t l).', 1
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1

-+ Lhe term “Ewmployce™ as used herein is limited to a person on the payroll of the Employer und regularly employed
by the Imployer on a full-time basis of not less than Thirty hours per week.  If the Employer is an individual pro-
prictorship or a partnership, the owner or a partner, as the case may be, may be included within the term “Employec”
Enlylwmlc he is actively engaged in and devotes a substantial part of his time to the conduct of the business of the

‘mployer. o o

The term “Dependent” as used herein with respect to the Health Insurance is limited to
. ) the imployee’s wife or husband, as ihe ¢asc ‘may be, and® | -
/ (b) the Employee’s unmarricd children over Fourtecn days of age but under Nincteen years of age, and
(¢) the Employce’s unmarried children Nincteen years of age but under Twenty-five years of age, who are recis-
- tered students in regular full-time attendance at school, are principally dependent upon the Employee For
5'1‘1‘;1}X1tenaxlce an§ support, are not regularly employed by one or more employers on a full-time busis of
(HINTLY 07 more iouss per week pxelusive of seheduled vacatinn yazids;, _ :
residinig i1t the United States of America (including Puerto Rico) or Canada; provided, however, that if Major Medical
Expense Benefits are provided hereunder, the term as used with respect to such Benefits will also include children
Fourteen days of age and under. '

Trlllle term “Employee Insurance™ as used herein means the insurance provided Lereunder with respect to the Employee
only. ' L ' :
The term “Dependents Insurance” as used herein means the insurance provided hereunder with respect to the Em-
‘ployee’s Dependents only. . ,

The term “total disability” as used herein with respect to Health Insurance means ‘

(a) the complete inability of an Employee to perform any-and every duty pertaining to his occupation or em-
ployment, or ‘ ’ '

(b) the complete inability of a Dependent to perform the normal activities of a person of like age and sex.

The term “hospital” as used herein means an institution which is engaged primarily in providing medical care and
treatment of sick and injured persons on an in-patient basis at the patient’s expense and which fully meets all the
tests set forth in (a) or (b) or ?c) below: .

(a) It is a hospital accredited by the Joint Commission on Accreditation of Hospitals.

(b) Itisahospital, a psychiatric hospital or a tuberculosis hospital, as those terms are defined ia Medicare, which
is qualified to participate and eligible to reccive payments under and in accordance with the provisions of
Medicare.

(¢) . It is an institution which fully meets all of the following tests: :

(1) Tt maintains on the premises diagnostic and therapeutic facilities for surgical and medical diagnosis
. and treatment of sick and injured persons by or under the supervision of a staff of duly qualified
' hysicians; and ‘ o
2y, ?t continuously provides on the premises Twenty-four hour a day nursing service by or under the
supervision of registered graduate nurses; and :
(3) Itis operated continuously with organized facilitics for operative surgery on the premiscs.
The term “Medicare” as used herein means the Health Insurance For The Aged program under Title XVIII of the
Social Security Act as such Act was amended by the Social Security Amendments of 1965 (Public Law 89-97), as such
program is currently constituted and as it may be later amended. . ,
The term “Room and Board™ as-used herein means room, board, general duty nursing, intensive care in an intensive
care unit by whatever name called, and any other services regularly rendered by the hospital as a condition of occupancy
of the class of accommodations occupicd, but not including the professional services of physicians or special nursing
scrvices rendered outside of an intensive care unit.

The term “Other Hospital Services and Supplies” as used herein means services and supplies rendered by the hospital
to the Zmployee or Dependent, as the case may be, and required for treatment of such person, but not including Room
and Boaréf) nor the professional services of any physician nor any private duty, special or intensive nursing services by
whatever name called, regardless of whether such services are rendered under the direction of the hospital or otherwise.
The term “sickness” as used herein shall be dcemed to include a surgical procedure performed for the purpose of
sterilization and necessary medical care and treatment and confinement within a period of Thirty consecutive days
‘rom and in connection with such procedure. :

The term “Calendar Year” as used herein means a period of One year commencing with a January 1.

i T"'is E*\!ﬂ\\;‘\- 3
GC-3002-1A .
CG | o L&z
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THE TRAVELERS

Claim Department

Paul H. Ervin, Manager A : . Januwary 21 > 1 975

Mr. C. B. Neblett, Jr.
Baer, Neblett and Pearlman
1004 N Thompson Street
Richmond, Virginia 23230

- 146 HS 11802 ‘
Winn Hauling, Inc.
Meredith C. Winn
Helen - wife

8

Dear Mr. Neblett:

Pef.,our conversation earlier today, I am attaching a copy of our
contract wording to show that Mrs. Helen Winn is no longer an
eligible dependent under the group policy with Winn Hauling, Inc.

