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13,
147

15
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{1801 Seuth Fourth Street
|iLas Veghg Nevada 89101
1/Phone (702),444-4444
iFax  (702) 444-4455:
| Attorneys for Plavig

|/Nevada State Bar No. 505
J/JOSHUA R: HARRIS, ESQ.
‘Nevada Bar No. 9580

;RJCHARD HARRIS LAW FIRM

RICHARD'A, HARRIS, ESQ.

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA , /
CASENO/Y  A-11-636515-C

- RAYMOND RIAD KHOURY: DOES I throggh - '
© 10; and. ROE ENTITIES 1t through 20, ¥
: 'mcluswe,

Defendants.

17
11'8:: :
15 Ricuar
20}

214

{{birth, ‘and social security nfimber.
23
24

25 ||

28 3|

PLAINTIFF'S RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORIE
COMES NOW, Plaintiff, MARGARET G. SEASTRAD byand thmggh'herjattomcyng}IE
AR} HARRIS LAW FIRM/ hereby response to the followingNgterrogatories.

INT RROGATORY/NO. 1: Provide your full name and{ome address, date of

.'M'a'r‘gai'ét‘ eastrand
6440 Spahish Garden Court
LasVegas, Nevada 89110

Decepiber 27, 1961
RT3 _*_5229:

(aaécx -2 b ?m"c\cmw 00
order Hledk Dl 15

2




| ﬁ_RICHARIj ‘HARRIS

LAW FIRM

1'-°:§ |injuries, identify the adverse person or'atity, the ngine and address of any insurance carrier, the

11:

15

16

17

19

_2,0":':
21:.'
2212', i

23

24

| 25.

i2'6-:..,. coL - o - -
 {iright eastbo fid lane of Craig Road directly behind Plaintiff. Defendant failed to decreaye the
274 : A ” '

28

|! charge of which you were convicted, courts in which you pléd guilty, the court and case number, and

|[such lawsuit, state your partystatus, the names of all adversg/parties, the court where thé action was |

1 commenéeq,“the_natﬁfe of relief sobght, and the outcome/ If you have ever filed a claim for personal

 {linsurance claim number, and the outcome.
12y ‘ '

13
agfr as a result of a motor vehicle accident. Pla tiff does not recall details of that claim.

{iPlaintiff is involved in the lawsnit list¢d below as the owaer of Hollywoed Kids Academy:

18 ||

|{actident occuirred.
RESPONSE:/  On March 13,2009, Plaintiff was operating a 2002 Nonda Odyssey

:vnn and was stop ped in the far nght eastbound lane of Craig Road at the interdgction with |

; Ranazlm Drive, jh Las Vegas, Nevada. Defendant was operating a 2007 Infinity SUV iy the far

. If you have ever been convicted of a felony, state the

the nature of Jengthi of any-prison term,

RE SPONSE: Plaintiff has not been convicted of a félony.

INTERROGAR RY NO. 3: If you have been a glarty to a civil lawsuit, for each

RF§EON§ : Plaintiff iade 3/cIxim for personal injuries approximately 25 years -

Party Information. : Hollywood Kids Academy v. Western Heritage Insurance and
. ' ' Garret Boylan, et al.
Court 8 Unknown at this time. ‘Information to be supplemented
_ upon receipt.
Nature of Litigation : Insurance Bad Faith
‘Outcome i Pending:

RROGATORYNO.4:  Stafe exactly and in detail youhyersion of how this

00"
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|igccident, set forth the name, address anY occupation/of the person or organization conducting the.
1 35 linvestigation; the basis of the investigation, whethef anybody has conducted an interview of any party

14

15

16 e /
| iconcerning the investigation. /
- S ;

18 |f
18]

20

22|

23

27’

{ithis lawsuit.

10

21 ff

|lspeed of his SUV as:he approached the rear of Plaintif’s vehicle, thefeby causing a collision.

|{The front.of Defendant’s SUV struck the rear of Plaintiff’s van.

INTERROGATORY NO. 5: Set forth the facts upon which you contend that the

nsed by any negligent conduct on the part of this Defendapf, and the facts upon which

, "you'c.ontend; that this\gccident was caused by the negligent conduct g the part of any other party to -

\

Y

RESPONSE ke Plaintiff’s response to Inferrogatory No. 4.

ITERROGATOR NO.%: Astoeach i estigation conducted concerning this

{linterviewof any witness to the event in question, _a_nd' he location of any and all written reports made

'RESPONSE: Officer/] | . Conn .of Las Vegas Metropolitan Poliée_Depaﬁment was

/

[Ealled to the scene of the acciden Please refer to the State of Neyada Traffic Accident Report

ldisclosed by Plaintiff at the Egrly Case Conference.
INT RROGAPOR NO 7 Provide the name and address 0§ each and every

expert witness whom. you feserve the right to.call  trial of this action and wiq has expressed an

Hopinion upon anyi;ssqe‘r" ated to ﬂﬂs'actioi;,»ihclud'ing the subject matter and field in Which the expert

25 | is.qualified and will reder an opinion in this matter, a summary of the grounds for each ahd every one

26 |lof the expert’s' opigtions, all facts:and opinions which each and ‘every expert has formulated with

respect to. this natter, whether each expert has made a personal investigation or examinatiom\of

004
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10§

1j2j"
13
144
15l
. |lespected to provide testimony regarding, but ngt necdgsarily limited to, his review of Plaintiffs
L8 lnedieal records; his examination of Plaintlf “his opinion that PlaintifPs past medical care

18-

1. nﬁ he is also expected to opme that tk need for Plamhff’s pas nd foture medieal treatment

o 1P s caused by the incident as is-at fsue in this matter. He is Yurther expected to provide
T ',pmions that the costs ofPlaintlff’s nast, and expected future medicel treatment, is reasonable

21,
zzf
N 33;' tnegligence; Plaintiff’s medicy hxstory, Plaintiff’s symptomology;. and diaduostic tests as have
- heen performed on; Plamm’f

2 |
26 |f
27

284

il

|anything related to this matter, whether each expert has made a personal investigation or examination

H
1

i}f'anj:thing related to this matter, each and every iter each expert has reviewed, the date and location

of ,each:_wﬁtten ‘expert reporl, and each expert’s specific general, educational, andprofessional

Heredéntials (a copy of each expert’s most recent curriculum vitae may be provided i lien of a written

[summiary of that expeX(s credentials),

RESPONSE: Plaintiff has not determined each and eyéry expert she will call at

kb t:im{:' of trial. However, Phy intiff anticipates she will call the fnedical experts listed below.

[Plaintiffwill supplement this list asudditional information begd mes available during discovery.

Mark Ferdewsian, D.O.

Mountain View Hospital
3100 North Tenaya Way
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128

Dr: Ferdowsian was Plaintiff’s. emergency xoom doctor following the accident, He is

a n(lfor treatment was reasonable and necess 73 and his dpinion that Plaintiff’s need for future
¢are and/or treatment j is reasonable and nefe ary, including the reasonableness and necessity
fjf treatment as 1s expected to be prov ed to Plaintlﬂ' b other medlcal provulers. Dr.

'vnd customary for Clark County evada. The bases for Dr. Ferdowsiay’s opinions are expected

ce, ‘the: mature of: the/trauma Plaintiff ‘was. subjected to becquse of Defendant’s

N
L 5 )

(YA S

o include, but are: not riécess3 lly expected to be Jimited to, his education, training and

L

00
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151
16|
17
18:
19,
20°
21.

23 I Wgar&iug the causation of PlajhtifPs i injuries; and héis also expected toppine that the need for

23 | matter, He is further expected to provnde opinions that the costs of Plaintiff\s past, and expected
24
95

26

27

28 ||

David P. Gorczyca, M.D.
:Lindsey C. Blake, M.D.
Radiology Spectahst Ltd.
4101 Wagon Trail-

Las Vegas, Nevadg 89118:

Dr. Gorczyea nd Dr.: Blake ‘are: Plaintiff’s. treating pllyswlans and specialize in
admlogy. They are ex eeted to provule testxmony regardmg, but not neg san!y limited to,

lmir review of Plamt:ff’s uedical records, their examination of Plaing s thelr opmmn that |
g Plaint;if’s past medical care iy d/or treatment was reasonable and necgésary; and their opimon -
Jithat Plamtlff's need for future Are andlm treatment is reasonahle apd necessary, mcludmg the

’ re&sonablmess and necessity of & tment asis expected to be pybvided to Plaintiff by other

ansatlon of Plamtlﬂ’s mjurles, and ‘they are: also ‘expotted to opine: that the need for
am ent was caused the lncldent Aas. ts at issue in tbls

Govind Koka, D.O..
anary Care Consultants

.Las, Y_e_ga.s,. _Nevada 89_183.

Dr Koka is Plamtxff’s treatmg ysw.ian. He ls expecte to prowde testnnony regardmg,
Plalnbff, his’ oplmon that Plaintiﬁ’ past. medlca'l'éar'é andior m atment was reasonable and
:'nwes&ary, and his opmlon that Pl intifPs need for future care. an or treatment is reasonable
{iand necessary, mc!udmg the reatonableness and: necessity of treabment as is expected to be
prtmded to Plaiutiff by other mg¢dical providers. Dr. Koka is also expegted to provide opinions

Plaistiff’s past and future ng¢dical treatment was: caused by the incideny as is at: fssue in this

, lfnture medleal treatment, is reasonable and customary for Clark County Ne ada. Thebases for
(Dr; Koka's opmions areo peeted to inchide, but are not necessarily expected to be limited to,
lliis education, training gnd experience, the nature.of the trauma Plaintiff wes subjected to
because¢ of Defendant’s eghgenee, Plaintiff’s medical history; Plaintiff’s symp omology; and
|diagriostic tests as havg been performed on Plaintiff.

