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ROSS FELLER CASEY, LLP 
By: MATIHEW A. CASEY, ESQUIRE 

IDENTIFlCATION NO. 84443 
JOSHUA V ANNAARDEN, ESQUIRE 
IDENTIFICATION NO. 86740 

One Liberty Place, Suite 34S0 
l 6SO Market Street 
Philadelphia, Pcmisylvania 19103 
215-S74-2000 Attomeys for Plaintiffs 

NACAIRA SHIVA ABRAHAM nnd 
TYREE CRAIG MURPBY, Individually 811d 
as Parents and Natural Ollanlians of 

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
PIIlLADELPI-llA COUNTY 

 a minor: TERM,2012 

Philadelphia, PA 19121 
Plaintiffs 

v. 
THOMAS JEFFERSON UNIVERSITY 
HOSPITAL, INC, a/k/a and d/b/a 
THOMAS JE.FFERSON UNIVERSITY 
HOSPITAL 
c/o Office of Risk Management 
11 l S. 11th Sti:eet, 
Philadelphia, PA 19107 
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Ol'FICE MAY BE ABI..E TO PROVIDE YOU Wl1l! 
INFORMATION ABOUT /\OENClllS THAT MAY OFFER 
1.l!GAL SEI\VICl!S TO ELIGIBLE PERSONS AT A 
IUIDUCllD Fl!E OR.NO FEE. 

L&wye, Itofen11I Si,n,ic: 
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1101 MBTl<.t Slrv•~ ll • l'toor 
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and 
JEFFERSON UNIVERSITY PHYSICIANS 
100 College Building . 
l 02S Walnut Street 
Philsdelphia,PA 19107 

and 
THOMAS ~ON UNIVERSITY d/b/a 
and/or aflr/a JEFFERSON MEDICAL 
COLLEGE 
1015 Walnut Stn,ct.: 
PhiJadelphia, PA 19107 

and 
JEFFERSON ANESTHESIA GROUP 
c/o Office of Risk Management 
111 South lllh Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19107 

and 
ASHLEY CAPLAN, D.O. 
c/o Office of Risk Maruigement 
111 South 11th Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19107 

and 
THAO PHAM, M.D. 
c/o Office of Risk Managenient 
111 South 11 a, Street 
Philadelphia. PA 19107 

and 
MICHELLE R. BEAM, D.O. 
c/o Office ofRislc Management 
11 I South 1111o Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19107 

and 
THOMAS A. WITKOWSKI, M.D, 
o/o Office of Risk Mmagement 
111 South 11 cb Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19107 

8Jld 
KATHERINE D. LACKRITZ, M.D, 
c/o Office of Risk Managemeot 
ll l South 11 111 Street 
Philadelphia, l' A 19 I 07 

and 
SARAH CARLSON, D.O. 
c/o Ofiicc of Risk Mmiagement 
111 South 11"' Sn-eet 
Philadelphia, PA 19107 
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and 
JONAH D . ..-T.EISBEB, M.D. 
c/o Office of Risk Manligement 
111 South 1111, S1Ieol . 
Phi1adelp1iia, PA 19107 

Deti:rulants 

CIVIL ACTION _COMPLAINT,MJ;DICAL MALPRACTICE LIABILITY ACTION 

Plainuffs Naoaira Shiva Abraham ["Nacaira Abraham" nml/or ''mother-plaintiff"] lllld 

Tyree Craig Murphy r•Tyree Murphy" and/or "father-plaiDtif!"] individually and as Parenw and 

Natural Guardians of  a minor,  and/or 

"minor-plainti:Jf'] herein complains of the defendants in this lllllion Bll follows: 

l. Plalntlff'Nacaira Abraham is an adult individual, citizen and resident of the 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, residing a hiladelphia 

Pcmisylvania 19121. 

2. PlaintiffNacaira Abraham is the parent and natw:al guardian of

 minor. 

3. Plaintiff Tyree Mmpb.y is an adult individual, citizen and resident of the 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvflllia. residing at hiladelphia 

Pwnsylvania 19121. 

4. PleintiffTyrce Murphy is the parent and natural guardian o

a minor. 

S.  i.s a minor individual, citiz.en and resident of the 

Commonwealth of PCDI1sylvania, residing with her moth~, Nacaira Abraham and father Tyree 

Murphy, at Philadelphia Pennsylvania 19121. 
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6. Plaimiff"Nacaim Abraham and Tyree Murphy file this Complaint as the parentll 

and natural guardians and on behalf of their son, in addition to their 

own individual claims. 

7. was~ on Septcmbar  at Thomas Jefferson 

Univemity Hospital in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107. 

8. Defendant Ashley Caplan, D.O, ("Dr. Caplan") is a physician duly licensed to 

practice medicine in the. Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, spcclalizlDg in llllaeSlhesiology, with 

profess.ional offices located at 834 Chestnut Street, Suite 300, Philadelphia, PemlSy!vania 19107. 

At all IC!evant times, Dr. Caplan was engaged in the provision ofmcdicel care and services to 

patients, including Nacaira Ab1-aham 1111d  at Thomas Je:ffcrson 

University Hospital and/or Jefferson U nivernity Physicians. Plaintiffs arc asserting a pJ"ofessiolUII 

liability claim against this def=ndant. 

9. Defendant Thao Pham, M.D. ("Dr. Pham'') is a physician duly licensed to practice 

medicine in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, specializing in anaesthesiology, with 

professional offices located at 834 Chestnut Street, Suite 300, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107. 

At all relevant times, Dr. Pham was engaged in the provision of medical care and services to 

patients, including Nacaira Abraham end at Tho!ll8S Jefferson 

U.niVCrl!ity Hospital and/or Jefferson University Physicians. Plaintiffs are asserting a professional 

liability claim against this defendant. 

