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SUMMARY:		
The trial court did not err when it denied defendants’ motions for judgment notwithstanding the verdict and for a directed verdict as to medical negligence when defendant doctor did not perform the challenged surgical procedure but did have a physician-patient relationship with plaintiff.

The trial court erred when it denied defendants’ motion for a directed verdict as to lack of informed consent when defendant doctor failed to obtain informed consent but the doctor who actually performed the challenged surgical procedure made a subsequent attempt to obtain informed consent.

The trial court did not err when it refused to give defendants’ requested jury instruction on superseding causation where that instruction was not a complete and accurate statement of the law because it omitted the requirement that the superseding cause be both unforeseeable and independent of the alleged negligence.

The trial court erred in admitting an unfairly prejudicial video collage of deposition testimony given by defendant doctor, and that error entitles defendants to a new trial.

The trial court erred in admitting expert testimony of a radiologist pertaining to handwriting analysis when the witness had not laid any foundation to establish expertise in handwriting analysis.

JUDGMENT:	REVERSED AND CAUSE REMANDED IN C-220019;
APPEAL DISMISSED IN C-220035

JUDGES:	OPINION by CROUSE, P.J.; BERGERON and KINSLEY, JJ., CONCUR.