L Y

memeal provuiers Dr. Gorczyea and Dr, Blake are also expectedto proyide: opinions: regardmg, '

. th,
10 |ip
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10

13

13

15
164
17.J}

18

20 |
|ltreatment as is expected to be provided to Plaintiff by other medical prpviders. Dr. Belsky is
21 also expected to prn'nde npnuons regy dmg the eausatxon of Plaintlﬂ’1 ix unes, -and she is also-
22|

i €0 sts of l’lalntlff’s past and expe d future medlcal treatment, is reasonable nd customary for
[iCTark: County Nevada. The baseg for Dr. Belsky’s opinions are expected to inclpde, but are not
24
[ iraumy Plaintiff was subj ject edAo because of Defendant’s neglugence, Plaintif’s még :eal history;

25| 'Plﬁmnﬁ*s symptomology, and diagoostic tests as’ have been performed on Plainti

23

26

27

28

' They are expected to provid testimony. regarding, but not neeessanly limited'to, their review

|land necessity of treafment as is expected to be provided to Plaintiff by other medical providers,
Dy, Orrison and Dr Lewis are also expected to provxde opinions y ségarding the causation of

| edical treatment, is reesonahle and enstoma for Clark o lmty Nevada. The bases for Dr.
12 40

;:",_hgeeted ‘to-because of Defendant’s negligence)\ P amtnﬂ’s medical  history; Plaintiff’s

o provide teetmmny regarding, but not neces ssarily imited to, her'yeview of PlaintifPs medical

16 :ieeercis;her examination of Plaintiff; hey opinion that Plaintiff’s\past medical care and/or

William W. Orrison, M.D.
Keith Lewis, M.D.:

Nevada Imaging Centers

715 Mall Rm Clrcle, Suite 100
Henderson, Newada 89014

Dr. Orrison and Dr\L.ewis are Plaintiff’s treating physicians and specialize in Radiology.
of Plaintiff’s medical records; Yaeir examination of Plaintiff; their opinion that Plaintiff's past

medical care. and/or treatment was reasonable and necessary; and their ofinion that Plaintiff’s
eed for future care and/or treatmeng i3 reasonable and necessary; including theressonableness

iamﬂif’s mjlmes' and they are also expected to opine that the peed for Plaintiff’s past and
wture medical treatment was caused by the imcident as.is at jésue in this matter. They are
urther- expected to provnde opinions that the costs of Plair ff’s past, and expected future

msteﬂ to, thenr educatlon, trammg and expeﬂe e, the nature of the trauma Plaintiff was
iptomology; and dlagnostic tests as have been per} Grmed on Plemtlﬂ'

Marjorie E. Belsky, M.D..

3111 South Maryland Parkway, Suite 200

Las Vegas, Nevada 89109

Dr. Belsky is Board Certified in Pain Management and Anesthesiology. She is expected

. ent was ) reasmable and necessary ‘and her opinion that Plam {’s need for future care
i treatment is reasonable and necéssary, including the reasonahlencss and necessity of .

) ecessarﬂy expected to-be llm:t d to; her education, training and experience, the nature of the

A

00
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11

12

14
15

16

Mario Tarquino, M.D,
3111 South Maryland Parkway, Suite 200
Las Vegas, Nevada 89109

Dr. Tarquine is Plaintiff’s freating physician and specializes in Anesthesiology. He is

peeted to provide testhiy any regarding, but not necessarily limited to, his review of Plaintiff’s

{medical records;: his. examipation of Plaintiff; his opinion that PlaintifPs past meg jcal care

md/or treatment v was reasonal Jé and necessary, and his opinion that Plaintiff’s nepd for future

|ieave. 'andlor treéatment is reasons ble and nécessary, mcludmg the reasonablenesy and necessity
1iof: treatment asisexpected to be pra ided to Plaintiff by other medical providerS. Dr: Tarquino
§ also expected to provide opmmns reg rding the causation of PlaintifP’sinjufies; and heisalso

xpected to opine that the need for Plaintiff’s past.and future medical tregfment was caused by

iheincident as.is atissue in this matter. Hos further expected to provxd opinions that the costs

10 i fPlaintifPs past, and expected future: medich] treatment, is reasonablednd customary for Clark

."ounty Nevada. ‘The bases for Dr. Tarquin 8 npmlons are expected to mclude, but are not
recessarily expected to be limited to, his education, training and gkperience, the nature of the
rauma Plaintiff was subjected to because of Defendant’s negligepce; PlaintifPs medical history;
flsmtiﬁ”s symptnmology, and diaguostic tests as hiyve been pgiformed on Plaintiff.

Wllham S. Muir, ML.D.
653 North-Towi Center Drive, Snite 210
Las Vegas, Nevada 89144

Dr. Muir isa Board Certlﬂed Orthopaedic Surgeon. He'g expected to provide testimony

_regardmg, ‘but ‘not- necessarily limited to, his péview. of Plantiff's medical records; his

examination of Plaintiff; his- oplnnm that Plaintjf’s past medicalcare and/or treatment was

17
. .m onable and necessary; and his opinion that Plaintiff's need for fture care and/or treatment
18 Jlis'reasonable and’ necessary, including the réasonableness and neck sity of freatment as.is
19.1E (pected to be provided to Plaintiff by othe medical providers, ‘Dr. Muir is also expected to
k! fm:deopmmns mgardmg the causation of Plamhffs injuries; and he is jiso expected to opine
20 {ithat the need for Plaintiff’s past and faty ‘e medical treatment was caused by the incident as is
e ”t issue in this matter. He is further e pected to pruwde opinions that the\costs of Plaintiff’s
21: {past, and. expected future medical t fatment, is reasenable and customary or Clark County
22 1N evada., The bases for Dr. Muir’s, pmmns are e:xpected to include, but are\not necessarily
expeem‘l ‘to be limited to, his. eduy fation, training and experience, the nature of the trauma
23 |[Plaintiff was subjected' to becglise of Defendant’s negligence; Plaintiff's medjeal history;
) v,lamﬁﬁ"s symptomology, and diagnostic tests as have been performed on Plaintiff.
241 .
25: n e
26 Yeew
27 s " r
: 7




AW LETR M

?ﬁIRICHARD’HAF;RiS;

23 1

26

27|

¥
i
| | |
§ Russell Shah, M.D.

Iprovide testlmony regqrding, but not necessarily limited to, his refiew of Plaintiff’s medical
{records; his, examination of Plamtlﬁ' his opinion that Plainti 78 - past medical care and/or

H ,xpeete& to pmv:de upmions regayding the causation of/ Plaintiff’s injuries; and he is also
texpected to opiné that the need for ¥ gintiff’s past:and fyfure medical treatment was caused by

1k f Plaintiff’s past, and expected future metljcal treatm it, is reasonable and cnstomary for Clark
{County Nevada. ‘The bases for Dr. ShalRg ‘opinigns_are expected .to include, but are not

: vi-,lamtiff‘s symptomology, and’ dlagnostnc tests 5 have heen performed on Plaintiff,

'flein{iﬁ"e paet and expect future medxeal treatment |s reasenable and cus mary for Clark
] Ceunty: Nevada.  The basey for Dr. Langlois’s opxmons are expeeted to include, but are not

24 1l tranmal’lainnﬂwas sub,l tedto because of Defendant's neghgenee,l’lamtd?’s meical hzstory,‘ =l
: Q’Iainﬁff’s symptomnlo s and dlagnostxe tests as have been performed on Plaum K.

25,

Neurology & Clinical Neurophysiolgy
2628 West Charleston Blvd.
Las Vegas, Nevada §9102

Dr. Shah is Plaintiff's treatnng physician and specializes in Negfology. He is expected to-

freatment was. reasnnable d neeessary, and his opinion that Flaintiff’s need for future care
ﬁdler treatment s reasonable and 1 neeessary, in¢luding the/feasonableness and necessity of
réatmentas is expected to be phovided to Plaintiff by other yf edleal providers. Dr. Shah is also

the incident'as is at issue in this matter.\He is further expected to provideo pinions that the costs

ecessaniy expeeted to be limited to, his education, training and experience, the nature of the
rannta Plaintiff-was subjected to beciuse of Defonf dant’s negligence; Plaintif’s medical history;

Leo Langlois, M. D

Kern Island Pain. Medleme
2920 H; Street
Bakersfield; CA 93301

__VDr Langlols is PlaintifPs_tregting physician.’ He is: sxpected to provide testimony
ding,. . not necessanly lim ed to, hxs revxew of Pl tiﬂ"s medleal reenrds' his:

ly expeeted to be imited to, his educalwn, trammg and experienee, the, nature of the .

ARRS

TETS
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18"
19

20:

23,

25

36 |
27 ...

28

Yevgenly A. Khavkin, M.D.
Nevada Spine Clinic
7140 Smoke Ranch Road, Smte 150

Dr. Khavkin js Plaintiff’s Orthopaedic Surgeon. He is expected to pravxde tesmnuny

: rﬁgarding, but not M cessanly limited to, his review -of Plaintiff's medical records; his

examination of Plamtl NNis opinion that Plaintiff's past medical care andl pr treatment was

Hreasonable and necessary, angd his opmlon that Plaintiff's need for future cfe and/or treatme_nt

s reasonable and - necessary, Jucluding the reasonableness and necessify of treatment as is
jexp Aected to be provided to: Plain by other medica] provxders Dr. i avkm is also expeeled

0 ine that the need for Plamtlﬂ"s past nd future medical treatm was causcd by the mmdent

I gis atissuein this matter. Heis furtherexpected to provide opinjons that the costs of Plaintiff's

past, and expected future: medical treatment, s reasonable and customary for Clark County

-expetted te be limited to, his ‘education, {raiging and expérience, the nature of the trauma
Piaintif{- was subjected to because of Defendant's negligence; Plaintiff’s medical history;
laintlﬂ's symptomology, and diagnostic tests as have b en performed on P!aintiﬂ'

Jorg Ros!er,, M.D..

Nevada Spine Clinic

7140 Smoke Ranch Road, Suite 150
Las Vegas,-N'eva‘dﬁ 89128

Dr. Resler is Plaintiff’s freating physjcian and speciglizes in. Anesthesmlogy He is
Expected to prorvxde test:-ony regarding, but/not necessarily lin ed to, his review of Plaintiff’s
imedical records; his examination of Plainfiff; his opinion that\Plaintiff’s past medical care
fland/or treatment was reasonable and necesary; and his opinion that Plaintiff's need for future

[éare and/or treatment is reasonable and jiecessary, including the reasonableness and necessity

lof treatment as iy expected to be pruv:d d to Plaintiff by other medical providers. Dr. Rosler is
: alsn expected to provide opinions:regyfding the causation of Plaintiff's iy juries; and he is also
21

22 hieincident as is at i xssue in thismatger, He is further expected to provide opipions that the costs

xpectedito opine that the need for PY intiff's past-and future medical treatment was caused by

ofPlamhff'spast, and expected fur remedical treatment; is reasonable and cugtomary for Clark

{[County Nevada.' The bases for/Dr. Rosler’s opinians ‘are: expected to include, but are not
' ;necns,sarily expected to be limitéd to, his edncatmn, training and experience, the nature of the
24

¥auma Plaintiff was subjected/to because of Defendant’s negligence; Plaintiff's médical history;

| QPlaintiff's symptomology, and diagpostic tests as have been performed on Plainti

(RS

Nevada, The bases for Dr. Khavkin's opiniogs are expected #0 include, but are not necessarily '

[T
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Jaswmder S. Grover, M.D.

