
IN THE STATE COURT OF MUSCOGEE COUNTY 
STATE OF GEORGIA 

 
HIUY HUYNH, INDIVIDUALLY, AND AS 
PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE OF THE 
ESTATE OF CINDY TRAN HUYNH, 
DECEASED,  

 

  
 Plaintiffs,  
  
v. CIVIL ACTION FILE 
 NO.:  SC17CV70 
MDV SPARTANNASH, LLC, XL INSURANCE 
AMERICA, INC., and GEORGE HOOKS, 

 
 

 Defendants.  
 

CONSOLIDATED PRE-TRIAL ORDER 
 

 The following constitutes the parties Proposed Consolidated Pre-Trial Order in the above-

styled case: 

1. 

 The names, addresses, and phone numbers of the attorneys who will conduct trial are as 

follows: 

 Plaintiff:  Alan J. Hamilton, Esq.  
    Jeff P. Shiver, Esq. 
    Margaret E. Randels, Esq. 
    Shiver Hamilton, LLC 
    3340 Peachtree Road, Suite 950     
    Atlanta, Georgia 30326 
    Phone: (404) 593-0020 
    Fax:  (888) 501-9536 

    James M. Roth, Esq. 
    The Roth Firm, LLC 
    950 East Paces Ferry Road, Suite 1650 
    Atlanta, Georgia 30326 
    Phone: (404) 250-3236 
    Fax: (404) 393-9770 
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Defendant:  Grant B. Smith, Esq. 
   Dennis, Corry, Smith & Dixon, LLP 
   900 Circle 75 Parkway, Suite 1400 
   Atlanta, Georgia 30339    
   (404) 926-3658 

Gbs@dcplaw.com 
 

2. 

 The estimated time required for trial is: 3-4 days. 

3. 

 There are no motions or other matters pending for consideration by the Court except as 

follows:  

Plaintiff:  Plaintiff has filed Motions in Limine and reserves the right to file responses to 

any motions filed in this case, prior to trial.  

Defendants: Defendants filed Motions in Limine and may file a trial brief on evidentiary 

issues. 

4. 
 The jury will be qualified as to the relationship of the following: 

 Plaintiff: 

(1)  Cindy Tran Huynh (“Cindy Tran”); 

(2)  Hiuy Huynh; 

(3)  MDV SpartanNash, LLC (“MDV SpartanNash”); 

(4)  SpartanNash Company; 

(5)  George Hooks (“Hooks”); 

(6)  Shiver Hamilton, LLC; 

(7)  The Roth Firm, LLC; 

(8)  XL Insurance America, Inc. (“XL Insurance”), its members, officers, directors, and 

shareholders;  
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(9)  Allied World National Assurance Company, its members, officers, directors, and 

shareholders; 

(10) Travelers Property Casualty Co. of America, its members, officers, directors, and 

shareholders; 

(11) QBE Insurance Corporation, its members, officers, directors, and shareholders; and 

(12) Dairyland Insurance Company, its members, officers, directors, and shareholders. 

Defendants object to qualifying the jury as to SpartanNash Company because it is the 

parent company of MDV SpartanNash, LLC and does not have a direct financial interest in the 

outcome of the case.      

Defendants:   

Defendants agree to paragraphs 1-3 and 5-12 above. 

5. 

 (a) All discovery has been completed, unless otherwise noted, and the Court will not 

consider any further motions to compel discovery except for good cause shown.  The parties shall 

be permitted to take depositions of any person(s) for the preservation of evidence for use at trial.  

(b) Unless otherwise noted, the names of the parties as shown in the caption to this 

Order are correct and complete, and there is no question by any party as to the misjoinder or 

nonjoinder of any parties.   

Plaintiff: The parties named in the caption are correct and complete. However, Plaintiff 

has moved to drop Hooks as a party because course and scope and respondeat superior liability 

have been admitted by the co-defendants who will remain in the case.  Defendants consent to that 

motion and to dropping Hooks as a party.   