Gonéequently, we regret to advise you that no benefits are payable
in connection with Mrs. Winn's hospital confinement of October 28,

197h.
Very truly yours,
(Mrs.) Joyce Jefferson
Claim Representative
JJjg
. =
CC ~ Meredith C. Winn - CC = Winn Hauling, Inc.
1318 Meadow Drive 8609 Oakview Drive

Mechanicsville, Virginia Richmond, Virginia 23228

T et Y

' RICHMOND OFFICE OF TITG TRAVEYZRY INSURANCE COMPANIES
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3 S NEUROLOGPCA\_ ASSOCIATES, INC. K T
: . % ) : LEE MEDICAL BUILDING . : FRANCIS E M oE %
: AR £ N Vs oKy M. . 1805 MONUMENT AVE. LGNS iCHARD)
' . . . RICHMOND, -y A, 23220 "
. . . . 339-2443 : . R
| oy : * /-" . . ! . '
= ’ . , .
lirs. Helen B, Wian L
: SN Lot 141, ppollingwood Estates
‘ v Cuo Chester, Vae. 23331 . : :
. 3 \ i
: Oy e . . 1
. AR : . ;
'. - ' T .
Moke Checks Puyoble To Neurological Associates, Inc. . PLEASE PAY AMOUNT |N THIS o o
\ —_—— psvpppgi— gl __.______.__..___,._.__._,...-__.______,—,":_ z“"":"-’:‘ —::——_:—ZT_‘-—-’——w
! RECEIPT A '
: NUMBER DATE CHARGE PAYMENT . "'BALANCE '
+
: [y
NEW/OLD PATIENT BRIEF __LIMITED INTERMEDIATE EXTENDED COMF
OFFICE 90000/90030 9001090050 90015/90060 90070 90!
ER. - | __90505/90540 _90510./90550 __ 90515790560 90570 | _so:
HOSP. leITIAL [ B 90200 o Sens 45 R : e
HOSPITAL FOLLOW-UF uP | 90‘240 ___._.9_0350 L 90260 o ‘
TE.C.F.-N.H. TNITIAL ~ ______90315 .
E.C.F-NH.F _FOLLOW-UP 30350 90360 o
CONSULTATION . 790600 90610 y :
ANGIP - ONE SIDE = 35100 ELE CTROFNCFPHALOGRAM _ 95820|N.C.V. = MOTOR OR SEM SEN o
ANGIO - BILAT, - 3810 "ECG - MONITOR - 95824 N.V.C.— MOTOR/SEN. g
TANGIO - f RETROGRADE - 72266 TEEG - S\ SLEEP - ?ggzz L N.V. 7 C. - ADDITIONAL
“MYELOGRAM - LUMBAR _ - 772266 | EM.G. - ONE EXTREM L P. WITH TH PRESSURE _
S MY T R 72286 | e o = P, WITH P~ —
MY ELOGRAM - COMPLETE - 7227 E.MG. - - TWO. EXTREM____ E " C.H.0. - 96500
PNEUMOLNCEPHALOGRAM - 70003 E. M. .G - FOUR EXTREM UNLISTED CALL OFFIC
, 'i v
y
/ 3 ,
"J . '

- | C i sk {5



ASSOCIATED PHYS!CIANS 7

"STATEMENT

Phore 804-770-4941

Med-cai Co'lege of V:rglnxa Box 232 Richmond, Virgina 23298

FOLD AND RETURN THIS COPY V"ITH YOUR PAYM ENT
PLEASE USE THE EMCLOSED !'.N‘./f:!.OP.EM .

PAYIENY NAME

GATANCE
FORWARD

© 0% 0 BAYS .

€

o

YOU ARE RESPONSIRLE FOR FULL PAYMENT REGARDL E‘SOFINSURFI\CECOVLRAUE : -
THESE CHARGES ARE NOT INCLUDED. CN ANY HOSPITAL BILL, )
PAYM"!\T ARRANGEMENTS CALL £8G4/770- 494! *IF YOU HAVE ANY OULSTIONSCHLL ﬂ04/770-4194)

ACCOUNT NO,

i)

; € poa o
4 4} . e i - 1 AL

DOCTOR NO.