Nevada Spine Clinic

7140 Smoke Ranch Road, Smte 150
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128

Dr Grover is a B ard Certified Orthopaednc Surgeon. He is expected to. provide
testlmony regardmg, but noty ecessarlly limited to, his.review of Plaintiff's medical rccords, his

Alexamination. of Plainhff, his o} nion that Plaintiff's past medical care andjOr treatment was
: reaszmable and necessary; and hisgpinion that Plaintiffs need for future cafe and/or treaiment:

js: reasonable and necessary, ‘imcludjn {4 the reasonableness.and necess of treatment as is

Nevada. The bases for Dr..Grover's opmums an expected to Anclude, but are not necessarily
expmted to be hmlted to, his edueation, tramm and expe ience, the natnre of the trauma

F‘l nt:ﬁ's symptomology, and dlagnostic tests as have hee performed on Plamtlff.

Eddy Luh; M.D.
3930 West Snnset Road Suite 300

Dr. Luh isa Board Certified Vascular Surgeon and Boa d Certified General Surgeon.

7. }I& is expected to provide testimony regarding, but not necessaxily limited to, his review of
1PIaintfls medlcalrecords, his examination of P}Aintiff; his opinion that Plaintiff's past medical
{lcare and/or treatment was reasonable and’ Tecessary; s and his-opinion that Plaintiff's need for
|{future: care and/or treatment is reasonable ahd necessary, including the reasonableness and
{|mécessity of treatment as is expected to be pry yided to Plaintiff by other m ed:cal providers. Dr.

il ubrisalso. expected to prov:de opinions reg Jarding the causation ‘of Plaintiff’s injuries; and he
1lis also expected to opine. that the need T of Plaintiff's past and future medical treatment was
-{leaused by the incident as is at issue in this matter. He is further expeeted to\p rov:de opinions

that the costs. of Plaintif’s past, and. ¢kpected future medical treatment, is \reasonable and

““ llcustomary for Clark County Nevada. The bases for Dr. Luh’s opinions are expetted to include,

23}
1 namre of the tranma Plaintiff was subjected to because of Defendant’s. negligence; Plaintifl’s
241

Ib“t are not' necessanly expected to b limited to, his education, training and experience, the

medical. hlstory, Plamtiffs sympty mology, and dlagnostlc ‘tests as have been performed on

{i P’lamtlff

EEE

10

expected | to be provnded to Plamtlff by other medieal providers Dr. Grover is also expected to
j pmwde opmxons regardmgthe causatm 8 nf Plaintiff's injuries; and e is also expected toopine
that the need for Plaintiff’s past and i‘utn medlcal treatment was £2 used by the ineident as is
|[at issue in this matter. He is further expec d to provide opinions that the costs of Plaintiff's
lipast, and expected future medical treatment, s reasonable and/ customary for Clark County
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10

12, this educatinn, trammg and ¢ expenence, the nature o he (rauma Plaintiff was subjected to

13‘; dmgaustic tests as have becn. performed on- Plamhff

14 [t
154}
1 |l this accident, and each part of the body whicki Yo allege suff' 2 ,injmm during this collision,
17

18 fidenti

12 oermanent, and identify each and every medical practitioner who has examinedhor reated yo for

: hnjnriesﬂr conditions which you relate to jhis accident, including their name, addregs, and '
zz 5 | ‘“""P”‘m number, a5 well-as any and-alf facility which has provided care relative to i unes of
237

241

25 ||

26

28|

Sonny A. Patidar, M.D,

Las Vegas Radmlogy

7500 Smoke Ranch Road, Suite 100.
Las Vegas, Nevadg 89128

Dr. Patidar is Plaintifig treatmg physician and specializes in Radiology. He is

lexpected to prowde testimony garding, but not necessanly limited to, his review of

laintiff's medical records; his. eximination of Plaintiff; his opinion that Plainfiff's past

1 edlcal care and/or {reatment was y¢asonable and necessary; ‘and his op ion that Plaintiff’s

eed for future care and/or treatment\s reasonable and necessary, incldding the -

|ireasonableness and necessity of treatment as is: expected to be provided to Plaintiff by other
imedical prwiders Dr; Patidar is also expected to provide opmxo yregarding the causation
{lof Plaintiff’s injuries; and heis also. expect d to opine that the ngéd for Plaintiff’s past and

: ﬁuture medical treatment was cansed by the theident as is at issde in this matter. He is

arther expected to provrde opinions that the cbgts of Plaintiff’s past, and expected fature
medical treatment, is-reasonable and customary or Clark County Nevada. The bases for Dr.
Patidar's: ‘opinions are. expected to mclude, but are\pot negéssarily expected to be limited to,

INT] OGATORY NO. 8: Set forth All injuries which you allege are related

‘whetherphysxcal or emotional, and whether aggl avated or allegedly canged by.the accident, -

¥ cach and every ‘one of the injuries whigh you or any of your expe 0 iconsider_ to be

: Fmb}gms-which'you relate to this-accident.

49 ¥

27 lf

11




RESPONSE: The injuries, body parts, and permancncy are outlined in
inedical 'recbrd;é disclosed by Piainiiff at the Early Case Conference, and include but are not

limited to:

ﬁRIc.HARb HARRIS:

LAW Figwm

10}

11

14
154
16 |

17-4

19|
20 |
21.

22

24’
25
26|
27 |

. Disc herniatioh of the cervical spine at C5-6 requiring Anterior Decompression
Discectomy andYnterbody Fusion:with Cage Placement and Plating,

Plasma Disc Decomprission and subsequent Anterior Discectoydy and Interhody
Fusion with Cage Placement and Plating at both levels.

. Subsequent post-operatwe omplication of dlsplacemen /of the anterior lumbar
plate requiring future reinfprcement surgery. consisting of Posterior Fxxatlon
Fusion with Instrnmentatxon ongisting of Pedicle Scfews and Rods to- prowde

12 i

13

18}

greater structural support.
In addition to the healthcare providers dixclosed by Plaintiff at the Early Case
Conference, Plaintiff received treatment from:

-S'imny A Pahdar, M.D.

'7500 Smoke Ranch Road, :Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128
(702):254-5004

Set forgh each injury, sjyaptom, or complaint

Exfdbnﬁﬁe'd',in_thé prior Interrogatory (No. 8), from/which you suffered at\my timeprior to the

mecident, tqgéther with the name and address of each and every practitionex or facility which

Iprovided treatment or care of any kind relatj¥e to those injuries, symptoms, ok complaints.
234l

m&zgm Plaintiff refeived treatment to her spine followlng a motor
?véiﬁc!e accident that occurred approkimately 25 years ago. The name of that healthcare |

pravider is unknown at this time. $ometime in 2004 or 2005, Plaintiff received m edical

tieatment after bumping her hegd on two separate occasions. Those medical providers are

12

. Internal disc: disruption of the lumbar spine at L4-5, 1.5-S1 injtfally requmng,

01
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10:1ien, and the name and address of the Jienholer;

21l

15

18]

1941

22.
23|
24
25
26 ||
27}

28

13

1t
16 ||

17l

20

21

llisted below:

Dr, Thomas Lamb’er‘t (Cardiologist)

3150 North Tenaya Way
Las Vega evada 89128

Dr, Luis Diaz (Newrologist)

653 North Town Center Drive

iLas Vegas, Nevada.

RESPONSE:

Identif}’r'each and every provider for treatment

|laliegediy related o this accident, the ambunt of their bill, if they are 2 lienholder, the amount of the

[TaB ] TROVIDER N/ [ amooNT _

T Las Vegas Fxre & Rescue -

772, nof. |

12 Mountam View Hospltai )

- / \ | o su,ftss,‘ifi i

4 3 i ;':Radmlogy Specmhst, Ltd

N s

5. ks t -Primary Care Consnltants /

| :\ T 830000 | |

| G i Neck & Back Clinic

| 5N_ev.ada -Imaglng

/ T \ $3,500.00
I \ 82,7400 |

s ‘MarjoneE Belsky, M/X)

\ $22,310.00 | |

o ?Surgery Center of Sfﬁlﬂm’n NV

\ ssz,gzs 07‘ 1

0. 1Mano Tarqumo,lf

D.

""" Y $3,600.00 |

. IWIlllamS Muir,

D.

$49,714.00 |

1

014
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11

24

28 4

10

12§

 {Wliich has caused you to lose time.

23

|12 © [ Sierra Meds Services SR B " $1,650.00 | |

o j¢jSﬁmwingHospiﬁl Medical Center $58,495.00 |

& ”‘Rvussel]tSii ,MD — Bl - '$7,995.00

[ »Léatai'g'lfoi,m\ | sisiw]|

{187 [Nevada Spine cﬁnic\ N $38,367.50

[16, [ St Rose i)jﬁmi;_:‘i&iinasﬁﬁ — / $168,074.00 |

17.  |EddyLuh,MD, Ty $7,790.00

{19. - ::QLasEVeggs-R#diolngy ) \ - / TBA |

RESPONSE:

{lacaderny located at 4161 N, Rancho #140, Las Vegas, Nevada 89130, She lost tilpe from
5 work as a result of the injuries sustaiped in the subject accident. The time taken off includes
26 jf. ’ . o
~ fibut is niot limited to: September th
27

gugh Deécember, 2009, as well as several weeks after

14

01




@RICHARD HARRIS

LAW FLREM

10 'é;mplz;aymcng-and your method of computatiol for determining this loss.
114 :

12|

14':
15 ltelephonie number, and a complete summary of cach persong knowledge of relevant inforination.
16 ||
. |[Conference dated July 19, 2011. ‘Additional witnesyes will be Supplemented as they become
19 {f

22

241
28 j thm time at the Early ‘Case'_Cbnferen' ¢ dated J’ulyv:]:‘),' 2011. Additional documents and items
2 |Iwill be s‘npplgmented as they becomg available during discovery.

13 |f

28.

lundergoing spine surgeries. Plaintiff is responsible for the operation of Hollywood Kids

' fvj’:hii:h' includes but is not limited to: Director and Marketing, hiring, bookkeeping,
'|supervising, and teaching. Plaintiff incurred expenses for additional help. Additional

{imformation will be suppleinented upon receipt.

INTERROGATORY NO, 12: If you allege that your ability to engage in any type

{of gainful employment has bieen affected by this accident, set forth the condition which limits your

{lability to engage-in gainful employment, e economic loss caused by your inability to find gainful

RESPONSE: Please refer to Plaintiff’s response to Interrogatory No. 11.