Defendants:  Defendants agree to dismiss George Hooks from the case with prejudice and 

agree not to mention Plaintiff sued him.            
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6. 

 The following is the Plaintiff’s brief and succinct outline of the case and contentions:   

 This is a wrongful death and personal injury case arising out of a tractor-trailer collision 

on January 26, 2017, in Muscogee County, Georgia. Plaintiff’s decedent Cindy Tran was traveling 

eastbound on Macon Road at or near its intersection with Technology Parkway. Cindy Tran had 

the right of way. 

 MDV SpartanNash’s tractor-trailer was traveling westbound on Macon Road approaching 

the intersection. MDV SpartanNash’s employee, Hooks, was driving and was within the course 

and scope of his employment at all relevant times. MDV SpartanNash’s tractor-trailer failed to 

keep a proper lookout, failed to yield, and turned left into the path of Cindy Tran, which resulted 

in a fatal collision. Cindy Tran survived the initial impact and was witnessed struggling to breathe 

after the crash.  

 But for MDV SpartanNash’s tractor-trailer’s failure to keep a proper lookout and failure to 

yield while turning left, there would have been no collision. 

7. 

 The following is Defendants’ brief and succinct outline of the case and contentions:   

 Defendants MDV SpartanNash, LLC and XL Insurance America, Inc. admit George  

Hooks did not see Cindy Huynh approaching on her Yamaha FZ6R motorcycle when he started 

his left turn.  According to eyewitness Richard Parsons, as she approached Mr. Hooks’ truck, Ms. 

Huynh  pulled into the left lane, popped up immediately from her crouch from the motorcycle.  

She held the brake and skidded through the intersection.  She continued to veer left to avoid Mr. 

Hooks, and she almost missed it, but she clipped the very back end of the trailer.   

 Mr. Parson immediately called 911 and ran to her.  She was laying on her back with her 

eyes rolled back.  According to Parsons, her eyes were open, but she was not there.  She was 
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breathing when she jerked up and stopped breathing.  Parson’s tapped his ring on her helmet and 

she started breathing.  This happened a couple of times.  The first responders took over at that 

point and pronounced her dead.   

 Defendants admit George Hooks was driving the truck in Defendant MDV SpartanNash’s 

business and MDV SpartanNash is responsible for Mr. Hooks actions at the time of the collision.  

Defendants also admit Hooks is 100 percent responsible for causing the collision and Ms. Huynh 

did nothing to cause the collision.  There is no evidence Ms. Huynh was conscious after the 

collision. 

 Defendants ask the jury to fairly compensate the Plaintiff for the elements of damages 

allowed under Georgia law.   

8. 

 The issues for determination by the jury are as follows: 

Plaintiff: The amount of compensatory damages for the Estate and Wrongful Death 

claims.   

Defendants:  Damages for the Estate and Wrongful Death Claims. 

9. 

 Specifications of negligence, including applicable code sections are as follows: 

Plaintiff:  Hooks’ was negligent and said negligence proximately caused Cindy Tran’s 

fatal injuries. Defendants’ negligence included, but is not limited to, driving too fast for conditions 

(O.C.G.A. § 40-6-180), distracted driving (O.C.G.A. § 40-6-241), failure to yield while turning 

left (O.C.G.A. § 40-6-71), failing to keep a proper lookout, failure to exercise due care (O.C.G.A. 

§ 40-6-93), failure to make timely and proper application of his brakes, and any other acts of 

negligence that may be proven at trial. 
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Defendants:  Defendants admitted 100 percent fault and Ms. Huynh did not cause the 

collision.  The only issues for the jury to decide are compensatory damages to the Estate and for 

the Wrongful Death claims, so specifications of negligent are irrelevant.  

10. 

If the case is based on contract, either oral or written, the terms of the contract are as 

follows:  Not applicable.  The case is not based on contract, either oral or written. 

11. 