STATEMENT DATE

,!/;30/75/




PATIENY'S NAtAE

- TEHER

1)

TR.«,,AT HOSPI

AL

2621 GR OVE AV EN UE,

RICHMOND, VIRGINTA 23220

. - " ADM. NO. ADIAITTED
. I O 3 T
STREET | - SEX * DISCHASGED e
ACiISTATE ) BIRTH DATE - ACCOMMODATION INFORMATION
- I -
GUARANTOR PHONE - ROOM DA]’K( B RAT.
v . . <
- STREEV DOCTOR - <
Ve : . : .
CITY/STATE - . EMPLOYER .
Q: SPOUSE K CONTRACT o v}
NS
2 hiv, REL. TO SUB.
[SH
ROOM & : MEDICAL LABORATORY X-RAY ) PHYSICAL | INHALATION creois DATE BALANCE
sOARD | PHARMACY| SURGICAL TRERAPY THERAPY v
SUPPLIES cODt l AMOUNT COnE l AMOUNT CODE l AMOUNT (el I AMOUNT
w5 s i LA <ot e oL e
s “l e\ - ~ el v
LT =) . o R 7 o ;- 177
:; AN .2 ,}.1 v Y 7.0 H n FE- TSRV 1 L/,
58.00 &O is TECIRIIY 1580
- en . S R LT e .
]. J 0 L‘?.\f\! 2
- S 2 e
fo2n Y IRV S . - '
- - <9 er ~ s SO 15713 R HLD
JC2Y 32.00 e FRVINURE o v
. er 9 7=
BN 573,
‘_)( KEEN ‘5 { ~ed & %
SRENEE] I 24 SN &3
4 ~ f Ny
e .lj 4 41 A . e ; 1 »
- -~ O - = &
S ia ] 1280 U &&n,
. . gz C
.‘) i« AR A C* 1 N
iA 250 2% i 1,021,
:!. -a 7‘2 7. - 1.029
) TOTAL CHARGES $
Coda: 1. Recovery Room 7. Telephone 1. Pulmonary function 22. Anestheslo 26. Nucleor Medicine 24. Commorclal ins.
2. Operating Room 8. Blood 12. Pathology 24, E.EG. 29. Cardioc function Lab. 31. Blue Cross
4, EX.G. 9. ICU/CCY 16./17. Clinical tob. 28. Surgicol Asslstant 23. Soli-Pay 32. Madicare
AGREEMENT: . AUTHORIZATION TO RELEASE INFORMATION AND ASSIGNMENT OF INSURANCE BENZFITS

| HEREBY AGREE TO PAY FOR ALL HOSPITAL

1 hereby Authorize the above nomed Hospitol to releuse Ohe informoation requested to the Insurance Company(ies) nomed

SERVICES TO BE RENDERED TO THE ABOVE herean.
NAMED PATIENT. AGREEMENT TO BE FINALED - > “— = Policy No.
AT TIME OF DISCHARGE. .. ( R . had .
W G .
%\ Company Policy No,
J’o 2~ ]| AGREEMENT: .
[ I hereby Authorlze Payment directly to tho above named Hospltal expence benefits otherwise gcyablo to me, but not «
5|GNATURE excead the Hotpital's regular charges for this period of hospitallzation. | understand that 1 om financiclly roxponublo tot!
i ‘. N Hospital for (harges not coverod by my hospltclization plan of the tima of discharge.
Anontss . ,
\ Cr) SIGNED: PATIES
EMPLOYER 7 QGNED:___ POLICYHOLE
LINESS:

DAYE
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L~ orfickmous ey ~ STATEMENT BUS. OFF. - 353-8159 I '
. *APPOINTMENT ONLY . - . HOSPITAL 359-9351 Ll
e v N . -MEDICAL SPECIALISTS, INC,  ANS. SERVICE 648-8353 .
A © Y E.D.FARLEY, JR. M.D. e
e S AW BLOUNT, JR. M.D. °°TNS“LIL“L'ZS.‘ET£§““ OF‘(
. PR EJ I(LEII\HOLZ. JR.. M.D. * [NTERNAL MEDIS :
; e Epe . '2621 GROVE AVENU _CARDIOLOGY C
e o RicHMOND. VIRGINIA 23220~ PULMONARY DISEASES II :
o - ' £
i : L
S ‘ - ;
. Mrs. Helen Winn :
p 12149 .Jeff Davis Hwy., Lot 141
: Chester, va, 23831 .
- ' PAY LAST
L - PAMOLLIINT'
i f ; IN THIS
: PLEASE TELEPHONE 24 HOURS IN ADVANCE COLUMN -
_I\ I . IF UNABLE TO KEEP YOUR APPOINTMENY . .& .
oor DATE PATIENT 523{,’5‘ s o eoont | BALANCE DUE
‘ L
7 AF ~BALANCE BROUGHT FORWARD e
N DR E T R
T Llwpd sue | | 0pol | /@ o |
e, Y e e
- B -y i K B T -1 PN
’ 2 G el )!_{C
| { W
A > O
SR -4_ 1 INIS —
. O - 1 - bOeYy