INTERROGATORY NO.13:  Identify\each and every person with knowledge of

rrelévant information related to this matter, including eaSh persopf’s name, present address, present

RESPONSE: Please refer to Plaintiff’s witnegs disclosed at the Early Case

[available during discovery.

_INTERROG‘AIQMLNQ'M'@; ‘Idenfify each aind every item or docurnent which is

v felvant to this matter and its present location. /In lieu of a description, attach a complete copy of

|i¢ach. item or-document,

RESPONSE‘ | Plaintiff ideftified all rglev:int'dogumehts and itéms known at

K

13

01
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:2:6 vf 4. "i':ype Premlses

21y - ~'Nature of Injury:
23

254}
| 55 |lsuch accident or mjury

s d

2} INTERROGATORY.NQ.15:  Set forth whether the vehicle yon occupied
3 .';;:'onta,ined operational seétbelfs, whether you were wearing the seatbel_t available for your use, and

:f you were not wearing thc sgatbelt, your reasons for failing to do so.

. i];‘e.accident and Plaintiff was wearing her seatbelt.

For each and every prior or subsequent accident or

9 mjury, whether catsed by motor vehicle, a work related injury, or otherwise, pfovide the nature of

: Qeachmjury and:the date and location of acciden
.| reseonse:

iz 1. Type Motor Vehicle Agei
o * Date'and Location: Approximately 1981 —

4] Nature of Injury: Plaintiff does not ré

15 2.  Type: Motor Yehicl'e‘_Ac:éi, ent.

1 6.5 Dgge’iand Location: Approximately ’A;l 5t, 1985. Las Vegas, Nevada.
il - Nature of Injury:  Treatment to spiné. \

17 _ Al

o 3 Type: Premises.
8.4 ' Date and Location: Approximately SeptemberZOO Las Vegas, Nevada.

16 Nature ofln!ury' Bumped heag.

Datesnd Location: Approximpat

2 mo '=3Y70.317: ‘,twidehtbr-

244
: ;ever:y med;cal famhty and provxde.r wh:c  treated or exammed you and the approximate date of'

16

RE SB ONSE - Plaigtiff’s vehicle contained operational seatbelts at the time of ~

01
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10

13
141

1s ]

174l

18

1918 aresult of this accident, set forth whether you had any pre-existing r prior injury or problem to
20 i the same parts of the body affected by this accidént. - If so, as toeach pre isting or prior injury or

21

22

23l L
~ 1jthis accident occurred, the extent to whicl it was ag,gravated, or exacerbated by ; acc:dent, and

ééet;'

26

27

28|

114

16::

RESPONSE: See below.

1. Approximate Date of Injury:. 1981
~ Name of provider unknown. ‘Treatment consisted of one or fwo office visits in
Idaho.

2 Approxmlately ugust 1985,
Nameof prov:de nknewn. Plaintiff recalls recewing phyucal thérapy in
Las Vegas, Nevada.

~3{&.{l...Appmxnnatgly_Sept'em ber: 2004,
- Approximately November2004.
“Plaintiff recalls presenting fy the healthcare providers Jisted below:

. Sunrise Hospital
-3186 South Maryland Parkway
‘Las: ‘Vegas, Nevada 89109

‘Dr. Thomas Lambert
'3150.North Tenaya’ Way
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128

Dr. Luis Diaz A
653 North Town Center Dme
Las Vegas, Nevada

- INT RROGATORY NO, 18: As to eglch injury whioh you have allegedly suffered

, f]’);rgblem,‘ set forth its nature, the type of treatilent received, the date of the iNjury or

cwnmcncement of the problem, its duration/ whether you were still suffering fiom it at the time

Xprmr or pre-existing injury or problesh.
RE; I'ONSE_: See PlaintifPs response to Interrogatory No. 9.

17

018
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10

12

13 (P
14 ;qnggﬁfng_' symptoms and problems. Please refer to thymedical records provided by Plaintiff at
15
16 ||
174 S . , _ ‘ , '
Jifestyle which you allege have been affected by the accident, either temporarily or permanently,
Y dhaiie - e <D i

. 9: land provide the name, address, -and telephone niimber for each and &yery witness who will be
20 |cal
21
22 ﬁﬁfe"aﬂdfétrﬁ_&nﬁeﬁl’s of your lifestyle fto' hich each person ideh:t'i:ﬁe,d‘_will test

24 ||

28

251
261

Lw:a result of this accident, set forth whether you suffered any subsequent injury or problem to the

- i o i

INTERR ; RY NO. 19: As 10 each injury which you have allegedly suffered

‘lisame parts of the body affected by this accident. If so, as to each subsequent injury or problem, set

forth its nature, the type of theatment received, the date of the injury or commencement of the

waie:n, its duration, whether yo  were still suffering from the injuries allegedly, suffered in this
kccident, whethe; the subsequent _inj' y or problem developed, the extent tgAwhich the subsequent
Higjury.or problem aggravated or exacerbald the injuries you allegedly sGifered in this accident,

B and the names and addresses of each and évely doctor who treated you for that injury or problem.

RESP -oﬁ SE: Plaintiff has not Deen involved it any incidents where she

Fli}ffsxggii@juﬁes_s,u'bsequeﬂ»t} to the subject accidépt. However, Plaintiff has encountered

ithe Early Case éonferenc e

INTERROGATORY NO, 20: Set forth with specificity all activities of daily

éﬁ}!ﬂdtp testify and verify each such iallcgai::i fn; If such witness nameS\and telephone numbers

lrave alieady been provided in:your 16.1 digclosures, identify with specifidjty the activities of daily

RESPONSE:
L) Prnor to the. subgec aecident, Plaintiff enjoyed walking 2 to 4 miles thh her

frxends, Sharla Tsig Demse Davis, Tracy Goodrich and Diane Tokler without
experlenemg any/pain: Wajkmg is now painful. -

18

01
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10

12
13
141
15 |

16

190t
20 ]

21

25 ‘Hyou related to the accident at isgue in this matter, the manner in which you determined\this
28 pmentage‘a§IOCated; the namg, address, and telephone number of each and every lay and expert .
27 |

28|}

11!

H|

LI 'Pnor to the subject accxdent, Plaintiff enjoyed working without experiencing
~ any pain.. Workmg is now: painful. Witnesses include: Larry and Jackie
Snowton, and Chahce Lundcnst have been disclosed pursuant to NRCP 16.1.

. Plalntlﬂ' began experiencing pain waking up and getting out of bed following
ident. Witnesses include but are not limited to: Dong

Seéstfand; i

. Plaintiff enjoyed family activities at the beach and campground pain free prior
to the subject accident.. 'amlly activities are now painful. Witnesses include
but are not limited to: Dohg Seastrand, Melame Seastrand, Melissa Seastrand,

‘Daniel Seastrand and Beth eastrand

¢  Plaintiff experiences pain while gerforming hoyéehold chores such as
‘vacuuming, dishes, lanndry, and duything involving lifting and bending,
"Prior to the accident, Plaintiff was able to petform household chores without
difficulty.- Witnesses include but are ot limited to: Doug Seastrand, Melanie
‘Seastrand, Melissa Seastrand, Daniel S¢; strand, and Beth Seastrand,

. Since the subject accident, Plamtlﬁ' experiences pain during intimate relations
with her husband. This was not paip fful prioy to the accident. Witnesses
include: Doug' Seastrand '

. Since the sub;ect accident, Plainfiff is limited i in'yervices she provides to her
«church such as assisting family with dinner, ward\parties, Christmas dianers,
Trunk or Treat activities, et These activities are jow painful. ‘Witnesses
include but are not limited t¢: Doug Seastrand, Melynie Seastrand, Melissa

‘ -fSeastrand Damel Seastrand, Beth Seastrand, and my\gister-in-law, Shirley.

INTERROGATORYNO 21: / Describe as specifically as podsible each and every

physigai'.lin\itétioniwhi'_ch_you allege ig/related to this accident,
ESPONSE: See Plaintiff’s response to Interrogatory 20,

ERR ()GATORY NG. 22:  Set forth the percentage of your condifion which

witness'who will support this percentage allocation, and the substarice of their respective

19

ie Seastrand, Melissa Seastrand, Daniel Seastrand, and Beth

- o

020
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AW FY R

11.4}

12

13 4
:1j4};5 ithe accident scene, but may have spoken.with the policé officers investigating the accident.
15| '
16. t
17§}
15

19 |[fime of the subject accident.

2%
25

26 |(wheel or dashboard.

27 |

s vvcm

9 ‘Nievada 89130.

10}

2z you-can p038i513’ csifimate; in terms. of both the seat’s pr)siti‘on onits track and how far away you

23

28

i RESPONSE Plaintiff does not understand this Interrogatory.

INTERR 0 GATORY NO, 23: Set forth where you were coming from, your next

g mtend@d desti:nati,on_,' ang your intended course of travel.

'RESPONSE: \Plaintiff was coming from home, 6440 Spanish Gatrd en Court,

Las Vegas, Nevada to Hollywood Kids Academy located at 4161 N. Ranc}6 #140, Las Vegas,

INTERROGATORY NO. 24; Set forth each and every/statement made by the

pm:es iil;\_rpl?ved in this a(:cidgnf and any witnekges aﬁcrfth.e colligion cccurred,

RESPONSE: Plaintiff does not racall any sptements made by the parties at

INTERROGATORY NO.25:  What wayy\ur height and weight on the date of the.
feollision?