 The types of damages and applicable measures of those damages are stated as follows:   

 Plaintiff:  Plaintiff seeks wrongful death and personal injury estate claim damages, as 

supported by the evidence.  The measure of these damages is within the province of the enlightened 

conscience of an impartial jury.  The wrongful death damages are for the full value of the life of 

Cindy Tran, including all economic and non-economic elements.  The estate personal injury claim 

damages include all elements of pain and suffering; pre-impact fright, shock and terror; medical 

expenses; and funeral and burial expenses.  

 An itemization of the Estate’s special damages is as follows: 

Medical & Funeral/Burial Expenses 

Columbus EMS  $775 

Midtown Medical Center $1,440 

Southern Emergency Group $3,912 

Watson-Tate Funeral Home $6,126 

TOTAL:   $12,253 

The special economic damages claimed by Plaintiff on the wrongful death claim are detailed and 

itemized in the report and deposition of expert witness Dr. Raffa.  These include lost future 

earnings and household services. 
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Defendants:  Defendants do not claim damages. 

12. 

 If the case involves divorce, each party shall present to the Court at the pre-trial conference 

with affidavits required by Rule 24.2:  Not applicable. 

13. 

 The following facts should be stipulated: 

1. Jurisdiction and venue are proper; 

2. The subject collision occurred on January 26, 2017, in Muscogee County, Georgia at 

approximately 1:14 p.m.; 

3. George Hooks was in the course and scope of his employment with Defendant MDV 

SpartanNash at all times pertinent to this claim; 

4. The doctrine of respondeat superior applies; 

5. On January 26, 2017, Cindy was traveling eastbound on Macon Road at or near its 

intersection with Technology Parkway in Columbus, Georgia; 

6. At or about the same time, George Hooks, operating a tractor-trailer owned by 

Defendant MDV SpartanNash, was traveling westbound on Macon Road, and 

attempting to turn left onto Technology Parkway; 

7. Both Cindy and Hooks had a solid green light.  Therefore, Cindy had the right of way 

since she was going straight and Hooks was making a left turn; 

8. Hooks turned into Cindy’s path of travel; 

9. Hooks never stopped before turning left;  

10. Defendants are 100% at fault for Cindy Tran’s injuries and death (Req. to Admit Resp. 

2);  
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11. The negligence of Defendant’s driver Hooks was the sole proximate cause of Cindy 

Tran’s injuries and death (Req. to Admit Resp. 4); and 

12. Cindy Tran was not negligent (Req. to Admit Resp. 5). 

14. 

 The following is a list of all documentary and physical evidence that will be tendered at 

the trial by the Plaintiff and Defendant. Unless noted, the parties have stipulated as to the 

authenticity of the documents listed and all exhibits listed may be admitted without further proof 

of authenticity.  All exhibits shall be marked by counsel prior to trial so as not to delay the trial 

before the jury: 

Plaintiff: 

1. Georgia Uniform Motor Vehicle Accident Report; 
 

2. State of Georgia Traffic Crash Report diagram; 
 

3. Columbus Police Department GEARS Report; 
 

4. Columbus Police Department photographs of the scene, collision and vehicles; 
 

5. Columbus Police Department 911 audio; 
 

6. Autopsy Report for Cindy Tran; 
 
7. Georgia Bureau of Investigation autopsy photographs; 

 
8. Coroner photographs; 
 
9. Medical illustration of Cindy Tran’s injuries; 

 
10. Muscogee County Solicitor General’s file; 

 
11. Hooks’ Certified Citation and Disposition; 

 
12. Hooks’ Written Statement; 

 
13. MDV SpartanNash’s Driver Report of Incident/Accident; 

 
14. MDV SpartanNash’s Personnel File for Hooks; 
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15. Hooks’ Job Application with MDV SpartanNash; 
 

16. MDV SpartanNash’s Fleet Safety Program Manual; 
 

17. Funeral & burial bills; 
 

18. A one-page summary of the medical bills and expenses with all accompanying bills 
(redacted); 

 
19. Select medical records from any of Cindy Tran’s medical providers; which have been 

produced in discovery and will be specifically marked for trial; 
 