10. Defendant Michelle R. Beam, D.O. f'Dr. Beam'') is a physician duly licensed to 

practice medicine in the Commomvcalth of Pennsylvania, specializing in anaesthesiology, with 

professional offices located at 834 Chestnut Str,iet, Suite 300, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107. 
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At all relevant times, Dr. Witkowski WWI engaged in the provision of medical care and s!X'Vices 

to patients, including Nacaira Abraham and at Thomas Jefforson 

Univm-sity Hospilal and/or Jefferson UnivCl.'Sey Physicians. Plaintiffs are asserting a professional 

liability claim against 1his defendant 

11. Defendant Thomas A. Witkowski, M,D, ("Dr. Witkowski'') is a physician duly 

licensed to practice medicine in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, speoializirig in 

81"illeStheruology, with professional offices located at 834 Chestnut Street, Suite 300, 

Philadelphia, Pe1111SYlvania 19107, At all relevant times, Dr. Witkowski was engaged in the 

provision of medical c11te and services to patients, inc-Juding N11Caira Abraham and 

at Thomas Jefferson Umversity Hospital and/or Jeffcrs,,n University 

Physicians. Plmntiffs are asserting a professional liability claim against this defend.ant. 

12. Defendant Jefferson.Anesthesia. Group ("JAG'') is a corporation or other legal 

entity orgBI1izcd a.nd existing under 8lld by virtue of the laws of the Commonwealth of 

Pennsylvania, with a business address of 100 College Building, 1025 Walnut Street, 

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107. At all relevant times, JAG employed various physicians, 

residents and fellows who were engaged in the provision of medical care and services to patients 

at TJUH, including Nacaira. Abraham and  specifically, def-endants Drs. 

Caplan, Witkowski, Pham, and Beam. Plaintiffs are asserting a professional liability claim 

against this defendant for the professional negligence of its actual, appmmt and/or ostensible 

agC11ts, servants and employlllls, as de.scribed herein. 
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13. Defendant Katherine D. Lackzi~ M.D. ("Dr. Lac:kritz") is a physician duly 

licensed to practice medioiJlc in the CoJD1D.onwealth of Pemisyh1111ia, specializing in obstetrics 

a.od gynecology, with plOfessional offices located at 834 Chestnut Street, Suite 300, Philadelphia, 

Pcmisylvania l 9107. At all relevant times, Dr. Luckritz was i:ogaged In the provision of mDdical 

care and services to palie.nts, including Nacainl AbrllhllJll 1111d at Thomas 

Jefferson University Hospital and/or Jefferson Univt:rSi.ty Physicians. Plaintiffs are asserting a 

professional liability claim against this dofendant. 

14. Ddendarrt Sarah Carlson. D.O. ("Dr. Clll'lson") ill a physician duly licensed to 

p=tice medicine; in the Commonwealth of Pconsylvania, specializing in obstetrics and 

gynecology, with professional officc,s located at 834 Chestnut Strce1, Suite 300, PWladelphia, 

Pennsylvllllia 19107. At all ~!~11111 tilnes, Dr. Carlson was engaged in the provision of medical 

care and services to patients, including Nacaira Abraham and   at Thoi:nas 

Jefferson University Hospital andior Jefferson University Physicians. Plaintiffs are asserting a 

professional liability claim against thl:i defendant. 

15. Dcfendan1 JonahD. Fleisher, M.D. ("Dr. Fleisher") is a physician duly licensed to 

practice medicine in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, specializing in obstetrics and 

gynecology, with prof'essional offices located at 834 Chestnut Street, Suite 300, Philadelphia, 

Pennsylvacia 19107. At all relevant times, Dr. Fleisher was engaged in the provision of medical 

care and services to patients, including Nacaira. Abraham and  , at Thomas 

Jefferson University Hospital and/or Jcffmon University Physicians. Plaintiffs are asserting a 

professional liability claim against this defendant. 

Case ID: 121203441 



16. Defendant, Thomas Jefferson Univea-sity Hospital, lilc. ("TJUH") a/k/a and/or 

dlb/a TholJIIIS Jefferson Uuivlll'Sity Hospital is a COiporation ot other legal entity orgllllized ilnd 

existing under and by virmc of the laws of'the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, with a principal 

place ofbusiness located at ll1 S.11" S1rcct, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107. At all relovaot 

times, TbomPs Jefferson University Hospital, Inc. owned, maintained, operated and controlled 

~ Jefferson Univ=lty Hospital and various medical practices, including lefferson 

University Physicians. and employed physicians, residents, fellows, inter.ns, nurses, physician's 

assistants, 1cchnicians and other agents and employees to provide medical care and services to 

the general public, including Nll0llllll Abraham and her then-unborn son, 

 in particular. As stated more fully hel"ein, a claim for corporate negligence under 

Thompson v. Nason. 527 Pa. 330, 591 A.2d 703 (1991) and its progeny is also asi:erted against 

this defendant. Plaintiffs are asserting a professional liability claim against this defendant. 

17. Defendant Jefferson University Physicians t'1UP") is a corporation 01· .other legal 

entity organized and existing under and by virtue of the Jaws of the Commonwealth of 

Pennsylvania, with a business address of 100 College Building, 1025 Walnut Street, 

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107. At all relevant times, JUI' employed various physicians, 

residents and fellows who were engaged in the provision of medical care and services to patients 

at TJUH, including Necaira Abraham and   specifically, def'elldants Drs. 

Caplan, Witowski, Pham, Beam, Laekritz, Carlson and Fleisher. Plaintiffs are asserting a 

professioD!II liability claim against this defendant for the professional negligence of its actual, 

apparent and/or ostensible agents, servants and employees, as describ~ herein. 

18. Defendant Thomas Jefferson University d/b/a and/Qr a/k/11 J effei-son Medical 
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College ("TIU'') is a corporation or other legal aitity, organiz.ed and existing under and by virtue 

of the laws of the Commouwcalth of Peomylvania, with offices and/or a principal place of 

business looated at 1015 Walnut Street, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107. At all reic\lllnt times, 

TJU owm:d, maintaim:d, opezated and/or controlled a medical schooL TJUH. lllld/or various 

medical pra.oticcs for the puzpose of providing medical care and sen'ices to I.he public, and to 

Nacaira Abraham and   in particular. Plaimifi'B aro asserting a 

professional liability claim against this defendant for the prof.cssional negligence of its actual, 

appanmt and/or ostensible agents, servants end employ~. as deson'bed herein. 

