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Appellant Case No. 2018-001842 September 13, 2019
TO: THE HONORABLE JUDGES OF THE SOUTH CAROLINA COURT OF
APPEALS

RE:  Supplement to the Record on Appeal

Enclosed you will find information that needs to be added to the Rec;ord on
Appeal. This information/evidence is nothing new or added but Appellant realizes that it
is a very important part of the case and should be added at this time (see Designation of
| Matter, in the Table of Contents). Appellant apologizes for the inconvenience to the:

Court.

Respectfully,

Thelma R. Garrick

195 Crescent Oaks Court
Orangeburg, South Carolina 29115
Attorney Pro Se

(803) 534-9912

Itg
Enclosures

Copies have been forwarded this 13™ day
of September, 2019 separately to the Attorneys
of the Respondents:

Mr. Joseph John Tierney, Jr., Esquire, '
Mr. Stephen Lynwood Brown, Esquire and
Mr. Russell Grainger Hines, Esquire by U.S. mail
to: P. O.Box 993

Charleston, South Carolina 29402-0993
(843-577-4000

Page 1 of 1



THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE COURT OF APPEALS
(In the Supreme Court

Appellant Case No. 2018-001842

Appeal From Charleston County
Court of Common Pleas
Diane Schafer Goodstein, Circuit Court Judge

Circuit Court Case No. 2018-CP-10-01163

Thelma R. Garrick - Appellant

" Dr. 'George H. Khoury and Bon
Secours St. Francis West Ashley

SUPPLEMENT TO THE RECORD ON APPEAL

. Thelma R. Garrick
195 Crescent Oaks Court
Orangeburg, S. C. 291151
(803-534-9912
Attorney Pro Se

Dated: September 13, 2019



SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON APPEAL
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L Introduction and Opening Statement. 1-27
IL Civil Action Summons and Complaint filed March 5, 2018. 28-34
I Respondents Motion to Dismiss March 20, 2018. ' 35-45
IV.  Notice of Motion Scheduling June 13, 2019. o 46 - 47
V. Continuance Request SCCA233 June 30, 2018. 48 - 50
VI.  Mediation : : 51-60
| VII.  Transcript of Court Hearing of July 12, 2018, and Order _ 61-65 .

for Dismissal. |
VII. Dismissal of Case dated July 25, 2018 and signed by 66 - 69

Judge Diane S. Goodstein, Circuit Court Judge of

Charleston County, Charleston, South Carolina.
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Appellant certifies that the Records on Appeal herein contains all material
proposed to be included by any of the parties and only material pertaining to those
matters discussed.

August26,2019%%g Lo 72 Ao ppnellant

Thelma R. Garrick, Pro Se
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- Appellant Case No. 2018-001842 : September 13, 2019

TO: THE HONORABLE JUDGES OF THE SOUTH CAROLINA COURT OF
' APPEALS

RE:  Supplement to the Record on Appeal

The Appellant would like for the additional evidence/information be added as a
Supplement to the Record on Appeal. All information is found on the Designation of

Matter in the Initial Brief and the Record on Appeal. Thank you.

ADDITION TO RECORD ON APPEAL -

Page # Pages
(Designation of Matter from Initial Brief - item #2, page 2 of 3)
Record on Appeal, Civil Action Summons and Complaint, Item II 28-34
Proof of Experimental Surgery:
a.) Signed Release (under sedation) 34(la)lof 1
b.) Operative Reports 1 and 2 : 34(lby1of 5
c.) Information on Distribution Pain Port 34(lc)1of 3
d.) Information on Medtronic Infuse Bone graft device 34(1d) 1 of 17
e.) Infuse bone graft lawsuit results ) 34(le)1of 4
f) Payments, royalties paid by Medtronic 34(1H)1of 9
g) Photos depicting nature of surgery and bone mines 34(1g) 1 of 14
- covering spine (The abnormal bone growth is further
proved by wrist photos and an abnormal hand at present.
(covered by Item 15, Designation of Matter with Initial
Brief) '
Mediation — Item VI, pages 51-60 of Record on Appeal, paragraph 1,
Page 58-60
a.)  Medicare documentation proving implants were not 60 (a) 1of 1+

mentioned in billing to them

Page 1 of 2



Appellant Case No. 2018-00001842

Transcript and Court Order VIII:
(Proof of follow up on the Order to Dismiss)
Pages 66: :
a.) Letter to Judge Goodstein 66(a) 10of 3
' b.)  Letter from Judge Goodstein 66(b) 1 of 1
c.) Letter to Ms. Armstrong, Clerk of Court 66(c) lof 1
Expert Witness, Record on Appeal, Item IX, page 70-83 83(a) lof

Appellant is waiting for appointment for an Independent Medical
examination but as time is short she is asking the Court’s indulgence
to delay this information at this time. (Appellant will bring this record
and the Tape Recorder with Dr. Khoury’s message to the Court. She
has found that the White Coat Brotherhood is a very tight knit group.)