20. Mortality Table of 1949; 
 

21. Family Photos produced in discovery; 
 
22. Photographs of Cindy Tran produced in discovery; 
 
23. Videos of Cindy Tran produced in discovery; 

 
24. Tran Death Certificate; 

 
25. MDV SpartanNash GPS location report; 

 
26. MDV SpartanNash/Hooks’ Driver Logs produced in discovery; 

 
27. MDV SpartanNash’s Driver Trip Details; 
 
28. CADEC Data from the MDV SpartanNash tractor-trailer; 

 
29. Law Enforcement Dash Cam and Body Cam video(s) produced in discovery; 

 
30. Photos of the roadway/scene of collision; 

 
31. Photos of the vehicles; 

 
32. Tractor-trailer title; 

 
33. Hooks’ mobile phone records produced in discovery; 

 
34. Georgia Department of Public Safety Driver/Vehicle Examination Report; 

 
35. Bill of lading, weight ticket, and other documents produced regarding the MDV 

SpartanNash’s tractor-trailer’s trip and load at the time of the subject collision;  
 

36. Defendants’ Responses to Plaintiff’s Second Requests for Admission to MDV 
SpartanNash; 
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37. Amended Complaint; 
 
38. Amended Answer; 

 
39. Dr. Frederick Raffa’s Report/Economic Analysis of Cindy Tran; 

 
40. Dr. Frederick Raffa CV; 
 
41. Sean Alexander CV; 
 
42. File Materials timely produced to opposing counsel during expert discovery for 

designated testifying experts, including Frederick Raffa, Ph.D. and Sean Alexander; 
 

43. Recommendation(s) for awards, Badges, and/or Medals awarded to Cindy Tran for her 
service in the Army; 

 
44. Awards, Badges, and/or Medals awarded to Cindy Tran for her service in the Army; 

 
45. Columbus State University’s academic file for Cindy Tran; 
 
46. XL Insurance America, Inc., Policy and Declaration Page; 

 
47. Google Earth scene images; 
 
48. Exhibits tendered or referenced at depositions; 
 
49. Pleadings, including discovery responses; 

 
50. Relevant Federal Motor Carrier Safety Regulations; 

 
51. Relevant sections of the Georgia Commercial Driver License manual; and 

 
52. Demonstrative exhibits. 

 
 These are the documents known to Plaintiff at the present time.  Plaintiff reserves the right 

to supplement the document list prior to trial with documents timely and properly produced.  

Plaintiff reserves the right to introduce any documentary evidence listed by Defendants.  Plaintiff 

further reserves the right to introduce new exhibits if needed for rebuttal or exhibits for 

impeachment.  
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Plaintiff further requests and suggests that both sides be required to exchange, prior to trial, 

pre-marked copies of their respective exhibits. The parties have agreed to a March 11 deadline for 

exchange of exhibits. 

 

Defendants object to paragraph 4 to the extent they show Cindy Huynh on the ground the 

potential prejudice outweighs any probative value.  O.C.G.A. § 24-4-403. 

Defendants object to paragraph 5 because it is hearsay.  O.C.G.A. § 24-8-802 

Defendants object to paragraph 7 on the ground the potential prejudice outweighs any 

probative value.  O.C.G.A. § 24-4-403. 

Defendants object to paragraph 8 on the ground the potential prejudice outweighs any 

probative value.  O.C.G.A. § 24-4-403. 

Defendants object to paragraph 9 on the grounds the illustrations lack a proper foundation 

and the potential prejudice outweighs any probative value.  O.C.G.A. § 24-4-403. 

Defendants object to paragraph 10 on the ground it includes hearsay and the information 

is not relevant.  O.C.G.A. §§ 24-8-802, 24-4-401. 

Defendants object to paragraph 11 on the ground it includes hearsay and information is not 

relevant.  O.C.G.A. §§ 24-8-802, 24-4-401. 

 Defendants object to paragraph 12 on the ground it is not relevant.  O.C.G.A. § 24-4-401. 