RESPONSE:  Plaintiff weighed Approximately 165 pounds and was 5'7 at the

'INTERROGATORY NO.26: / Explain how close your yeat was positioned to the

|lstiee: ing wheel, dashboard, or the séat infront of you at the time.of the cijlision, to the best that

{were positioned from that item.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff does know the measurements of her sed{ to the steering

20
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28°}}

|pactof the interior of the ca?

|ithe time of the accident, However,

| thé collision.. She felt the impact and hiy body move back and forth

INTERROGATORY NO;27:  Deseribe the intensity of the collision and explain in

detail all movements that your body made immediately prior to, during and immediately after the

.'v-co'}]i‘sién,. including diregtion of body. movements, and whether any part of your body struck any

RESPONSE: Mptiff does not recall“all movements that her body made at

Rlaintiff was sitting still in her vehiclg moment_s prioy to

following the impact,

10: .gnd,may bave struck body parts on the interior of her vehicle,
114 " e . .
: INTERROGATORY NO. 28:  Proxjde the name, address, and telephone number
12§
13 Hffor each and every medical facility and medical docbor which has provided you with any medical
14 |vare for ten years prior to the accident up until the accideny/at issue in this matter, and set forth
15 | reasons for all such care. Please be sure to set forth and/idagtify all primary-care physicians with
1":5 which you treated in responding to this interrogatory
R 'RESPONSE: Please refer to Plaitifi”s response, to Interrogatory Nv. 8, 9, and
sl : . ro i bl
19 17. Please also refer to Plaintiff’s healtheare/providers disclosed\at the Early Case
f '
20 {[Conference, - In addition, Plaintiff has sought treatment with the following providers:
214 | Dr; Ben Kermani.
i 3375 Glenn Avenue
2 Las Vegas, Nevada' 89121
23 (702) 531-3546-
24{  Dr Lisa Underwood (Ob/GJ
1 653 Town Centér Drive, Sy
25 Las Vegqs, Nevada 89144
76 | (702) 240-2200
27: s i
21

022
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11 rls :
12| facts herein.
- .? | e
14}
181
1'63 _’required,-midﬂle'name'and address of each and gvery expert Witness who will render any opinion
17
18
19

20 ||

21

22 i
237}
24 ||

25|

274}

Dr, Terry. Leav‘itt.

26 ||

a8 |

68 Pecos Road, Suite A
Henderson, Nevada 89074
(702) 456-1441

INTERROGATORY NO, 29: In the event that your response to any of the.

Haccompanying Requests t0\Admit is anything other than a complete and unqualified admission, set
|1forth any and all facts and idenffy all documents stipporting your response ap the name, address,
| énd¢tele§h§ne number of each and evegy witriess who will offer testimopy in sﬁpport of your

10’ response, togethér with a specific.summady of their anticipated testifiony.

RESPONSE: Please refer to the answers to iterrogatories setting forth such

INTERROGATORY NO.30:  If you relyfire future medical care, set forth with

specificity the nature and extent of that care, the cosfs assdgiated with that care, the type of care

| regarding future care and/or the related costs;

RESPONSE: LSpe.Piainii s response to Interrogatory No. 10,

X XN
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10 ¥
11

1274

15
16f
18

21t

22

aall

' ;medical expenses rélated to your treatment from the injuries allegedly sustaingg

13}

14 |
17 f
18

201

231l

IE:IE RROGATORY NO. 31 Set forth whether 'yonaré receiving Medicare or

: Medxcatd benefits, and if :so_,_ set forth whether either of these programs has asserted a lien or

in this accident,
f'uritfher pmﬁri&ing’ theclaims number and the amount of '}ien;
BE' SPONSE:
DATED this 3 4

¢ Gay\of September, 2011,

fbs Vegas, Nevada 89101
Atrorney or Plaintiff

024
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 'I'HALLJAFFE & CLAYTON, LLP
L1
Il Lias Vegas, Nevada 89128

| Attorneys for Defendant,

134

14

16

18-
19 |
20

21 f

22

231
24]

25 |

28 ||

w7y

26.

21

'QLI_I' ERTIFICA] I OF SERVICE

: Pursuant to NRCP S(b)‘ " hereby certify that ] am an employee of RICHARD HARRIS LAW
e :FIRM and that on the ‘?ﬁ ‘ dﬁy of September, 2011 1 caused the foregoing PLA ,,ﬂ IFF'S
IRE 1’0 S " RE OGATOR IES tobe scrved by placmg a true and corregt copy of the same to
‘ g‘be deposnted for maxlmg in the U.S. Mail at Las Vegas, Nevada, enclosed i a sealed envelope - upon

{{which first class postage was fully prepaith and by facsimile as follgws to the attorney listed below:

SzevenT Jaffe Esq
“Jacob S. Smith.

7455 West ' Washington Avenue, Suité 460

Raymond Riad Khoury

. ;Cour_t,e?y acopy; via facsimile: (702)316-4114
15 '

‘ 1’%"'employee of RI(‘I '

24
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FARTXXRLXNEXALY -COMJOURNBL— rExkERRELLTTRRAXEXX DATE SEP-29-2011 *#x*#t TIME 18:03 *axxxxxs

MODE = MEMORY | TRANSMISSION

FILE NO.=632

¥o.

SIN  COMM. STATION NAME/ENAIL ADDRESS/TELEFHONE NO.

001 0K 83164114

#X2RE KM=FL060 FEXXFTAAXRTTIAXXTRIERY —

; fsor. South Fourth Street

* Lay Vegas, Nevadn 89101

LAaw Fiam

ﬁntcmnnﬂ&nm‘sz

Hciv,

. Phans {702) #44-4444

? || MARGARET G. SEASTRAND,

Plaintiff,

o | B

= 1| RAYMOND RIAD KHOURY; DOES ] ¢
4 {1:10; and ROE ENTITIES 11 through 20,

inclusive, :

START=SEP-29 17:55

. COMESNOW, Plaintiff, MAR

END=SEP-29 18:03

- TEEXXRNKR

026
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1§ SAO

b | STEVENT. JAFFE

- sjaffe@lawhic.com
“Nevada Bar No. 007035
'-JACOB S. S}Il\ﬂTH '

Vs,

} RAYMOND RIAD KHOURY;DOES 1

ot
~3

Electronically Filed
07/24/2012.09:22:03 AM

CLERK OF THE COURT

,';Nev“  Bar No. 010231

HALL JAFFE & CLAYTON, LLP
7488 WEST WASHING TON-AVENUE, SUITE 480
LAB VEGAS, NEVADA 28126

(701) 8’6-41 1"
FAK [ro2 ;’31641‘14
{i Atorneys for Defendant
Raymond R. Khoury
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
- MARGARET G. SEASTRAND, [ CASENO. A-11-636515-C
' » DEPTNO. XXX
Plaintiff,

 through 10; andROEENTITIESlIﬂnough _ o
20, inclusive, . _{Second Request)

1. . Plaintiff and Defendant have exchanged initial documents and witness lists
pucsuant to NRCP 16.1;

R

2 Defendant has produced seven (7) supplemental NRCP 16.1 disclosures;
3. Defendant has propounded written discovery on Plaintiff, to which Plaintiff has

Plaintiff MARGARET G, SEASTRAND, by and through her counsel of record Richard - |
| Harris, Esq., Allison Brasier, Bsq, and the Richard Harris Law Firm, and Defendant RAYMOND RIAD
4 KHOURY, by and through his qéu'nsel of record Steven Jaffe, Esq., Jacob Smith, Esq. and Hall Jaffe & | '
| Clayton, LLP, ém_d pursuant to EDCR. 2,35, hereby stipulate and agree to and jointly move this 4
. ;'H"@‘Wb}é Coutt for an order continued the discovery: deadlitics in this matter for forty-five (45) days-as
1 follows: - '

_ A, Discovery Comleteﬂ:‘

028
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26
27

% N kW

4,

L

responded;

Plaindiff has propounded written discovery on Defendant, to which Defendant has
rosponded;

Deféndaﬁt' has m;qu_ésted and obtained a majority-of the Plaintif’s medical records
allegedly relating to the incident.

Plaintiff, Margaret Seastrand, has been deposed.

Plaintiff's spouse, Douglas Seastrand, hak been deposed.

The Parties and their respective experts have conducted an inspection of both

vehicles involved in the subject accident;

Discovery that Remains ta be Comp leted:

The Deposition of the. Officers who corpleted the Traffic Accident Report
Deposition of Defendant need to be taken (Icurrently in the process of being
scheduled);

Futther written discovery to‘and from Plaintiff and Defendants;

Depositions of Plaintiff’s before/after witnesses;

Depositions of Plaintiff’s treating doctors;

Initial and Rebuital cxpert disclosures by all parties;

The depositions of expert witneases need to be conducted;

Additional discovery as needed upon completion of depositions.

Reasons thiat Discovery hus xiot.yet been Completed:

‘In addition, Plairitiff is making a claini for lost wages aniV/or loss of saming potential; In
response to: Defendants’ discovery requests, Plaintiff recently disclosed aver 1,700 pages of financisl
‘ documents from her business; Hollywood Kids-Academy. Defendants and Plaintiffs need sufficent time

As Plainiff has indergone numerous surgical procedures since the subject accidont, hes

28" | to review these documents and have their respective experts review thése documents prior to the

029




1| deadine for disclours of fuitial pxperts.
2 tu;lifg}it of this, the parties have agreed that the current discovery deadfinés are
3 inﬁuf’ﬁéieﬂt and 'w'ill‘ ot préviﬂa aéequate»t'ima to 'cundncli ,&iScovery and prepare this case for ;triaL T -
4 |- pattics are: requestmg & fony-ﬁve (45) day extension o all the discovery deadlives.
6 Motiondo .-Am&iid'ut Aﬁd;Paxﬁ;a's; Deadline: 07/13/12
7 Tniitial Expert Disclosure: Q1312
3 “ Rebuttal Expert Disclosure: 08/13/12
18 Close:af Disccivex:;!: 09/1312
0] ‘Diispositive Motion Deadline: 101512
f_.lii,fg Progosed Sl lile:foi Coitpletin Srv
2] Motip o Amend or Add Parties Desdline: 98/30/12
13 é Tetitial Expert Disslogure: 08/30/12
144 Rebittal Bxpert Disclosure: 101/12
LR £ Close of Discovery: 118112
16 | Dispositive Motion Deadline: 12/03/12
17 ﬁ F. Gurrent Trisl Date:
18E ‘The tria in this matteris currontly scheduled for a juty tial on November 3, 2012 088
i9 | 5-weelk stack. The'calendar calf s schediled for November 5, 2012, The pavies request that.the trizl

| Nevada BarNo, 6‘0545"
25 Allison M.: Brasier, Fsq.
: NtvadaBuNo 0!0522

Las Vagas, NY 8‘9101 Vegaky . ]
Aﬂomey,s for Pfamn{f Ammey; Sfor. Bg%ndcmt
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CASE NO. Al ]-636815C

Spasiand ¥, Hhoury

Kyipalation snd Oder to Bxtend Discovery
' {Secopd Reguag s

IT'18 HEREBY' ()RD’ERED that the. dxmery deadlines are extended as follewus:
Mition: to Amend or Add Parfies Deadline: 08/30/12

Initinl Bxpert Disclosure: 08/3012
liebuthﬂ Expert Disclosure: 1001412
Close of Discovery: 11/01/12
Dispositive Mdtion Deadline: 12/03/12

AT 1S PURTHER ORDERED that an amended schpduling order will not be issued; this

Stipulation will take the place of the emended scheduting order.