19. At all relevant times, defendants Dre. Caplan;-Witowsld, Beam, Pham, Laclcritz, 

Carlson and Fleisher were the actual, apparent 811(!/or o:itensible agents and/or employees of the 

defendants TJUH, JUP, JAO and/or Tm acting within the course and scope of their agency 

and/or employme:nt with one or more of these defendant~ while providing medical care and 

treatmeot to Nacaira Abraham and   . Accordingly, defendants TflJH, 

JUP, JAO and/or TJU are vicariously liable for the negligent acts and omissions of defendants 

Drs. Caplan; Witowsltl, Beem, Pham, uiclaitz, Carlson and Fleisher, which occurred during their 

medical care and treatment ofNacaira Abraham and  under theories of 

1-espoml8al su~rior, masler-$Ol'Vllll.t, agCDCy, and right of control. 

20. At all relevant times, all defcodants were ~cling individually and/or by and . 

through their duly authorized actual and/or apJ>llnmt agents and l)!Jlployees, as defined herein, 

who themselves were acting within the course and scope of their employment and/or agency with 

defendams. 

21. Defendants are vicariously liable to Nacaira Abraham, Tyree Mtll])hy and  
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 for iitjuries they sustained as a result of the negligent acts or omissions of 

persons or eatities whose conduct was unde;r their supervision, control or right of oontrol, and 

which conduct increased the risk of hmn to plaintiffs and did, in fuot, cause plainfilm • iDjuries 

and losses. 

· 22. At all relevant times, defendants herein were engaged in the practice of medicine, 

pursuing their specialties, and were obliged to bring to bear in the practioc of tbeir profession the 

professional skill, diligence, knowledge and care wruch they possessed, and to pursue their 

professions in accordance with 1-easonably sai\, and accepted standmls of medicine, in general, 

and in their specialties, in particular, as well as institutional s1Bnd111·ds of oore, in their care and 

treatment ofNacaira Abraham and   

23. At all relevant times, defendants TJUH, Jill', JAG and TJU engaged as its actual, 

apparent and/or ostensible agents, servants and employees, varioas healthcare providers, 

including: Drs, Gaplan. Witowski, Beam, Pham, Lackritz, Carlson and Fleisher, as well as other 

physiel8119, residents, nU111es and oth.eJ.· medical or ancillary staff. The identities of other 

physiciaos, fellows, residents, nurses and other ancillary medical staff who participated in and/or 

were responsible for the obstetrical management, care and treatment of Nacaira Abraham and 

 , and her evaluation, diagnosis, management and treatment during her 

September 11, 2012 presentation to TJUH, ]!lading up lo the delivery of   

on  whose DIIIIICS 8J>pe"" in the medical ch!U't, but arc indecipherable to 

plaintim, is inforlllllfion known only to defentl11Dts lllld oot known or knowable 10 plnintitfs after 

reasonable investigati.OD, and will reqaire discovery frcim defendants. 

24. Defendants TIUH, JUP, JAO 1111d TJU are vicariously liable for the negligent acts· 
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ll!ld omissions of the individually-numed defendants as well as 1:he negligent acts and omissio.as, 

as more particularly descn1icd herein, af those other physicians, fellows, residents, nurses and 

othor ancillary m"dical sbdfwho J)ll:ttloipllted in and/or were responsible for• the menagement, 

care and 11'Catmll.llt ofNacelra Abraham and  and their evaluation, 

diagnosis, management and treatment during her presentation to TJUH, Leading up to the delivery 

of  on unde:rtheories ofrupondeat superior, master-servant, 

agency and right of control. 

25. At all relevant times, TJUH, JUP, JAG and TJU also owed non-delegable legal 

duties directly to Nacaira Abraham &;Id  pursuant to Thompson v. Nason. 

591 A.2d 703 (Pa. 1991), and its progenyc,fca.se law, incltlding Welshy. Bulger. 698 A.2d 581 

(Pa. 1997) and Wbjttjngton y. Woods, 768 A.2d 1144 (Pa. 811per. 2001). These duties consisted 

of (I) a duty to use reawnable care in the maintenance of safe and edoquate facili1ies and 

r;quipwent; (2) a dllty to select and retain only competent physicians; (3) a duty to oversee all 

persons who practice medicine witfrin it;; walls as to patient=; and (4) a duty to fonnulatc. 

adopt and enforce adequate mies and policies to i:msure quality care for patients. 

26. At all relevant times, Nacaira Abraham and  . ~re under 

the medical care, treatment and attendance of defendants, their aotual. applll'enl and/or ostensible 

agents and employees, as defined herein, all of whom were acting within the course and scope of 

their employment or agency with defeodants, and wider their control or right of control. 

27. At all relevant times, a physician-patient relationship exist.ed between Nacaira 

Abraham and   and defendants. 
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28. At all relevant times, defendants had actual or constructive knowledge of the 

medical care and treatment provi4ed ID Nacaira Abraham and  . 

29. All defendants herein an: vicariously liable ti> the plalntilfs for injllrics sustained 

as a result of che negligmce of peraom or entitles whose conduct was unde.r their control or right 

lo coirtrol. and which CODduct directly and proximately caused p!amtids' injuries. 

30. At all relevant times hereto, the individually named physici.mt and institutional 

health care provida dcicndants ware engaged in the pra<,tice of medicine, pursuing their 

respective speclahie:i and/or health care duties, and were obliged to 'DSC 1he professional skill, 

knowled11;e IIJld care which they possessed and to pursue thoir professions in accordance with 

reasonably safe and aoccpted standaids of medicine in general and in their specialties in 

particular, as well as institutional standards of medioal care. 

31. At all rcslsvant limes h=to, Nacaira Abraham wid   were 

under the medical care, trcalment and attendance of defendants directly or through their agents, 

servants, and/or employees 

32. At all ~lcvant times, plaintiffs relied on the knowledge, care, skill, 

treatment and advice of the dd'endants. 

33. The amount in controversy exceeds the pr~ailing local arbitration limits. 

34. Venue is properly laid in Philadelphia County as all of the medical care at issue 

WKSrenderedinPhiladelphia.County. ~Pa. R. Civ. P. 1006, 2179(a). 
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OPERATIVE FACTS 

35. On SeptcmbOII' 11, 2012atorabout 10:10 a.m., NacairaAbrahamprescmtcd to 

Thomas Jefferson University Hospital for evaluation of her pregnancy lit 40 weeks 3 days 

gestation. 