Defendants object to paragraph 13 on the ground it includes hearsay and information is not 

relevant.  O.C.G.A. §§ 24-8-802, 24-4-401. 

Defendants object to paragraph 14 on the ground it includes hearsay and information is not 

relevant.  O.C.G.A. §§ 24-8-802, 24-4-401. 

Defendants object to paragraph 15 on the ground it includes hearsay and information is not 

relevant.  O.C.G.A. §§ 24-8-802, 24-4-401. 
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Defendants object to paragraph 16 on the ground it includes hearsay and information is not 

relevant.  O.C.G.A. §§ 24-8-802, 24-4-401. 

Defendants object to paragraph 19 on the ground it includes hearsay and lacks a proper 

foundation.  O.C.G.A. § 24-4-401. 

Defendants object to paragraph 25 on the ground it includes hearsay and information is not 

relevant.  O.C.G.A. §§ 24-8-802, 24-4-401. 

Defendants object to paragraph 26 on the ground it includes hearsay and information is not 

relevant.  O.C.G.A. §§ 24-8-802, 24-4-401. 

Defendants object to paragraph 27 on the ground it includes hearsay and information is not 

relevant.  O.C.G.A. §§ 24-8-802, 24-4-401. 

Defendants object to paragraph 28 on the ground it includes hearsay and information is not 

relevant.  O.C.G.A. §§ 24-8-802, 24-4-401. 

Defendants object to paragraph 29 on the ground it includes hearsay and information is not 

relevant.  O.C.G.A. §§ 24-8-802, 24-4-401. 

Defendants object to paragraph 32 on the ground it includes hearsay and information is not 

relevant.  O.C.G.A. §§ 24-8-802, 24-4-401. 

Defendants object to paragraph 33 on the ground it includes hearsay and information is not 

relevant.  O.C.G.A. §§ 24-8-802, 24-4-401. 

Defendants object to paragraph 34 on the ground it includes hearsay and information is not 

relevant.  O.C.G.A. §§ 24-8-802, 24-4-401. 

Defendants object to paragraph 35 on the ground it includes hearsay and information is not 

relevant.  O.C.G.A. §§ 24-8-802, 24-4-401. 

Defendants object to paragraph 37 on the ground it is not relevant.  O.C.G.A. § 24-4-401. 

Defendants object to paragraph 38 on the ground it is not relevant.  O.C.G.A. § 24-4-401. 
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Defendants object to paragraph 39 on the ground it includes hearsay and would constitute 

a continuing witness.   O.C.G.A. § 24-8-802 

Defendants object to paragraph 40 on the ground it includes hearsay and would constitute 

a continuing witness.  O.C.G.A. § 24-8-802 

Defendants object to paragraph 41 on the ground it includes hearsay and would constitute 

a continuing witness.  O.C.G.A. § 24-8-802 

  Defendants object to paragraph 42 on the ground it is not specific, it includes hearsay and 

would constitute a continuing witness.  O.C.G.A. § 24-8-802 

Defendants object to paragraph 46 on the ground the information is highly prejudicial and 

not admissible. O.C.G.A. § 24-4-403. 

Defendants object to paragraph 48 on the ground it is not specific, it includes hearsay and 

information is not relevant.  O.C.G.A. § 24-8-802. 

Defendants object to paragraph 49 on the ground it is not specific, it includes hearsay and 

information is not relevant.  O.C.G.A. §§ 24-4-401, 24-8-802. 

Defendants object to paragraph 50 on the ground it includes hearsay and information is not 

relevant.  O.C.G.A. §§ 24-4-401, 24-8-802. 

Defendants object to paragraph 51 on the ground it includes hearsay and information is not 

relevant.  O.C.G.A. §§ 24-4-401, 24-8-802. 

Defendants object to paragraph 52 on the ground it is not specific, it includes hearsay, it 

lacks a proper foundation, and information is not relevant.  O.C.G.A. §§ 24-4-401, 24-8-802. 