Respectfully yours,

el T Bprpichk
Thelma R Garrick
195 Crescent Oaks Court

Orangeburg, South Carolina 29115
(803) 534-9912

Attorney Pro Se

Copies of these records have been forwarded this day to
Attorneys for the Respondents, separately by U.S,
Postal service this day to:

Mr. Joseph J. Tierney, Jr., Esquire

Mr. Russell Grainger Hines, Esquire

Mr. Stephen Lynwood Brown, Esquire

P. O. Box 993 ,

Charleston, South Carolina 29402-0993

(843) 577-4000.

Itg

Enclosures:  Final Brief and Supplement to the Record on Appeal
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_Anesthesia lNCLUDING Blood and Blood Products

o ; %ﬁa.%“.c"‘r‘:?wmﬂ oz |
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Informed Consent for Operation/Procedure! - IMWMH%MHMIMHMWHMM

15232-00065 Q8/20/15

‘1. 1give my permission to Dr. (include any assistants) W\O\L% =

to perform the following procedure(s) ‘&A MY ﬂa(lz QW L { 2 l Q\_f%a I! é =€ (Qq D lcd & BP
Qv uon P, N
on ihealrma 60.((' Ci D\< ' (patient's name)
2. | understand that during the procedure(s) new findings or condmons may appear and raquire o
an additional procedure(s) for proper care.
3. My doctor.has discussed with me the items listed below:
(a) the nature of my condition,; .
(b) the nature and purpose of the procedure(s) that | am now authonzmg,
(c) the possible complications and side effecls that may result, problems which may be experienced during
recuperation, and the likelihood of success;
(d) the benefits to be réasonably expected from the procedure(s)
(e) the likely result of no treatment; and . : :
(f) the available alternatives, including the risks and benefits. r‘ 2 .
(g) My physician has also explained that, in addition to the specific risks invalved in the procedure(s), there are other
" possible risks that accompany any surgical and diagnostic procedure. | acknowledge that neither my physician |
/\_ nor anyons else involved in my care has made any guarantees or assurances to me as to the result of the _
“  procedure(s) that | am now authorizing. ] [

1

{for physician use lo add any specific risks he/she deems necassary)
(h) lknow that other clinical staff may help my doctor during the procedure(s) and have been told of any surgical
v assistanis that will assist my doctor.
~ 4. ~tunderstand that the procedure(s) may require that | undergo some form of anesthesia, which may have its own nsks
My doctor or a representative from the department of anesthesiology, has informed me of the course of anesthesia :
that is recommended (if any) along with its possible risks and-alternatives. J
5. Any tissue or specimens laken from my body as a result of the procedure(s) may be examined and disposed of, :
- retained, preserved, or used for medical, scientific, or teaching purposes by the hospital. .
6. | understand that my procedure(s) may be photographed or videotaped and that observers ‘may be present in the
room for the purpose of advancing medical care and education. i
7. lunderstand that, during or after the procedura(s) my doctor may feel it necessary to give me a transfusion of blood dr
- blood products. My doctor has discussed with me the alternatives to, and possible risks of transfusion.
8. | understand what my doctor has explained to me and have had all my questlons fully answered. :
9. Additional comments: . L

 Having talked with my doctor and having the opportunity to read this form, my slgnature below aclmawledges my consent to
the performance of the moedure(s) described above.

Slgnature of Patient or Legal Representative_ < - l? W Date ¥~20-1y~ Timej@‘o.f' [
If Legal Represeptstivel Relationsh to Patient
Witness i/ ( YT (\,@Wm@_}ﬂ\
) - N S— 4 P
Verbai or Telephone Cansent . . . ’ §
" Name of Legal Representative Relationship to Patient _Date Time
'Wltness ‘ : Witness

1. | have explained the risk, benefits, potential complications, and alternatives of the treatment to ﬂ% patient and have:
answered all questions to the patient’s satisfaction, and hefshe has grantad consent to proceed.*

S A WIS

Physnc:an or Authorized P. Signature Date

e

N~ PRINTED BY: barness DATE - 12/28/2016

Rev 11/08; 1/09; 210, 814
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ﬁ;ybecause of pain and disability.