36. On September 11, 2012, at or after 10:10 a.m., plain1iffNlll:llim Abraham was 

admitted to Labor and Delivery for active labor llllder the care of attending obstetrician defendant 

Dr. Lti.Qkritz with a plan fur a vaginal birth. after cesarean r'VBAC"] delivery. 

37. On September 11, 2012, at or about 10:50 a.m., Dr. Laokdu consulted 

anesthesiology for administration of ao epidural injection. 

3 8. On Sept.ember 11, 201 Z, at or abQut l :00 p.m., anesthesiologist defendllllts, Drs. 

Caplan, Phmn, Beam and Witowski administered an epidural injection to Nacaira Abraham. 

39. On September 11, 2012, at or about 2:00 p.m., Nacaira Abraham was noted to be, 

"feeling ctx, epidural is in place and working." 

40. Oo September 11, 2012, at or about 2:45 p.m., Nacaira Abraham is noted to be, 

"feeling slightly !ll<>nl uncomfortable." 

41. On September 11, 2012, at or about 9:45 p.m •• defendant obstetrician Dr. Carlson 

noted, "pt uncomfortable." 

42. On  2012, at or about 12:05 a.m., Nacaim Abraham is noted to be, 

"uncomfortable w/oontraction feels epidural ~ng off." 

43. On  2012 at or about 1:00 a.m., defendant obstetrician Dr. Carlson 

noted, "pt w/ incrcBBed pain w/ ctx." 

44. On  2012, at or about 1:36 a.m., "!IIlesthesja aware that pt is still in 
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pain. Last dose did not lmlp, so anesl:besla would lilcc to replace cspidural, but pt does not ·want to 

have it replaced at thiJI time." 

45. On  atarabout2:19 a.m., NacalraAbtaham was "sitting up 

for aaother epidmal" performed by anesthesiologist defendimts, Drs. Caplan, Pham, Beam and 

W!towskl. 

46. On   2012, at or about 2:36 a.m., anesthesiologist defendants, Ors: 

Caplan, Pham, Bcmn and Witowski administered spinal narcotics to Nacaira Abraham. 

47. On  2012, at or about 2:47 a.m., Nacaira Abraham was noted to be, 

"unresponsive" while "unmontto:red" 

48. On Sciptii:nbcr 12, 2012 at or about 2:51 a.m., Nacaira Abraham required 

intubation performed by defendant Dr. Caplen 

49. On Scp=nber 12, 2012, at or about 2:54 a.m., a code was called for Nacaire. 

Abraham as a result of the defendants improper use, technique and placement of epidural 

injections and spinal anesthesia. 

50. On   2012, al or about 2:55 a.m., resuscitation efforts were initiated 

for Naoaira Abraham. 

51. Defendant Laclcritz was the "leader" of the code, assisted by Ors. Caplan, Pham, 

Beam, Witkowski, Carlsan and Fleisher. 

52. During the code dcfcndants carelessly, negligently end improperly conducted the 

code including-the administration of chest oompressions at 2:58 a.m., 2:59 a.m., 3 :00 a.m. and 

3:01 a.m. 
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53. In violation of1he standard of care, a perimortcm cesarean section delivery was 

llllt per.finmcd within five (S) millDU:s ofNac&lra Abmbam's cardlae arrest 

.54. On 2012, at or.about 5:30 a.m., Mate.ma! Petal Medicine physician 

Dr. Bamr noted, ''Given the timing In relation to tbe CSE placement pt moll likely sustained 

high spinal.'' 

SS. On Scp1ember 12, 2012 etor about 3:56 a.m., resusci1ati.on efforts concluded and 

Nacaira Abraham was traDsfem:d to "the Surgical Intensive Care Unit, still without delivery of 

. minor.plaintiff in violation of the 5landard of care. 

S6; As a direct resuh of the defendants improper use, technique and placement of 

epidural injection., and spinal anesthesiAI, as well as the improper code and delay in delivering 

minor-plain~ N acaira Abraham was cawed to suffi::r permanent and catastrophic injuries 

including bul not limited to, eooxic brain htjwy. 

57. Plaintiff, Nacaira Abraluun was transferred from Thomas Jefferson University 

Hospital to Magee Rehabilitation on Sc,ptember 19, 2012 and enrolled in the brain injury rehab 

program mi her hospital coUISe wu outlined as follows: 

At Magee lhe patient was - and evalnated and enmlled io bntin'injury 
rehab program, She wu asseMed on a daily basis by rehab physlcl110s, 
received 24 hour CIIN from rehab nursing and worked regularly with a 
phyaieal therapist, occupational 1herapist, spccdl language pathologist and 
psychologist where she D1ade excelieat galas. ProJD a neurologic standpoint 
she had marked flattened affen lit the time of 11clmlsslon .... Insight remained 
poor along wltb other cognitive deficits includbtg momory 1111d problem 
aolvlng sklll1. 

At the time of dlscha~ the patient was distant supervision with ADLi and 
1t1obility but required 24 hour aupervision due to m,.pafrmenu In lll$ight and 
problem· solving. 
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58. On St,pttmbcr 12, 2012 at or about 3 :03 a.m~ defendant obst:ellicien Dr. Laclaitz 

llltempted to utilize ultrasound to trace the fetal heart tones. . 

59. On Sq,tombcr 12, 2012, at or about 2:55 a.m. or th.el'eafter, the fetal heart rate of 

 y wu CllleSOtized as "Category III" demonslraling .. absent • undetectable 

variability" And "absent accelerations" 

60. On  2012, at orebout 2:55 a.m., or thereafter, DIS. Witkowski, 

Caplan, Pham, Bc,am, L!lCkri:tz Carlson md Fleisher JeViuwed the fetal heart tracings for  

 

61. · On Scptelllber 12, 2012, at or about 4:17 a.m., despite ominous fetal heart tracings 

indicative offetal distress, defendants D111. Laclcritz, Witkowlki, and Fleisher .. all discuss[ eel] the 

delivezy plan" but did not delivezy  in violation of the standard of care; 

62. On  ator about 4:55 a.m., overtw<, (2) hours after fetal heart 

tl'aclngs mandated deliVory of   defendants Drs. Lackritz, Carlso11 and 

Fleisher moved Nacaira Abraham to 1he operating room for delivery. 