Defendants:  

1. Georgia Uniform Motor Vehicle Accident Report; 
 

2. State of Georgia Traffic Crash Report diagram; 
 

3. Columbus Police Department GEARS Report; 
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4. Columbus Police Department photographs of the scene, collision and vehicles; 
 

5. Photos of the roadway/scene of collision; 
 

6. Photos of the vehicles; 

7. Hooks’ mobile phone records produced in discovery; 

8. Any document listed by the Plaintiff. 

15. 

 Special authorities relied upon by Plaintiff relating to peculiar evidentiary or other legal 

questions are as follows:  None at this time.   

16. 

 Special authorities relied upon by Defendant relating to peculiar evidentiary or other legal 

questions are as follows:  None. 

17. 

 All requests to charge anticipated at the time of trial will be filed with the Court in 

accordance with Rule 10.3. 

18. 

 The testimony of the following persons may be introduced by depositions, subject to 

applicable rules regarding unavailability: 

Plaintiff: 

1. Hiuy Huynh; 

2. Officer Christian Gibney; 

3. Richard Parsons; 

4. George Hooks; 

5. Vinh Ta; 

6. Vincent Ta; 
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7. Dr. Frederick Raffa; 

8. Mark Stokes; 

9. Dr. Stacey Desamours; 

10. Michael Ford; 

11. All applicable records custodians;  

12. All persons identified as Plaintiff’s “may call” witnesses; and 

13. All persons identified as Defendant’s “may call” witnesses. 

Any objection to the depositions or questions or arguments in the depositions shall be 

called to the attention of the Court prior to trial. 

Defendants object to reading the depositions of Hiuy Huynh, Officer Christian Gibney, 

George Hooks, Vinh Ta, and Greg Stokes because they reside in Muscogee County and there has 

been no showing they are not available.  Defendants object to “All applicable records custodians”, 

“All persons identified as Plaintiff’s “may call” witnesses” and “All persons identified as 

Defendants’ “may call” witnesses because they are not specific, and there has been no showing 

they are not available.    

Defendants:  

1. Richard Parsons; 

2. Officer Christian Gibney; 

3. Larry Daniel. 

19. 

(a) The following are lists of witnesses Plaintiff will have present at trial:   

1. Hiuy Huynh. 

(b) The following are lists of witnesses Plaintiff may have present at trial: 

1. Vinh Ta; 
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2. Vincent Ta; 

3. Katherine Ta; 

4. Richard Parsons; 

5. Michael Medders; 

6. Leigh Medders; 

7. Elizabeth Lane; 

8. Sgt. Michael Ford; 

9. Jeff Harris; 

10. Mark Kane; 

11. Dr. Frederick Raffa; 

12. Dr. Stacey Desamours; 

13. Sean Alexander; 

14. George Hooks; 

15. Any witness previously identified in discovery or Plaintiff’s deposition; 
 

16. Any records custodian needed for authentication, any person for purposes of rebuttal, 
any person for purposes of impeachment; 

 
17. Any and all witnesses named by Defendants;  

18. Any witness listed on Defendants’ will-call or may-call witness list; and 
 

19. Any witness listed in the Exhibits needed to discuss or authenticate same. 
 

 Defendants object to “any witness identified in discovery or Plaintiff’s deposition”, 

“Any records custodian needed for authentication, any person for purposes of rebuttal, any person 

for purposes of impeachment”  because they are not  specific.   

(c) Defendants will have present at trial:   

 1.  None.  

(d) Defendants may have present at trial:  
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 1. George Hooks; 

 2. Richard Parsons; 

 3. Officer Christian Gibney; 

 4. Mark Stokes; 

 5. Larry Daniel; 

 6. Any witness listed by the Plaintiff.  

20. 

 The form of the verdicts to be considered by the jury are as follows: 

Plaintiff:  
 
Depending upon the evidence at trial, Plaintiff anticipates that a general verdict form  will 

be appropriate with a blank for Estate damages and another blank for wrongful death damages. 

Plaintiff will submit a proposed verdict form at trial. 