Patient DOB: 01/12/1937 No implonTs LisTed

Blanks due to inaudible dictation.

PREOPERATIVE DIAGNOSIS: Lumbar stenosis with lumbar instability, L1-2, L2-3.
POSTOPERATIVE DIAGNOSIS: Lumbar stenosis with lumbar instability, L1-2, L2-3.

NAME OF PROCEDURE: L1-2, L2-3 laminectomy, and then a lateral fusion from L1 to
L3, and then segmental fixation from L1 to L3 with pedicle fixation, use of the
operating microscope, lateral C-arm fluoro, morselized bone graft for the
lateral fusion from L1 to L3 with BMP.

SURGEON: George Khoury, MD.

ASSISTANT: Summer Landers, PA-C. Summer Landers assisted in all phases of the
case, including the 2-level laminectomy, the 2-level lateral fusion, morselized
bone graft and BMP, the use of the operating microscope, the segmental fixation
with the use of stereotactic navigation and O-arm operating microscope.

ESTIMATED BLOOD LOSS: 500 mL.
OPERATIVE SPECIMEN: None.

INDICATIONS FOR PROCEDURE: A 78-year—old female with symptoms compatible with
back and leg pain, with worsening neurological symptoms and reduced level
of activity, and problems with activities of daily living over the last number
of months. The patient has had in the last 6 months a number of epidural
steroid injections and physical therapy, botR at home and at the therapy place,
‘5"ﬁﬁmBEr*Uf—tﬁjééfi6ﬁ§_aﬁffﬁa—zﬁzg_5;§¥od"bf time, and none of those have
afforded her any relief, and she has gradually been curtailing her activities
medicines has not helped at all. Her
X—rays had shown progression of lumbar -stenosis from T12 to L2, and it is felt

the patient would benefit from a decompression and fusion to help her with her
ain, her level of disability, and increase her daily activities. Risks,

\ benefits, compllcatlons and alternatives were outlined. The risks of "énérab

-anesthesia, bleeding, infection, risk of nerve root injury, spinal cord njury, .
paralysis, 1oss of bowe . 1_function were explained. The
possibility of reoperation, 1ntrasp1nal or intraabdominal hemorrhagqge,. lumbar
instability, recurrent disk rupture was noted. Long-term complications, qﬁgz:Q’%
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Patient DOB: 01/12/1937 . i

1

including chronic pain and disability,s inability to return to recreational, job,
personal, seXual activities were noted. All of these risks were outlined. The

patient understood and was agreeable. 7‘—7,,_124_,/~ 4 g o .ﬁm .{

FINDINGS AT SURGERY: The patient had stenosis and instability both at L1, L2-3
level. A good decompression and fusion was done.
Sevel. it ST 0 ) wdan Doy IR I rol A
DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIVE PROCEDURE: After informed consent was obtained, the aﬂ%ﬁ
patient was brought to the operating room and undeiwent general anesthesia. TKe.
patient underwent somatosensory evoked potentials, EMGs at all times during thepﬁ‘
case, and no abnormalities were seen. The patient was rolled in the prone 'ﬁ
position on chest rolls, with all pressure points padded. The lower back was e
routinely prepped and draped in a sterile fashion. The patient was given - b
preoperative antibiotics. b .

A _ o
We marked out the incision using x-ray as a quide, infiltrating the area with 18 -
lidocaine with epinephrine. Using a 10-blade scalpel, we incised the skin and
subcutaneous tissue, coagulating with Bovie, and this got us down to the - '
lumbosacral fascia. We divided the muscles Subperiosteally to expose the spine
from L1 to L3. X-ray confirmed the proper levels. '

We proceeded to do a laminectomy at L1l to L3 with the use of the Leksell
rongeur, Kerrison punch and a high-speed air drill, decompressing the canal from
L1 to L3, the stenosis due to thickened ligaments and overhanging facets. In
the process. of the decompression, due to scar tissue, a small hole was made in
the dura. This was sutured primarily, and a watertight suture was made, and
then this was covered later with - Once the decompression was finished, we
went far lateral to expose the lateral facet and the transverse process area,
decorticating these areas for the lateral fusion. We laid morselized bone graft
along with BMP bilaterally for the lateral fusion. An alligator clamp was then
placed on the T12 spinous process. A preimplantation O-arm spin was used.