T IS FURTHFR ORDERED thut the frial date of November 13, 2012 will be vacated,

,w'*’
| vami anew trial date will be msuezi fot the first available. tiial dite after Imuaxy.&, 2013,

DATED: July 43,2012
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DISTRICT COURT
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CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA | | §
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Case No./A-11-636515-C

e e T e

Defendant s\

bR

DEPOSITION OF JEFFREY D\ GROSS, M.D. : :

Taken on Monday, March A8, 2013 |
At.3:18 p.nm.

At 2779 West'ﬁoriZOn Ridge Parkway, Suite 200 o §

‘Hendeyson, Nevada o !

‘
)
i
|
f
!
i
i

Reported by: Mary V., Warshefski, CCR#738, RPR
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AFPEARANCES:
Forthe Plaintiff . ALISON M. BRASIER, ESQ
Richard Harrds Law Firm.
801 South Foucth Streos
I.‘u -Vogu, Nuvuh 39101‘ .
Tor the Defendant - STEVENT JAFFE, ESQ.
Raymond Riad Khoury: - Hall Jaffe & Clayton, LLP
- 7425 Peak Drive
Las Vegas, Novads 89128
INDEX
Witress. Page-
JEFFREY D, GROSS, MD.
(By Mtk ¥

{By Ms. Brasies) 1%
EXHIBITS

(Original exhibita stiached to original transcript)

225
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(NRCP Rule 30(b)(4) waived prior
to commencement of ‘proceedings.)
* * & ¥
Thereupon-- |
JEFFREY D. GROSS, MLD.
‘was called as & witness by the Defendant, and having
‘been first duly swom, testified as follows:
EXAMINATION

BY MR_ JAFFE

Q. I)odor, again, ‘my name is Steve Jaffe. I
presume you’ve been deposed on several occasions)

Al 'lfme‘

Q. Do'you need me to go through the normal
instructions and- admonitions, or do you feel comfortable .
proceeding without them? ‘

A. T'm comfortable without them,

Q. That's fine. Doctar, the two that I'm gojng
.to repeat irréspective, I just want. mmnkesu I 1
ask you a question which is lmelmr,lnee(lyo to tell
‘me g0 that I 'can fix the question.. If you don't tell me
thgt there's 2 problem with it, then the. presumption Is
that it was clear and nnderstood, and you wouldn't be
ablc to come back at trial and say that you didn't
derltnml the quesﬁnn ifwe try to use it at that
hme. Thert's sort ofsm mhaneed rlsk of thnt
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2 (Pages 2 Lo 5)
l?age 4 ;

occurrmg since I'm going to be using medical terms that |
you use daily, which I donm't, so I may use a term in the
wrollg context. But if that happens, you'll be sure fo

tell me so I can fix the question; right? _ E

A. Twill
Q. And you understand that instructien?
A. 1do, §
Q. Swond,n!ynudecidemreadandslgu ynu H
‘ undemmd what that invelves; right? !
A, Yes
Q. Ifyonelectto read apd aign,lhavethe
“right to use the original as/ oll as the changed answer, .
‘comment npon the fact that there wns a change, and if
sigmificant alough, o that thero was a motive for
our :making your singe-or questions related to your
evab ility or yox rhonesty But 1 simply point that
_out peause ¥ you Thave a right, so do L Do you
iln!le tan d
A TN ;

ARSI DN T

iy Wuﬂd you please give us your full mame
e dreas for the record? -
. id Grou, M.D. My business address

Q What do ls this, becanselt looks

\ Page 5 F
like you got records that aréall downloaded on disks ~
do youhitve any paper record) -i\w is everythingon
_clectionic format? \

A: Everything is clectronie.

Q. How many disks do you h

A. Well, I have made coples of - mﬁm file ~

Q. Great. :

A. - which fits onto one disk, I simp have
nultiple coples. Separate from that I have thelmagln.g.
studies on disk, and it appears that there s three g
wpmﬂe disks, which I do not have the full capability
of maldng reasonable copie&

Q. Okay, Let's do this, Iet's reserve Exhibit A
for a copy of the disk of your entire clinical file that
you have absent the radiclogy documents, Okay?

A, Okay.

'Q. Let's reserve Exhibi¢ B for an updated copy of
your CV, which I'm assuming your office can provide the|
court reporter?

A Happily.

Q. And do you also maintain a current testimonial
history?

A. Reasonably current.
Q.. How reasonably current is it?
A Ii'swllhm afew mnnths. o

sttt st R
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3 (Pages 6 to 9)

. Page 6 Page 8 i
1 Q. Okay. WhatI'd ike to do is reserve 1 Q. Well, okay, how ahout this -- yenh, let's do i
- 2 Exhibit Cfor a copy of the reasonably current 2 it in terms of — well, how much of your time is ! |
- '3 tostimonial history. 3. generally spent practicing in Nevada as opposed to [ 1
4 _ Inreviewing the CV that I have, It had two 4 California? 4 ;
" 5 addmm on there, neither of which was the Horizon 5 A. I spend about six clinic days in Nevada per. 5
6 ém"ﬂ' adlhess. One s im Lagun® Niguel, Callfornia, the § 6 month, and Ispend the balance of the workdays in :
-7 otherisin Santa Ana, Californiz. 7  California, which would be 14 clinic - clinic and/or g
-8 Ts that an outdsited CV? 8 surgical days, I should say. o
9 A. Wel, those are my California Deations, and 9 'Q. In what facilitles g« you hold privileges to g |
10 itis outdated that itidoes riot include my\Henderson |10  perform surgeries in Nevada? 3}
Ji1  address. o ' B A. Si. Rose Hospifal and Coronade Surgery Center. §i
112 Q. For how long have you held this Hons B12 Q.- And the St Rose, Is it the Siena Hospital, or
3 address? 13 1§ it all their facjlities? |
14 A..TbelieveI've been here since May or Junbof 14 A. Well, Lépplied for Siena and St. Martin, s |
15 201L 15  it's those fwo. ‘ K
16 Q. And would you please tell me in what states 16 Q.. Apd are those the two that you presently hold §
117 are you presently Heensed? 17  privilegés in? :
18 A.: Nevada and California. §19 A/Yes
19 Q. And when did you obtain your license in AR Q. Of the six clinic days that you dre in Nevada
j20 Nevnda? pot month, how many of those days do you perform 3
f21 A springof201t, urgeries on the average?
| Q. Concurrent with when you obtmned this i A, 1suppose I do one to two surgeries per month. [
§23  address? : in\Nevada. And that's not days, that's surgeries. For ]
§24 ‘A, 'Well, not exactly concurrent. cxample, 1 did nurgeryﬂﬂsmomhgfmmlevmhnhe,
25 Q. Moreor less? s Mill had 1 full elinic day as well. :
. Page 7/} Page 9
1 A. There was a few. months gap. 1 Q. Tunderstand. So you're talking about one or
2 Q. Close in time? ' 2°  two surgeries ger month while you're here?
3 A. Yes. 3 A Correct.) .
4 Q.- And.are all your licenses enrrent? 4 Q. And generglly speaking, approximately how many §i
5 A. Yes. 5: surgeriés doyou pirform op 8 monthly basis irvespective ¥
6 Q. Have you ever had & license suspended? & ofthelocation? i .
7 A, No. 7 A, T perform probybly 10 surgerics a month on i !
8 Q.. Have you ever had a lxecnse rcvo d? 8  average. i ;
3 A. No.: 9 Q.:And:would those Bg — of those 10 surgerics t
10 " Q.- Have you cver had a Jicense cal ¢d into 10 per monthon the average, Yow many of thoso typically ' ! g
Ji1  Qquestion administratwely‘l’ 411 involve spinal surgery? P
2 7 A. Ne. 120 A 99, . Lo
§13 Q. Are you curncntly board certified? 413 Q Do you do any brain? 5 C
§ w2 A. Yes. . . 14! A. Very, very: uncommonly. l ;
15 Q. In what areas? 15 Q. So the ‘overwhelming, almogt exclusive aspect i ;
16 A. Neurological surgery. Y16 of your practice is spinal? : ’ ;
iL7 Q.. And whea did you obtiity your board 17 A, Thiat's right. .
18  certification? B1s Q. Ofthe 10. surgeries 2 month that you.do, what  § L
e A, I complctcd the procesyin 2005, 19. percentage of those are fusions a8 oppnaed to somae, other. o
J20 Q. And when are you up for renewal of 20; form of spinal surgery? . . .
21 recertification? 21 _A.-Well, iu the cervical spine, the vast majority . F P
§22 A, 'Well, the 10 year cycle would be 2015. 22 arefusions just by the nature of the beast. In the ; P
23 Q. Doctor, what pereentage of your practicein §23 Ilumbar spine, I'd say I'm about 60. percent nonfasion and l
J24  Nevadainvolves performiing surgery? 24 40 percent fusion. ‘
25 Q.* Now, what percentage of your pmfessmnal time ;

125 A. By percentage do oumean tune‘?

it e = e e T T S
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4 (Pages 10 to 13)

Page 10 Page 12 g
1 in Nevada is spent dmng forensic litigation work? -1 Harris firms come, four out of five of the ones that you
2 A. Purely forensic or do you want me to include .2 receive from them also involve you ireating the patient?
.3 anyoverlap of freatment? 3 A. Yes, but I don't know if it's always the task
4 Q. Let's talk about parely forensic? . 4 of the referral for treatment. That might bé something  §i
8 A. Iwould estimate that no more than 10 percent S  thatItakeon
‘6 of my practice is purely:forensic. 6 Q. Ob, X see, so in other words,hi ey might ¥
21 Q. And what pereentagn is litlgation on behalf of 7  originally refer the patient for y6u ~- for your work on :*f
. 8 apatient who also happened to be i litigation? That's 8  the case, but, then, through s6me means, maybe the :
‘9 bad _ 9  patleat is comfortable wigll you or various :
10 What percentage of your practick in Nevads 10  recommendations, you!fi take on treatment as well? -
13 invelves treating patients who are concukrently involved §11 -A. I think those scenarios sre typleal, but I B ]
12 in Ktigation, or maybe involved in Ilﬁpﬁo mell as, 12, don't always knoy the exact nature of the method by
13 youknow, had presented a elaim or wore'in Wp accident §13 - which I'm ireatifig someone or how I might } handle futare |
14 and youhave been notified that litigation is potential? 14  care or futurg/visits with such a referral.
15 A. I'would say 40 percent. 15 In othér words, If I can answer further? i
16 Q. Of that 40 percent where you treat patients 16 Q. G¢ ahead. ‘
17 who may also be in litigation, what pereentage of tha 17 A. Y don't always know the natare of my :
18 ‘40 percent is referred to you direetly by attorneys? 118 involyement until Pm sitting in front of a patient :
| b A. Twould say 10 to 20 percent, {15 - talling to the patient. And Iwould be speculating to i
20 Q. So which attorneys are referring you work, IR0 tell you why aitorneys would send a patient to me except
21  whether lt's to ireat.a patient or for forensic work? I 2% or the expert part, which understand.
22 ‘don't cave about the dlsﬂneﬂnn. ' 22 Q. Right. Tmean, lt”s pretty ciear that when -
23 A. Well, I'have some referrals from Mr. Lerner's 23/ e attorneys are involved and there's a reforral, A
24 firm, and I know Mr. Harris' firm. cannot tellyou if §2/ thiy're going to be looking to you to provide some
25 E
. 3

there area ny other firms that direct referrals to dation snalysis'?