 
Defendants:  

Defendants agree a general verdict form with one blank for the Estate and one blank for 

the wrongful death claim would be appropriate. 

21. 
 

(a)  The possibilities of settling the case are: poor. 

(b)  The parties do want the case reported in its entirety. 

(c)  The cost of take-down will be: shared equally. 

(d)  Other matters: None. 

 

This 8th day of March, 2019. 

Respectfully Submitted,  
    SHIVER HAMILTON, LLC 
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    /s/ Alan J. Hamilton   
    Alan J. Hamilton 
    Georgia Bar No. 320698 
    Jeff P. Shiver 
    Georgia Bar No. 001303 
    Margaret E. Randels 
    Georgia Bar No. 890491 
    Attorneys for Plaintiff 
SHIVER HAMILTON, LLC 
3340 Peachtree Road, Suite 950 
Atlanta, Georgia 30326 
(404) 593-0020     

 THE ROTH FIRM, LLC 
  
 /s / Alan J. Hamilton   
 James M. Roth 
 Georgia Bar No. 615609 
 Thomas O. Rainey 
 Georgia Bar No. 566137 
 Attorneys for Plaintiff 

THE ROTH FIRM, LLC 
950 East Paces Ferry Road, Suite 1650 
Atlanta, Georgia 30326 
(404) 250-3236 
 

DENNIS, CORRY, SMITH & DIXON, 
LLP 

 
 /s/ Grant B. Smith   
 Grant B. Smith, Esq. 
 Georgia Bar No. 658345 
 Attorney for Defendants 

 
DENNIS, CORRY, SMITH & DIXON, LLP 
900 Circle 75 Parkway, Suite 1400 
Atlanta, Georgia 30339 
(404) 926-3658 
Gbs@dcplaw.com  
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IN THE STATE COURT OF MUSCOGEE COUNTY 
STATE OF GEORGIA 

 
HIUY HUYNH, INDIVIDUALLY, AND AS 
PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE OF THE 
ESTATE OF CINDY TRAN HUYNH, 
DECEASED,  

 

  
 Plaintiffs,  
  
v. CIVIL ACTION FILE 
 NO.:  SC17CV70 
MDV SPARTANNASH, LLC, XL INSURANCE 
AMERICA, INC., and GEORGE HOOKS, 

 
 

 Defendants.  
 

ORDER 
 
 It is hereby ordered that the foregoing, including any attachments thereto, constitutes the 

Consolidated Pre-Trial Order in the above case and supersedes the pleadings which may not be 

further amended except by order of the court to prevent manifest injustice.  

 

 SO ORDERED, this ____ day of ________________, 2019. 

 
 
 
      __________________________________ 
      The Honorable Benjamin S. Richardson 
      Judge, State Court of Muscogee County 
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IN THE STATE COURT OF MUSCOGEE COUNTY 
STATE OF GEORGIA 

 
HIUY HUYNH, INDIVIDUALLY, AND AS 
PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE OF THE 
ESTATE OF CINDY TRAN HUYNH, 
DECEASED,  

 

  
 Plaintiffs,  
  
v. CIVIL ACTION FILE 
 NO.:  SC17CV70 
MDV SPARTANNASH, LLC, XL INSURANCE 
AMERICA, INC., and GEORGE HOOKS, 

 
 

 Defendants.  
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

This is to certify that I have this day served a true and correct copy of the foregoing 

Consolidated Pre-Trial Order via email to the following attorneys of record as follows: 

Grant B. Smith, Esq. 
Dennis, Corry, Smith & Dixon, LLP 
900 Circle 75 Parkway, Suite 1400 

Atlanta, Georgia 30339 
  
 This 8th day of March, 2019. 
     
    SHIVER HAMILTON, LLC 

    /s/ Alan J. Hamilton    
    Alan J. Hamilton 
    Georgia Bar No. 320698 
    Attorney for Plaintiff 
 
SHIVER HAMILTON, LLC 
3340 Peachtree Road, Suite 950 
Atlanta, Georgia 30326 
(404) 593-0020 
 