Using this information, we put in 5.5 x 50 and 55 mm pedicle screws at L1 and
L2. We used the domino connector, and connected it to the previous fusion rods
from L3 to L5. Everything was tightened down securely, and final X—-rays were
satisfactory. Hemostasis was achieved. The wound was closed in layers with 0
Vicryl in an interrupted fashion and staples. A sterile dressing was applied.

The patient was flipped back in the supine position, extubated and awakened from
anesthesia, and taken to the recovery room in stable condition-?;#ggﬁah‘

-

o e - | D) B o
Ser s T ——
' Lo %WM&*& Mo oo,
WN WL Roab s dee 8 neconds rcacied (Fuish Aco a;g
Mm&\%ww %’Lo— LTR Lovtn—ap
St b fogu 2 of ST

' .PRINTFD BY: gillpa DATE " 12/92R/2n1¢



-

&9&1 §§-&9f§ St. Francis mutaﬂ - GARRICK, THELMA R

| Aperative Report 1523200065
08/20/2015 George H Khoury MD
' . Page 3
Patient DOB: 01/12/1937

George H Khoury, MD
TR: 1n DD: 08/20/2015 11:50 TD: 08/20/2015 13:44 Job#: 445690
DOC#: 554216

Authenticated by GEORGE H KHOURY MD On 08/21/2015 04:32:04 PM
——

54b [ &uyb/

— PRINTED BY: gillpa DATE 12/28/2016



ey

: :Q.nec,‘.»;nteﬁt: Generated By franwe ;'\. ;/M /@w,&) Px g 2

5

GARRICK, THELMA

Bon Secours St. Francis Hospital
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e . © MR# 2 : 37
ﬂ‘_f‘l!_‘s.fory_and Physical gif;ugl%‘l?}ﬁgw Egs 01112137 1646892
. 08/20/2015 P:t;;n::fouav-mo,ggonce H ' George H Khoury MD..

gL . SR

Patient Date of Birth: 01/12/1937 , 'A " 15232.00065 08/20/15 '
}\/g Tmo) T ; - M ;
. mpleaTs | s7ad ARy, M
o/

REASON FOR ADMISSION: She is admitted for lumbar stenosis and instability 2

HISTORY OF PRESENT ILLNESS: A 78—yéar—old female who has had previous lumbar

admitted for two-level laminectomy and fusion with pedicle fixation. (] fu//

surgery and has had a fusion L3-4, 4-5 with pedicle fixation bilaterally. The ﬂ)’v}/
patient has had long-term conservative treatment for continued pain. A number g L e et
q'f/ep_ig'il steroid injections this year since January and pain medication, e

- although sometimes she takes a muscie relaxer. She has ha ble-with-some %/;,,/ :
activities of daily living w she stands too | ts of hed 7" '
lying down ¥or t, she has some pain. She has been reduced to sometimes using a A

walker and a cane to get around. Review of her MRI showed junctional stenosis uf""l
at the 1-2, 2-3 level next to the fusion at 3, 4 and 5. She is admitted now for
two-level decompression and fusion with pedicle fixation. : ' M‘W

& . . /ng '
h ,Kﬁwﬂﬂwe patient has been on medications including_Trava’t_an;' Advil, lisinopril, ,
‘/f}u " P aspirin Lisinopril, Lopressor, isosorbide dinitrate, Lasix, @ M
h W Gabapentin and Flexeril) She had history of hypertension, osteoporosis, reflux, pl
P _

M/“' 3 9yitral valve prolapse.” She has had left shoulder surgery, right shouider
ZSJ“"@,} surgery, two-level fusion, two-level ACDF, operation on her thumb, breast tumors
N ﬁ’f'femoved, breast reduction, gallbladder disease, right hand tendon repair, renal

o,

5’70 J,,V‘" artery stents and cataract surgery. &% s e, deo o Lal
N Mﬁ;ﬁw ety
,F;jf ¢ SOCIAL HISTORY: She does not smoke or drink. :