[ R TR S T VIR SORF Ay

T

me; ,

Q.- What about attorneys?

A. 'Well, T think I've met a couple or three
dlﬂemt attorneys atMr Lerner's firm hesides
'Mr Lerner:

Q. How about attorneys who are with firms ¢
than Lerner or Harris?

A. ‘Y can't think:of anyone off the top of my ead
that would fit: that categury.

Q. Appmx!mately how ‘many referral: do}

A Direct attomey mferrils?

Q. Yes,

A. 1 probably get one or iwo each, typ}
some type of expert im’olvenent.

troat the patxent as well a8 to do forensic I '
work?
A.- Sometimes.
Q- Well, it sounds like of the patients that —
of the lifigation work you're doing, by the percentages
'yuu've given ine, four out of five you're also treating?
A: Yes..
Q.. And that would be consistent generally with

- billing records for this\

of yoursole as a forensic expert?
gect so, and Thave seen by
experience that that Is true.
‘Q. Okay. By the ey, do you maintain sepavate

A. We uge an outsidg service,. 80 yes, there would
be scparate records. '

Q. But obvisusly your ilice would be able to
procure: those reeordl so thag we can attaeh them to’ thls
trmnpt?

‘A. Corréct.

MR. JAFFE Let's reserve Exhibit D for the
most current billing records.

Q. :‘And how do you charge for work dohe in
tgation? |

A. The heurly work, for example, review of
recards is 500 per hour, any clinical visits are billed  §
just the same as I would bill for any patient by virtue  E
OfﬂleCl’l'cmie review of films ix also the same,
clmlal dnrge per series, per CP'T code.

Q Wlmt about for testimony?:

et T e A AR b e

fthe, I guess, the wa .tlle referrals from:the Lerner and A. Teshmo 3 $900 an llour ﬁvr de osiﬁon. ]n
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into the afternoon because tesﬂmony runs late, that's
wlmre the second half day charge is?
A: Tt depends; 1 mean, if X just was there for

: 30 minutes andl could still lalvage my office tmte, it

situxtion.

Q. Okay. Let's get to talking about the

plninﬂﬂMngn'et Seastrand. In reviewing my records,

1 see that you prepared three reports; is that accurate?
AYa
Q. One dated August 7, 2012, a second dafed

August 28, 2012, and a third datcd Scptember 29, 2012;

is that accurate?

A. Yes.

Q. Andsll there, are they on your disks?

A, Yes.

Q Good. Sothen1don'thave to dealmlh
marking them separately, If we're going to refef to
reports by date, that'll certainly suffice:

"A. Yes. Thank you.

Q. Also, what I'd like to do is: tl:'is, Doctor,
= because. yau're worklng oﬂa screen, Wwhich  see the

‘back of your computer, if you refer fo recordy to assist

you.in anmemg,lwwld appreciate it if youlwould

tell.me what you're referving to so that we make a clean
,reeord,andmthatlhlnwuylhwweneﬂywhat

document you're: looking at.

A, That would be no probieim.

Q Okny. And in’ preparation for today's
deposition, did you speak with.anybody from Mr, Harris'
‘office?

Page- 14

fact, [t appears your office prepared a one hour check § 1.
for me already in that amount. And trial teltlmony or § 2
something like trial, like arhltraﬂtin, I usually set 3
aside blocks of balf day for that, so I consider a half 4.
day to be five houirs, 86 five hours thmes 3900, which is 5]
my deponmon rate wotild b $4,500 per half day. 6
‘Q. And then $9,000 for a full day? 7
A. Tf someone could not ask me all the questions 8-
and get all the informations out in 2Nalf a day, and 9.
that rarely happens, yes, it would he 3,000, q10
Q. It's just that sometimes. people g 'asked to i1

‘be there for the morning, and then becausg of delays in §12
the court, it can span beyond lunch, and they that's 813
where you're charging for a full day’ ‘§14
A, 'Well, I've never. clxarged for lunch. ‘815

Q. Well,lwonldhope tllatS-‘l,SﬂOforahal‘ 16
you're just sifting around, I would hope hunch is somd¢ §17
sort of & freebee. 1.8
“But my poiit is if you're, then, ealled back’ g

Q

Page 15 §

et
<

11

12
13
14
15

1%
20
21
22
23
24

BTSN P L R POV

»16 .
217
fiis

5 (Pages 14 to 17)‘

'Page'lﬁ

A. No.

Q. Did you speak mﬂl Ms. Seastrand?

A. No. Well, except for our one visit way back
when,

Q. No, but I'm saying, more current?

A. No, not at all.

Q. Did-you review anythingto prepare for today's

deposition?
A. Yes,
Q. What did you refiew?
A. My three reports.
Q. Did you reviéw any records or films?
A. Ldo not go/back to the original records or
filins since they/re incorporated into my reports,
Q. And hfw much time did you spend preparing?
A...I spefit no more than an hour.
Q. So/fhen obviously on the bill that we're going
to get, tat hour is not going to be on there?
A,/ can have it added before the records are
sent )f you'd like.
0 It doesn't matter to me, she's paying it. But
N pointix if the bill does not have it on, then there
il be about another $500 charge on top, just sowe

to herundergo
A. Thut'l righ

A. Weu,mynmq ~
combined are typically a '
the examination takes 15 ¢to 29

have mthored your respeetnve reporis? Well, actually,
1 gzuess the second report is the one that was after the
exam; right?

A.The second report was the one that
incorporates the exam.

" Q. The first one incorporated your review of

records to that peint; Is that right?

A. Yes

Q. And that was also your life care opinion?

A. Cormt.

_ MANNING, HALL & SALISBURY LLC
Certified Court Reporters - (702) 382 -2898
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iaglwwnhmethatputeondud,

“tor yveyon al blanket ansyer,

:usually a good indlutlon of how mmebody
treat in the fature? '

'formehbeabtewgiveyou any one specific answer,

25 ﬂlose first thm ears

Q Doyouhuveweerﬁﬁmﬁnnsmlifemm

‘planning? -

A 1do not.
Q: Then theexamm:tum that you perfornwd came
afler you actually pmpmd a Life:Care Plan?
A, Correet; :
Q When dealing with life ca

e lssues, do you
best indication

A I'mnotsum 'lhatmlgltb'a"f A

“MS. BRAS]ER. Objection. Incomplete
hypothetlcnl

Q (BYMR.JAFFE) You can answer, sir,

A, Well, it would depend on tve many:variables

but it would be certainly something I would Jook at.
Q. Right. T mean, for example, lfyou indicated

that somebody was going fo need an MRI of their corvical ‘
‘spine once.cvery three years just to.monitor for :

adjmt segaent bmakdowu and fhey didn’t go wlthin

ﬂlatmuld be some mdlcuion o
Page 1 4
of how they're likely going to handle their future: [
‘treatment? '
A. No.
Q. You don'tagree with that?
A; Notatall.

Q. Okay. If somebody has not followed throug)

'vﬂﬂtmnmmnmﬁnhnent,doesthatata!lp gvide an 1

mdimhonantohowﬂ:ey’re guingtohandle
future care or treatment?
A. Itdependlonwhytheydldn’tfollnw h lngli.
Q. Oliay. - And you would agree with me )
there's times people live with thelr condition g d
sioply move on?
A, Sometilneslhmmhmu-som injes they
moveonmdsomeﬁmeumvhgonmerlmtmugh,and

ithmihcymeonmﬁnthﬂmtmentfhat ight have

pmcesa.
Q. Rldlh And there's aJot nfvamhles that
can play into that dynamic process; right?
A Trwe. o
Q. Suchasﬂmher degeneration in a condition?
A. Potentially.
© Q. If they're = iﬂln\t's the way they're
re ¥ ms be furtller

S et

MANNING,

Page 18 §
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6 (Pages 18 to 21)

Page 20

breakdown irrespective.of trauma?

‘A, ‘Well, are-we. talking about the spine?

Q. ‘Yeu.

A, I'm unaware of any scientific correlation
between aq]acnnt segment breakdown and genetics -~

Q. T'm not talking about adjacent segment
bréakdown, I'm talking aboy
that a component of spinal: degeneration relates to the

A. Genetles 18 oné of the contributors to that,
3.

N\ Q. Oliay.. What are the other — what else would
ot canheeontribuﬁ

A. Lifestyle.

Q. mgh So, for example, again, that
miemirauma daily living or the type ofloadmg that

Q Wéﬂ,mweagreethatp ior to the accident
at issue in this matter, Margaret Seastrand was

-do you agree with me .}

Page 21 :

T aE—C—.

e o s e e

——

Az RIS

ST TR e s

suffering from an ongoing degenerative process in both

her cervical and lumbar spines?
A, Because you use the word "suffering," I would

‘havetomyno.

Q. Because suffering doesn't imply a symptematic
response; right?
A, It does.
Q. She did demonsirate preexisting degencrative
conditions in her cervical and lumbar spines?
‘A, And, .again, you use of the word "conditmm,
leaves me edﬂuﬂ to answer afﬂrmativ

HALL & SALISBURY LLC

Certified Court Reporters - (702) 382-2898
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veomp!ex bllnnnlly with moderate neural foraminal

Page 22

will say that she lud ‘age-related change, as any of us

‘would, but I don't think she had any other condition or §

suﬂerlng.

Q. By theway, what depositions have you reviewad '

priorto today as related to this case?

A, I don't think X have seen any deponmom in
this mater. -

Q. Have you seen Margaret Seastrand’s?

" A. T'don't believe so, o

Q. Have you seen Pablo Villabing

Q Hm yon neen Jeffrey Gross's - Xm !

:mean Arthar Croft? I upologize.