- N i ,
T N c.00 __ 8O <
Ve 7 N 4 ienddiiSlite nnivheh MR
- .____,,A_Ir,_ I_I_U S ¥y I‘[‘ 48 o ' i __,_I_%lé.' SNy
e 1 ‘ Vo g AN T 2
s IS | Vet
K - 1
OIS YOUR INSURANEE HAS BEFN BUtEG |y fon /|
¢ 1o : , i |
_ | | :
4 11 [ t 1 ' .
| I 4 | : f
- . T T b . .
f 12 \ ) : I . .
- I | — o F
’(, 1130 | [ ) )
; z |
o 14 K I ;
R T PTTTNLPIT ' : } &
toe MEDICAL SPECIALIST
_EXPLANATION OF CHARGES: > INC ) :f,‘,j‘,f’gc"c%,"E“s‘,’s“c““c""'
; A -COMPLETE EXAM! J < NIGHY ViSIT :
B-HOSPITAL DAILY CARE - o, K -EMERGENCY ROOM CALL LD ONE mannOw X
. C-INTENSIVE CARE ' L - TELEPHONE RX DA A :
D-PROLONGED CARE M - LONG DISTANCE CALLS S THORACENTRG :
: “E - CONSULTATION FULL N -FORM COMPLETION 7. CARDIOVERSION '
; F -CONSULTATION PARTIAL O - MEDICATIONS 8_PACEMAKER INSERT ’
‘ G- OFFICE VISITS ? -LAD ' o O ERTION ;
i H - PERIODIC (VALUATION - Q =NO CHARGE 10- LUMBAR PUNCTURE
¢ | ~INTERVAL EXAM, - 11- CHEMOTHERAPY .
: A 12-OTHER !
. E D.FARLEY, JR.M.D.- A. W. BLOUNT, JR. M.D. - E.J. LEINHOLZ, JR.. M.D. ;
/. .
~
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EMPLOYEE"S NAME (Last und Faurse) ’ PATIENT'S NAME |F DEPENDENT OF EMPLOYEE EMPLOYER'S PHONE NO.

len Yo ¥V : 266-2597

|7 I“ _Q_L“J:Q\iiﬁh_r

E3 ™ QYER'S NaME

- ‘ TLITATC Y "R YTY N Val
e WINMCR IA UHeL.,..\A_Ir‘
- LY e
<n o ACTIVE

‘S ADDRES.

sliview Ave,

e RETIRED

Bichmond, Va. 23228

B U P TR LY -l
COATE EMPLOYELD SLLA" ) i DATE LAST WORKED | DAI Or
- WNSURED I' Y TS baek
by Ccte 1k ; |
o -9 i b
. CasE & OF AUTHORIZED PERSON g bare
. , v - i € 2],
B S S, {Thnmmt Jaa\ i OC . ?__A)_o___“]:()/‘rlf
T Cen's ' : TO LT CodPl SV ENPLOYEE

’l
TEITL 2 D e DRTE <

7/.

TO BE COMPLETIID BV ATTENDING PHYSICIAN

Please Print or Type

DiITIONS
// e W sedd, e N

. v \
N C\ = PO C N

TIGN VUL ok

i( i SiCHKHESS ARISING OUT OF PATlan 5 EMPLOYMENTY PREGNANCYT if yes, Approximote Date

— - = S Pregnancy Commenc
vEs . No K Yes L, No X! Dore -
RECORT OF SERVICES (on -ltfuckh ltenazed Iiil) (If Treviows Form Subin it fo this : p d
C ier, You Need Show Only Dates and Services Sonee Last. Heporty rocecdure
N Code - If used
Date of Place of ) ) (If code other than
Sarvices Services | Description of Surgical or Medicai Services Rendcred CPTw* ysed, give Name) Charges