63. Oo 2012, at or about 5:17 a.m., defendants Drs. Laclcritz, Fleisher, 

Carlson, Witkowski, C;,plau and Pham perfomied a repeat low transverse cesarean section via 

Pfannenstiel on Nacaua.Abraham a.s a result of"nomeassuring fetal heart tl'a.cings." 

64. On  or about 5:23 a.m,,   was boro 

via emei:getit cesarean section with Apgars of2 at I minute and S at 5 minutes. 
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6S. Minor-pWntiffwu admitted to Tho Children's Hospital of Philadelphia cin 

October 22, 2012 whflrc his hospital courae was outlined as fblloWB: 

HospitalConrs11 

1. lD: On admiulou a, OSO:, his labs ill the emergeney l'Q(Jm were 
cc,neernlng for 35.l>fl.4124<397, and hictic add 7.1, rqn:at S.1; IDs 
CSF was concerning for protllin 57, and zlueose 31, bat WBC and 
RlJC coun1s were not sent. He received I dose ofCeflrlnone prior t11 
t:nins:f'ei- to CHOP. Given his concemhig j:linical presentation, a 
repeat LP wu performed on aclmiuion to CHOP NICU. He Wllll 

surted 011 broad 11pectrum antibiotla (Vucomycin, Amplcillin, 
Gentamldn, Acyc:lovlr), which were appropriately w~ned · to IV 
Cefnolm after ur:tne and blood culture result& were found to be 
positive E.coli, and libly eonblminant coagul1110 negative Staph 
aureus. His CSF eal.tore., were negative. He completed 14 days or 
antibiotic therapy for urosepsi.s. 

2. CardioVllllcular: He recdved multiple NS boluaes witb concenu ror 
tacliyc:ardla and bypott.Drlon on a<hnisslon. 

3. GI/Conjngnted hyperbUlrnbinemia: On admission, he wu Jaundiced 
with scleral lcter111 on exam, with an elevated conjugatod bfllrubin. 
He was continued on bu home Ursodiol, but was discontiuaed with 
normalized blllrubln. 

4, Neuro: Concern for significant bypertonlcity on exam, which waa 
likely secondary to a hypoxic injury uioclated with Mom's cardiac 
arrest prior to his delivery, Neurology was consulted. WAa 
recommended to follow up with Jefferson Neurology and Speciai 
Babies as an ontpatJent. 

66. Defendants acknowledge that minor-plaintiff suffered substantial oxygen 

deprivation during labor and delivery as a. re!llllt of a "concerning IIIld abnoiinal" EEG and 

DeUrological examinatio.n. 
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67. Despite late efforts to minimize neurological damages occasioned by defendants 

careless and ncgligcmt conduct as stated herein, minor-plaintiff sufmred pmnanent, irreversible 

and catastrophic i:qjmy to his brain. 

68. As e. clim:t ri:sult of the defendants delay in delivering , be 

suffered from, end continues to suffer from permanent and catastrophic hypoxic-isob.emic brain 

injuzy, rcspiratol'y failure, respimto,:y distress, hypotension, sepsls, anemia, and seizure disorders. 

69.   rc:lllllincd e.t ThoD!lls Jefferson University Hos_pital until 

his discharge on October 17, 2012. 

70. Nncaira Abraham and her son   injuries and damages as 

set forth below were caused solely 1111d wholly by r=ason of the negligenoe and carclessnc:1s of the 

defendants, as set forth above and more fully below, and were not CIIUSed or contributed tbenrto 

by any negligence on the part offue plaintiffs. 

71. The injuries and damages sustained by plaintiffs are the direct and 

proximate result of the negligence of all defendants, theil' agents, servants, and employres. 

72. The defendants negligent and catelcss placement of epidural blocks and spinal 

epidural injections, negligently and carelessly performed code lllld delay In di::livay of minor­

plaintiff c8llscd injuries and damages to both mother-plaintiff and minor-plaintiff as set forth 

more fully below. 

17 

c.ase.ID: 121203441 



13. As a direc:t ~t of all defendants' rn:,gligelltly WJd carelessly performed 

rellQSCftatio,,Jcode and the negligem Bild cam1css delay in delmrlng minor-plaintiff after mtal 

heart tracings we.re nonreassuring and ominous, minor-plainilif was C8Illled to suffor anoxic bram 

accompanied by cawtropbic injuries requiring his extended admission to the hosJ)ital, followed 

by a Jifi::time of care. 

74. As a direct and proximate result of defendants' more particularly desoribed herein, 

 was exposed to an increased risk of hmm and did, in fact, suffer the 

following catastrophic injmies, some or all ofwhioh are pemlllllllllt in nature: 

a. fe1al distress; 
b . fetal bradycardia; . 
c, fetal heart rate decelerations; 
d. absent fetal heart rate accelerations; 
e. intubation; 
f. hypoxic-isohcmic encephalopathy; 
g. calef!ory m felal heart tracings; 
h. pulmonary bypemnsioD; 
i. respiratory ~ss; 
j. hypotensiOI1; 
k. sc~; 
I. anemie.; 
n. seizure· disorder; 
m. physical, cognitive and/or neurodevelopm¢!1tal deficits, disabilities end 

delays; · 
o. delayed growth and development; 
p. multiple interventions producing physical pain and discomfort; 
q. pllSl mid future physical :pain and suffering; 
r, past md future mental anguish:· 
s. past and future loss of life's pleasures; 
t. distiau=ent and disability; 
u. embarrassment Bild ht!miliation; 
v. future loss of earnings 1111d eamin~ capacity; and 
w. past 811d :fatW'e medical expenses; and other such other injuries 

documented in the medical n:cords aDcl evaluative reports of physicians 
and other health cme professionals trwing   from 
birth to present. 
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75. As a direct 1111d proxirnate result of defendants' more particularly d='bed herein, 

Nacura Abraham was exposed to an incrcasM risk of harm and did, In fiwt. suffer the following 

catastrophic injuries, some or all ofwhicb are perman~ in nature: 

a. llllOXfo brain hijmy; 
b. ~ass oJCIOltioal aotivity oode; 
c. requiremmt for hypothermia protocol fur brain protection; 
d. intuballo.n: 
c, phyllical, oognitiw and/or neurodevclopnental deficits, disabilities; 
f. multiple intarventions producing pb.ysical pain and discomfort; 
g. past and ~ physical pain and suffcrin&; 
h. past and future meutal mguish; 
i. . past and future loss of'life's pleum-cs; 
j. . clisfigurement and disability; 
le. embatrassment lll1d humiliation; 
!. future loss of earoinga and earnings cap11Uicy; and 
m. past and future medical cxpcrnics; and other such other in,juries 

doellDlente.d in the medical records and enluativc reports ofphysioians 
and other health care profe.seiollllls treating Nacaria Abraham from 
Scptc:inber 12, 2012 to p=t. 