A. No..
Q. Have: ‘you seen Jolm Siegler's?
A. No.

;l‘or'aﬁy ofthose deponitibns"

A. No,Iwasn‘t even aware of those depositions.
Q. Now, you have reviewed. rqmrts lint were

_presented to you; il ‘that right?

A, Yes, -
Q Andthmeamsnmexepqmldmdby o of

: expem ofwllich I hlred?

Yea. L

Q. You saw Villablanca's reports?
A. _Yes_‘

Q. Siegler?

A, Yes.

‘Q .Any others?

A, Yes,

Q. Who‘.’

A. Dr. Schifinl, -

Q. Okay.

A. Tthink that's alk

Q. Okay. Can we agiee that prior to this

‘accident the plaintiff démonstrated age-related
‘degeneration:at the C5-6 level?

A. Yes.
Q. meeagmeﬂlatpriormihlsaceldent h
plaintiff demonstrated age-related degenermona the

148 and at the L5-51 Levels?

A, Yes
Q. Ld'ualkaboutﬂlecervlcalsplneﬁrst

‘What age-related degeneration existed at the C5-§ level

as of the time of this accident?
A Well,hmrdamewiﬂll)r Iaewis'WNBMRI
cervical spine addendum, there was a disk osteophyte

3 then Wem a!so aomc subdmndral

MANNING,
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7 (Pages 22 to 25)

Page 24

edema in the opposing endplates. I am not certain if
the edema was traumatic or nonfraumatic, but at least |
the osteophytic complex would be thought t6 hsive taken §
many months, lfnotyenr:, to have formed priorto {
4/3/09;; ﬂle dde of that MRI, and given that the injury

was less than a month before dmt, I mmld havete -
enndmle ﬂm lhe bune spur — Jihes '

Q. Olny Am!doyan gl ethatanoweophytem ,

e :pllytuomplexpmducel bilateral modentenmal B
aming ‘namwlng,itmuldbe-well,lturtahly :
would notbemrpmmgnfﬂmemnemlogln sympfoms

in the upper extremitics which thepahent oomplams or-

) _nstmm"
1don't kmow that T could— ——
\ ' ' ‘Page 25

Q. That was a bad question. T'm going to -
rephirase the question.

Woukl upper exiremity nenrologic sympioms be
‘consistent with a disk osteophyte complex produmg
modemte neu Al foraminal narrowing? '

A At any time?
Q. Generally dng,
A. ‘Well, I den't wg ttopntﬂlecartbeﬂ)reﬂle
horse, but if someone had symptoms, and 1 looked af
those films and I saw the asteopliyto and disk complex, I
could correlate the sysaptoms to those findings. But
just the presenéé of the osteophyte disk complex on the
film does not gusrantee that the patient would have
sympfoms,
Q. Right. Andldidn'tmy guaraptees if. Bat,
Hke you said, the symptoms can be consistent certainly
with that type of a clinical ﬂndmgnnﬁlmsmthe
spine Hself.

A, They can be.

Q: Right. Obviously there's a lot of things you
- need o look ai, types of symptoms, where the symptoms
are. I mcan, if she's claiming numbness in her pinky
-and you're looking at CS-C6 disk, you're really not
going to:be con'elaﬁng the two?

A Gen ly, no.
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Q. Right. And that's inconsistent with the way
we're wired? ‘
A. Generally, yes,
Q: Butif somebody has a disk osteophyte complex
at CS-6 with moilerate neural ﬁ)rnminal narrowing, it
_ would not be surprising if that person is complaining of
- bilateral numbness sad ﬂnglipginto their arm and
1 hands? o
9 A. Aslong as the complaint came first and not
10 the film. '
fu Q. Yés. Okay. That's a good point, Hf the
¥12  complaint was there before the film, becdyse obviously,
" 13 then,; it's not like lomebody who's mlnllt’n Muring -
{14 symptom to go along with a clinical finding, ¥yat
{15 lond crodence to the correlstion between the tWo?
16 A Aslong as it's understood that thers are Many
§17  people with disk esteophyte complexes and no sympg
18 and that such spondylotic r.hanges are msceptlhility
19 factors for people who sustain traumas.
F20 Q Whyiutimpnrtant £or you that the symptoms
21 be:subjectively reported prior fo the illm?
22 A That wis just based on the way you phrased

A PR T SR N

‘ that.

Q Olmy Why was itimportant to throw that in?

A. Because theway you had asked your question
made it sound like one could only evaluate lhe fiims,
but tluy_;_g_not lmw dncfon use films, we use lllem to

correlate: Iymptoms.
Q. Right. Obviously you're not taking pictures’

withacompla!ntandynu uy,Lct'sgetaﬁlm S0 we £an
sce what's going on there and see'if we can corrvelag
the ﬂndlugs ‘with your symptoms?

Ai ‘Well, that's how' ‘Lapproach things,

Q That's gmenlly a gnod medical practice
lhough, rlght?

A. That's exactly right.

Q. Olmy And if a patient comes in with

T bllammllyinthcamund a film comes hack later

8:  showing a disk ostcophyte comples, say, at th €86

bnen

‘ cumlatemﬂlthecﬂnlmlﬂndingonﬂle tms?
L TAS Well,]uutglvmﬂmetwofhcton, would

sa;y it's possible. ‘T would want to.de all the other
-;iﬂlingsaahemrdmmdmafullhi !
§ Esymptomn:id

Page 26
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‘and then bringing somcbody in to say, Hey, what are you |
fecling? T#'s the ather way around. Somebody comes/in

E13

] §18  stiffmeck?
- level, now you've at least got symptoms. th genomlly .

| g22  other epbudes of neck pain except & couple of focal
nboul the . .{
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1  makeafull mlysh. So your question was quite

2 [lwited, bat otherwise it conld certainly be correlated.

3 Q: :I mean if — certainly if somebody comes in
§ ¢ complaining about bilateral numbness and there's no
{5 clinical morphological abnormalities shown on films of
. 6

7

g

3

A

theeervieal spine, now you' re going to be looking at
some other cause for those symptoms? -

~ A. Well, then that could still be the' cause,
i Certain filnis. don't show everything, and they certainly
110  dom't show pain or numbness, so it just requires, again,
. a complote eomprehenslve docm"s evaluation of all -

‘ piice the symptoms appesar and there Is a
piling abnormality in the — as shown on a film

,Q, Ohy.- What is your epinion with respectto
p i Abelwoentheeemcalfuslon

Page 29 F

rmed by Dr. Mair and this accident?
ia my uplnion that the need for the sargery

N ——————

¥

‘. rgeryonthe basis of her
p, which Is consistent with the

14 degenwatlon? \
815 /A, Age-related: degenera , g
§1e Q. What is your source of iy
f 17 - pre-dating this aeeident nhe on V. ad an oecas;nnal

F19’, A. She memeahnmqwhm . et with her on
g 20 Augnst 28,2012 And 'l reference you to the top of
8 21 "“page 4 of’ my réport, where she toid mie she denied any

23- ‘episodes om page 3 that resolved except foran
: mmnal stlff neck .
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el anderstand the way you don't moke 2

: ommed ‘whén you wrote the repnrt of Aug

: auihor your nport of Scptember 29,
: munﬁe’

9 (Pages 30 to 33)

Page 30 - Page 32 §
that you reached In your report of August 7, 2012; 1 A. Tdonot.
right? 2 Q. 'When were you retained in this case?
A, Which part? 3 'A. What do you mean by "retained"?
Q The causal relationship of the cervical spine 4 Q. When did somebody from Rick Harris' office
fusion to this accident?: 4 5 callyouand say, Dr. Gross, we'd ljke to hire you as an i
‘A Well; I first reached thiat on the August 7, : i 6  expert on behalf of Margnet eghtrand, or words to that ;
2012 report. T effect? |
Q. Right: But that was three weeks before Yyou. 8 A. Well, 1 would imaginebefore the - just ;
‘ever met her; right? ‘9 before I received the recordé and request for medical §
Al Correct. S 10  Lifé Care Plin datod Augyist of 2012. i
Q. A.nd you hadn't lpohn to her on Ny ph(me 11 'Q. Angist 7,2012? Because you got {wo reports ;
before then?- {12 of August 2012. H
‘A, Thad not; 13 A. Yes, youw're cofrect. 1t looks like I
Q- So then when you saw - when yon wrotdyour 314 completed the recox rmewnnsmlz.mlmus!huve ¢
report of August 7, 2012, that was solely predicaty §15  rcasonably had e records for at least enough time for §: -
uponthemnewnfmeords which had been given to wn? §16  me to review thym and prepare the Life Care Plan. i
A, Records and some films, ‘_ 17" . Q Do yoy/maintain any correspondence Indicating i
Q:"Okay. What It~ I certainly understand when \ [ 18 when it was that you received those records? |
you're saying fllms. - And when I'm talking absut 1 A. ‘All dorrespondence are on the CD that you've ‘
recordi, I'm really not drawing u distinction betweena 20 already aftached. I'm looking through my copy fo see if k
clinical document produceil by a docior as opposed fo 1 have sty such correspondence, and I don't see anything é -

filmis:that may have been taken, because it's really all
part of the clinical chart; right?” Part of fhe clinical
record?

specifié that would allow me fo know any daté of
avolfement or ~ if that's what yon mean by retention.
‘_Yeah. When it was that you were contactod and
- A‘ gEreet toaeceptthecase,ﬂmt‘swhatl‘m

g

Page 31 !
distinetion. :

Q. But youde. Okay.

So, again, 1 guess to state it dlmsrently,

when you wrote your. report ofAugust 7,2012, it was
solely haed upon ’your review of clinical vecords and
films that were provided fo you; i that right?

A. Yes.

Q. And did you Bst out the recoids that you

Jovking toXind out.

T —

TTET g e

A, Well, T Iisml all the reconlu I revimd.
Q. In: preparaﬂon of the: Angust 7 report?
A. Yes, they're all in the report. That's most
of the report. '
:Q.. And I understand that. -And that's what
wanted fo ask you, were there-any records

14 thatyou're e.xpewed to do?

215 A. ‘Sometimes,

7 126 Q Well, how did you lnow in &

A Oh,no,lmdenocfforttuomt my dehulur 117 ‘were poing to be asked to do a Life Care
A. Ydon't recail

e tAed USFaf wim T o AT A4 Y R LN TR

———

ot

ll,wouldﬂntbe

A. Yes.
Q. Doyoulmowwhythm oy
10 urlortotheAu‘ : : ?

T T Ao

123 Cari:PIﬂn,hkieoh care of the patient?
£ 24 A. 1 don't have any such rocord in this s
: Anditwouldnothemypmmoetnmskea x
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