Sy i C L>\\W9E,\Q ’QXCLW\ | O G

Ll t",.;' N ! Wate\ O‘O_\. l'\( : ' O?C“ Co
\

H \’)CL\\'.\.‘ AOSV - w\L_, : NS G

IR c o Salea] ey 35 Cc |

Voo~
» |!_““‘~ . g )
TOTAL CHARGES ¥ § S

T T0-Doctor’s Office IH-lnpaticnt Hospital NH-~Nursing Home '
ri-Patient’'s Home . OH-Outpotient Hospital OL—-Other Locations AMOUNT PAID -
o *iCDA~international Classification of Diseases '
. P o e
)-/_. **CPV-Current Procedural Terminology (current edinion) J BALANCE DUE > s l RO S it
LVr_R hA') AME UR SIMILAR CONDITION? ! PATILNT;TILL UNDER YOUR CARE FOR THIS CONDITION? ~
= A
BES . NOLLL Ul “Yes™ When and Describe: fYES ‘\g No ] !
{ i
'NTINUOUSLY TOTALLY DiSABLED . UIF STILL DISABLED, DATE PATIENT SHOULD BE ABLE TG
I }
. ) \ i !
N Thru - \\‘\Q;‘:'{"‘LL WAy T ,;/,:l From Thru . ‘
OVHER HEALTH COVERAGE? ’ »
0 : . /
If'""Yes' Please Identify
i i F’hYglCIAN s NAME (PRINT) DEGKEE i ! .
i e N L el (/ \J i I) INDIVIDUAL PRACTITIONERS-SS #
NPENAR & i ! ' L/ I/\C /\'k
TORNTS SIONKTURE ~ TELLPHONE ALL OTHERS - EMPLOYER I.D. # L Lo
]
WIEDICAL SPEC. \LISTS, INC
s ‘ , MUST BE FURNISHED UNDER AJTHORITY OF LAW _
v *;-555;:;5"’—"————*”“2‘()‘21 CROVEAYES CTTY OR TOWN STATE 2 Cone
T2 L R R s N ~r D2 /o
NiCHNOi Vi), Vi 23220 "f‘~ SIS
F1-47707A REV, 11-72 PRINTED IN U.5.A. pproved by the Council on Medical Service, A.M.,A, 2/70
DOCTOR, PLEASE MAIL TO THE TRAVELERS AT THE ABOVE ADDRESS Page 2
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RECORD OF PAYMENT FOR EMPLOYEE

~ Thisisa- of a payment mode in connochon wnth your ' . ' 8 v v )
‘claim undery * Group coverage. It is for your information only. : N gg1 ﬂ Qg

- :
: . 21N

DATE _ - - i POLI(EI’HOL.DER - : Poucv NUMBER . prp ACCOUNT peyer e
5-15-74 | UINNS HAULIG 5 GA §202a3 u 4] 45
| CLAIM NUMBER - DEPENDENT AMOUNY :
346 ®S 93503 - HELEN @ A ' £272.00%
" -

[EROVE AVE - S "":"'Non Negotlable
-~ THE TRAVELERS -

rﬁ:CHﬁOE‘JD;‘ VA ‘ A . ] . ~jmm Deportment PR v

[THE RETREAT HOSPITAL -]
. .

TYPIST -

Hes {1

B T et
OATE . . ' STATUS . CAUSE . ' TAX IDENTIFICATION NUMBER POLICYHOLDER
OF LOSS CODE CODE OR P/N . CODE
. % . .
o I > .
3-24-78 - 33 % N : 58?93
PMT. CODE F/A OAYS PAID AMOUNT FROM JO
7 ) (4
Ll ¥ . - 27.00
. PMT. CODE F/A DAYS PAID AMOUNT FROM . TO
PMT. CODE F/A DAYS PAID AMOUP“T FROM TO
PMT. CODE F/A DAYS PAID AMOUNT FROM : i T0 -7

EMPLOYEE .

NEREDITH LINH

218 REBADOU R VERS
1318 REZADOU RD. SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR
EXPLANATION OF

NECHANTCSVILELEY VA  [[Fpooromosmen
o . ; DEFENDANT'S |d1. Poyment Codes
. : EXHIBIT 12. Status Codes
° 2. :43. Couse Codes

Gi-50430C REV, 7.73 PRINTED IN.U.S.A.