76. As a direct and proximtrte rmult of defendants' more particularly described herein, 

Tyree Murphy and NaCIUill Abraham did, in fact, suffer the following damages: 

a. past and future medical expenses for treatment of'I)rler Abraham-Mlllpby 
from birth to present. 

77, Defendant& undertook and/or assumed a duty to plaintiffs to provide timely and 

appropriate medical oare and to take appropriate measures to ensure the safety and pb.y&ic&l well­

being of motru:r-plaiotiff and mother-plaintiff's then-unborn son,  , and to 

avoid the risk afhann and iqjury to tbmn. 

78. Pl!Jintiffs relied on the medical knowledge, training. skill, advice and treatment of 

dmmclants. 
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79. Dcfcndams treated NacairaAbrabam and  without the 

appropriate knowledge, tralnlng, slcill Ol' advice. 

80. The ~lessncss aad uegligeuco of defendants and each ofthcnl, jointly and 

scvcrally, as described" herein, increased the risk of hmm to Nacaira Abraham and 

 and did, in fact, cause them both catastrophic and parmanent hmm. 

81. As a direct result of the negligence of dc&.ndants all(! each ofthcm,jointly and 

severally, as d~cribed h«cin, Nacaira Abl:aham failed to receive prop~ epidural blocks and 

spinal q:iiduml injecti.om which negligence exposed her and her ih$1Hlllbom baby to an 

increased risk of harm. 

82. As a direct result oftbenegligence of defundants and ca.uh ofthcm,jointly and 

sevemlly, as described herein,   tililed to receive proper medical Clll'C 8lld 

was delayed delivery in the fact of ominous fetal heart tracings which negligeru:c exposed her 

minor-plaintiff to an increased risk of bann. 

83. As a direct result of the negligence of defendants and eaoh of 0mm, jointly and 

scvw-ally, as del!cn'bed h~. Nacaira Abraham and   both necdlel!Sly 

suffered catastrophic and pennancnt injuries to the nerves, vessels, tissues, muscles and vital 

orgl!Dll of their body, including the brain. 

84. Had defendants acted iD accordance with accepted slmldards of care and 

appropriately administered epidural blocks aad spinal epidural injcotions, appropriate conducted 

resuscila1ion effons, and appropriately and timely dellverM minor-plaintiff, Nacaira Abraham 

1111d minor plaintiff would not have sufwed the catastrophic physical injuries, neurologic 

devastation, aild other iajurica and !ones described herein. 
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85. Had defc.ndalil:a acted in accordance with accepted standards of care and 

appropriately and ti,mely deliv~ mlnat-  y would not have 

suffered the oamstrophfo physical iajurles, ncurologic devastation. and other injuries and losses 

described herein. 

86. The catastrophic and permanent injmies and losses of plain1iffs were caw:ad 

solely and c:Kelusively by the negligent acts and omissions of defendants, their agents, servants 

and employees, as described more specifically herein, jointly and seyerally, and were not caused 

by any act or failure to act on the part of pleinti.ffs. 

WHEREFORE, plaintiffs demand of defendants, jointly and severally, damages In an 

ll!Ilount in excess of Fifty Thousand Dolws ($50,000.00), and in excess of the prevailing 

arbitration limits, exclusive of pre-judgment interest, and post-judgment iJlterest and costs. 

COUNT I-NEGLIGENCE 
Plaintiffs v. Ashley Caplan, D.O. 

and, derivatively and vtearlously es to this defendant, against 
· Thomas Jefferson University Hospital, 

Jefferson Ahesthesis Gronp 
Jefferson Univendty Physicl11ns, and 

Thomas Jefferson University 

87. The previo115 paragraphs arc iJlcorporated herein by reference and made a pan 

hereof as if set forth in full. 

88. Defendant Dr. Caplan, aod derivatively and vicariously for his/her conduct, the 

entities set forth above, was careless and negligent in their care ofNecaira Abrahamii and  

as follows: 

a. failing to properly position and iDsert the needle when performing a epidural 
block; 
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b. failing to properly position Bild insert the needle when performing a epidural 
spinal injection; · 

c. Failure to appROiated that epidural bloclc(s) werenotproperlypoaitioncd and 
iosci:ted prior to administering additional epidural injections; 

d Failim:: toapprccinted1hat epidural block(s) were not properly positioned lllld 
iQscated prior to-adr:nJnlstering additionlil epidural spinal iajcctions; 

e. Failing !O use Jl?Q~ tBClmique in administratio11 ·of epidnral blocks and 
spinal hvections: 

f. Impxopcr intrathecBl !Juoi:tio.n of loc:al anaesthetic dose intended for the 
epidural space; 

g. Failure to properly position otother-plaimlif prior to administration of 
eplilural/spinal injections; 

h. Jiucction · of hY]letbaric solution and placing the parturient in steep 
Trenele:nburg position; 

i. Jiucction ofa hypobaric solution and positioning the perturient in a seated 
position; 

j. improper do.sage and administration of anesthetics delivered via 
epidural/spinal injections; 

k. Negligently and earelessly admini!terlng epidural injections and a "high 
spinal" injection; 

l. Negligmtly and-carc.lcssly conducting resuscitation eff01ts and code; 
m. fniUng to appropriately and timely delivery minor-plaintiff after mother­

plaintiff was unresponsive and code initiated; 
n. neglige:ntly and carelessly administering chest compressions on mother­

plaintiff 
o. Failing to appreciate the significance of abnormal 11nd ominous fetal heart 

tracings; 
p. failing to appropriately and timely deliver minor-plaintiff via ei;nergent 

cesarean section in the face of Category m, non-reassuring fetal heart 
tracings; 

g. negligently and care.lessly ~elaying the delivery of minor-plaintiff; 
r. Failing to obtain adequate, continuous external monitoring through the time 

of delivery; 
s. ~gligent mismanagement of mother-plidntiff and her viable pregnancy; 
t. failure to provide adequate supervisory oversight in order to insure that 

proper care VIII$ rendexed; 
u. t'ailurc to identify and treat a high spinal; 
v. :failure to properly monitor mo1ner plaintiff; 
w. :failure to properly llnd adequatoly supervise agents, servants -and/or 

omployees who examined and treated mother-plaintiff; 
x failing to get timely and approprialc: speoii,llist consultations 
y. ncgligcntmismanagtiment ofmothcr-p.laintiffs RSIISCitationlcode; and 
z. negligent mismanagement of the timing of delivery of minor-plai:ntlif 
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89. Defendants, TJUH. ruP, JAG IUld TJU are derlvatlvely 8l)(l vicariously liable for1he 

negligent conduct of tbeir agent, S!%VIIlt, Bild/or employee, di,fendw Dr. Caplan, as stated above, 

pursuant to the principles of agengy, vicarious l~ility, and/or rcspondcat §!!J2mQr. 

90. As a direct &Dd proidmate result of the negtigmce of def~ Dr. Caplan, 

plaintiffs Sl,lffcml s= injurios and damages es set forth above. 

WHEREFORE, pl.ai:ntiffs demand dama~ agaln,t dcfr:ndaots in an amount in cxpess of 

FiftyThousllDd (SS0,000.00) Pollan, and in excess oflhe prevailiogarbitration limits, exclusive of 

prejudgment interest, post-judgment interest and costs. 

COUNT 11-NEGJJGENCE 

PJaintltrs v. 'l'hao Pham, M.D. 
and, derJvativcly and Ticariomly as to ttds dd'endant, against 

Thomas Jefferson Uulversity Hospital, 
Jefferson Anesthesia Group 

Jefferson University Physlclms, 11nd 
Thomas Jefferson Unfversity 

91. The previous paragraphs are incorporated herein by reference and made a pait 

hereof as if set forth in full. 

92. Defaod1111t Dr. Pham, and derivatively and vicariously for his/her conduot, the 

entities sel forth above, was camless and negligent in their care ofNacairu Abrahams and r 

as follows: 

11. failing to propc:rly position IIIJd insert the needle whan performing a epidural 
block; 

b, failing to properly posltion IIIJd insert the noodle when performing a epidural 
spinal iajection; 

c. Failure to appreciated tbllt epidural bloclc(s) were not properly positiocecl 1111d 
iilsertod prim to administering additional epidural injections; 
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d. Failure to appreciated that epidural blook(s) wm,not properly positioned end 
inserted prior to administering additional epidural spinal injections; 

c. Failing to ~ propm technique in administration of epidmal blocks and 
spinal i!liections; 

f: Impn,pcr intrathccal 1qjection of local· anaesthetic do8e intended for the 
epidural space; 

g. Failure to properly position mother-plaintiff prior to adminlstration of 
epidural/spinal injections; 

h. Iajeonon of hyperbaric solution end placing the parturient in steep 
Trwielenburg positi11n: 

I. Injection of a hypobaric solution and positioning the parttnient in a seated 
positiOJJ; 

j. improper dosage and administration of anesthetics delivered via 
epidural/spinal lqjections; 

k. Negligectly and carelessly administering epidural injcctio!lll and a "high 
spinal" iajectiou; · 

I. Negligently and Olllele!lll!y conducting ~tation efforts and code; 
m. failing to appropriately and timely delivery minor-plaintiff after mo1her-

plaintiff was unresponsive and code inltia~; · 
n. negligently and carelessly administering chest compressions on mother­

plaintiff 
o. Failing to appreciate 1he significance of abnormal end ominous fetal heart 

tracings; 
p. failing to appropriately and timely deliver minor-plaintiff via emergent 

eeiiamm section in the tilcc of Category III, non-reassuring fetal heart 
micings; 

q. negligently and carelessly delaying the delivery of minor-plaintiff; 
r. Failing to obtain adequate, continuous cxtcmal monito1ing through the time 

of delivery; · 
s. negligent mismanagement of mother-plaintiff end her viable pregnancy; 
t failure to provide adcqnate supervisory oversight in order to insure t)lat 

proper care was rendered; 
11. fai!U1'e to identify and treat a bigb spinal; 
v. failure to properly monitor 1110ther pleintiff; 
w. failure to properly IWd adequately supervise agents, servants and/or 

employees who examincdand treated mother-plaintiff; 
x failing to get timely and appropriate specialist consultations 
y. negligent mismanagement of moth!ll'-plaintiff' s resusciratioIJlcode; and 
:z.. negligent mismanagement of the timing of delivery of minor-plaintiff 
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93. Defendmrts, TJlJH, JUP, JAO and TJU arederlV!llivcly and vic.ariously liable for the 

negligent eonducn of their agent, servant, and/or employee, defendant Dr. I'ham, as stated above. 

pursuant to the principles of agmioy, vicarlous liability, and/01' Ml!JlQDd"",t ~-

94. As a direct and proximate result of the negligence of defendant Dr. Pham, 

plaintiffs suffered severe µtjuries llDd damages as set forth above. 

WHE:REFORE, plaintiffs d.,mand damages against defendants in an amount in ..xcess of 

Fifty Thousand ($50,000.00) Dollars, and ln excess of the prevailing arbitxation limits, exclusive of 

prejudgment int..rcst, post-judgment interest and eosts. 

rmrl\IT m -NEGLIGENCE 

Plaintiffs v. Michelle R. Beam, D.O. 
and, derivatively and vicariously as to this dd"endRnt, against 

Thomu Jefferson University Hospital, 
Jefferson Ancsthe&ia Group 

Jefferson University Physidanil, and 
Thomas Jefferson UniveDity 

95. The previous paragraphs are inoorporated herein by reference and made a part 

hereof as if set forth in full. 

96. Defendant Dr. Beam, and derivatively and vicariously for his/her conduct, the 

entities set forth above, was careless and negligent in their care of Naceira Abrahams and  

 es follows: 

a. failing to properly position and insert 1be needle when perfomring a epidural 
block; 

b. failing to properly position and insert the needle when performing a epidwal 
spinal injection; 

c. Failw-eto eppreciared that epidural block(s) werenotpropcrlypositioned and 
inserted prior to administering additional epidural injeclious; 

d. Faihll'Cto appreciared thetepiduml block(s) were ootproperlypositioned and 
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inserted prior tn adrniufsteri)'lg additional epidural spinal injections; 
e. Failing ID use proper technique in admini.stration of epidural blookB and 

spinal iDjeotions; . 
f. I.mproper intratheca1 iajection of local anaesthetic dose intended for the 

c;piduralspace;. 
g. Faihlre to properly posi1ion mother11lain1iff prior to administration of 

epidural/spinal iajections: 
h. h\J~tfon of ~arlc solution and placing the parturlent In steep 

Tnmelmiburg position; 
i. InjoetiOI) of a hypobadc solution and positioning the parturient in a seated 

position; 
j. improper dosage and administration of anmbetics delivered via 

epidural/spiDal inj i:ctions; 
k. Negligeotly and carelessl:y administering epldllilll iajections and a "high 

spiDal" injection; 
I. Negligeutly and carelessly conducting resuscitation efforts and code; 
m. failing to appropriately and timely dcliveiy minor-plaintiff aflet mother­

plaintiff W11& unresponsive and code Initiated; 
n. negligently and carel-iy administering chest compressions on moth~-

plaintiff . 
o. Failing to appreciate the slgni:ficence of abnormal and ominous fetal heart 

tracings; . 

p. miliug to appropriat~y and timoly doli~r minor-plaintiff via emergent 
cesarean section In the 1ace of Category III, non-reassw:iDg ~ hem 
tracings; 

q. negligently and carelessly delaying the delivery of minor-plaintiff; 
r. Failing to obtain adequate, continuous extcmal monitoring through the time 

of dolivery; 
s. negUgent mismanagement of mother-plaintiff and her viable pregn8Dcy; 
t. failure to provide adequate supervisory oversight in order to insure that 

proper care was rendered; 
u. failure to identify and treat a high spinal; 
v. failure to properly monltor mothu plaintiff; 
w. failure to properly and adequately suparvise agmits, servants ond/or 

employccs·who ~ and trealed mother-plaintiff; 
x failliig to get timely and appropriate specialist consultations 
y. negligent mismanagement of motber-plainti:ff's resuscitation/code; and 
z. negligent misaumagemmit of ti,., timing of delivery of mlnor-ple.lntlff 
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97. Deflllldants, TJUH, JUP, JAOIIJld TJU are derivatively and vicariously liable for the 

negligent condnet of their agent, se.mint, and/or employee, defeodant Dr. Beam, as stated above, 

pursuant to the principles af agency, vicarious liability, aud/orrcspondeat ~-

98. As a direct and proximate result of the negligence of defendant Dr. Beam, 

plaintiffs suffered severe injllries and d11D124es as set forth above. 

WHEREFORE, plaiotiffil demand damages agairuit dcfe:ndants in an amount in excess of 

Fifty Thousand ($50,000.00) Do!latS, and in excess of the prevailing arbitration limits, exclusive of 

prejudgment interest, post-judgment Interest md costs. 

COUNT IV -NEGLIGENCE 

Plaiati:tfs v. Tho1JU1s A. Witkowski, M.D. 
and, derivatively and vicariously u to this dtfendant, against 

Thomas Jefferson University Hospital, 
Jefferson Anesthesia Gro11p 

Jefferson UnlvenityPbysicbms, and 
nomas Jefferson University 

99. The previous pm-agraphs are incorporated herein by reference and mode a part 

hereof as if set forth in full. 

I 00. Defendant Dr, Witkowski, and dccivatively and vicariously for his/her conduct, the 

entities set fonh above, was careless and ocgligent in their care of Nacaira Abrah11D1s and  

y~ follows: 

a. failing to properly position and inBcrt the needle when performing a epidural 
block; 

b. falling to properly posttion and insert the needle when perfo:rming a epidural 
spinal injection; 

c. Failure to appreciated that epidural block(s) werenotpro!X'fly positioned and 
inserted prior to adminmering additio.Dtll epidural injections; 

d. Failure to appreciated that epidural block(s) were not properly positioned and 
inserted prior to lldministering additional cpiduad spinal injections; ' 

27 

Case ID: 121203441 



e; Failing to use proper technique in administration of epidural blocks and 
sphml injections; . 

£ Improper lntretbecal injection of local anaesthetic dose intended for tho 
epidur:alsp®e; 

g. Failute to properly posilion mother-plaintiff prior to administn!tian of 
epidural/spinal iajeotlons; 

h. Injection of hypcrbarlc solution and plllCing the parturient in steep 
Trenelenburg poeiuon; 

i. InJection of a hypobaric solution and positioning the parturient in a seated 
position; . 

j. Improper dosage and administration of anesthetics. ~ivered via 
epidural/spinal iajcctions; 

k, Negligently and carelessly administering epidlu:al iI\lections and ii "high 
spinal" injoction; 

I. Negligently and carelessly conducting resuscitation efforts 1111d code; 
m. failing to appropriately and timely delivery minor-plaintiff after mother­

plaintiff was unresponsive and code initiated; 
n. negligently and carelessly administering ch~ compressions on mother­

plaintiff 
o. Failing to appreciate the significance of abnonnal and ominous fetal heart 

tracings; 
p. failing· to appropriately and timely deliver minor-plaintiff via emergent 

cesarean section in the face of Category Ill, non-reassuring fetal heart 
traoillgs; 

q. negligently and carelesslydelaying the dellvczy of minor-plaintiff; 
r. Failing oo obtain adequate, continuous external monitoring through the; time 

of delivery; 
s. negligent mimnanagmient of mother-plaintiff and her viable pregnom)y; 
L failure to provide adequate supervisory oversight in order to insure thal 

proper C81'C was rendered; 
u. failure to identify and treat a high spinal; 
v. fuilure to properly monitor mother plaintiff; 
w. failure to propBrly Bild adequately supervise agents, servants and/or 

employees who examined and treated mother-plaintiff; 
x failing to get timely and appropriate specialist consultations 
y. negligent mismanagement of mother-pl.wntifi's :resusciiation/code; and 
z. negligent mismaruigement of the timing of delivery of minor-plaintiff 
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