ALLERGIES: ADHESIVE BANDAGES, SULFA, DEMEROL, TYLENOL, VALIUM, STATINS, . ‘,i;‘/

NEURONTIN, METFORMIN, INVOKANA. < Texisd s M"’“"’:Z‘:'” o) WW o)/;, ? _
PHYSICAL EXAMINATION: She is alert and oriented in no acute distresd “cranial A~ Pﬂ'&’ 1 o
nerves are intact. Pupils equal, round, reactive to light and accommodation. W:r k"\ ot k s o
Fundi are negative. TMs are normal. Chest is clear. Heart: Normal S1, S2, “M/W %}Z /
without gallops or murmur, Abdomen is benign. The patient has well-healed neck 7' UJ’U)’/ Ty et
and low back incisions. She has marked decreased range of motion in her back. % 1
She walks with a shuffling gait and sometimes uses a cane and walker with the & P
gait and there is no focal neurological findings. , ;/ 4{) /;j;; A B
ASSESSMENT: The patient with lJumbar stenosis.moderate intractable pain, ﬁlg’) ,(; e s 3;’
activities of daily living have been shown to be decreasing and treatment ﬁj«“’/y/ 2 yg""?/(v
including recent epidural steroid injections and medications and physical M ),

| -- e

e 7

therapy have not worked. The patient is admitted for two-level laminectomy and L
fusion. Hopefully we can connect that with the previous hardware and not have

~?

3 4 ‘(é J g aﬂa l/ ’Z Al
Patient: GARRICK, THELMA R  MRN: 001646892 Page 2
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History.and Physical ; ’é‘iﬁn‘f'ék‘f’ri“e’fm,{’ge:la'{/?'z}:;; ) 11646892
08/20/2015 VS RHOURY MG EORGE 1 George H Khoury MD

g .

Patient Date of Birth: 01/12/1937 . 1523200065 0820115

to remove the screws. The risks, benefits, complications and alternatives were
outlined, the patient understood and was agreeable. NeT oo !

Xpdate to the History and Physical if appropriate

I have reviewed the H\T\P and re-examined the patient and there are no changes

to the physical examination and/or history of present iliness. :
(] | have reviewed the H\T\P and re-examined the patient and the foliowing changes

have occurred to the physical examination and /or history of present illness:

[x] Refer to the Admission Home Medication Orders (inpatient) or
Outpatient/ OBSERVATION medication list (outpatient) for current medications.
Physician Signature: Date: Time:

George H Khoury, MD ‘
TR: *n DD: 08/17/2015 08:54 TD: 08/17/2015 09:24 Job#: 444209
\X09090909090909090809\DOC#: 552375

Authenticated by GEORGE H KHOURY MD On 08/1 8/2015 08:10:37 AM

George H Khoury MD

» TR:"nDD: 08/17/2015 08:54:32 TD: 08/17/2015 09:24:06 JOB#: 444209 DOC#: 552375
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Intrathecal Dnig Delivery | Indications, Safety, and Warnings | Medtronic . PageSufT
B : /i}, /1723
addmonalsurgitzl procedures, a retum of underlying symptoms, and/or a clinically . :

§rgmﬁmrnorfa1aldmgunderdoseorovewose.Avoidusmshonwave(RF) ;
yhmemymmmaoqndmepummm.mectsofo&wmdmyg

A bmammmlgm@wmmmmwmwnmmmmew.
}affeclsonpaﬂentandsystem,andstepstoreducedsksﬁom EML.

{ -

: i
threateningeondiﬁonifnottreamdptmnpuyameﬁewvely. Confirm pump status 3
i

i

i

PRECAUTIONS:

jluanibrpaﬂen!saﬁerdevieorcameterrep!wmforsignsof
Mm:mggmmm(mmmbrmw

(e.9., pacemaker, defibriflator, neurostimutator).
5 T
ADVERSE EVENTS:
Include, but are not imited to, spinalascutar proce
tissue damage, damage to the &v3 i
clinically significant o f

USARx Only
kev 0815
Ay SCHROMEDEL
SYNCHROMED EL DRUG INFUSION SYSTEM BRIEF SUMMARY:
Product technical manual must be reviewed prior to us for fulldisclosure,

INDICATIONS: !
iJS:Chmnicinuaspuzai(eﬁdmalandmhaﬂwnhiﬁmnofmvaﬂve-ﬁae
morphine wmmminmmwmmme.m chronic ;
" Mirathecal infusion of presenvative-fres ziconaiide sterie solution for the i

management of severe chronic pain, and chraiiica intrathecal infusicn of Lioresaf® i

rratnical {saelofan fnjeckon) for the managaiiient of severe spastcily: ehioric”
ESVaScr inhsion o Semaiing U e

i -
: - . H

zcouTRAmchnous:

%
Impiantation, programming, temung,andinjgggng into the catheter access ‘
m(W)dmmrmmmmmwmm@mmw I

http:/fprofessional.medironic. com/pt/neuro/idd/ i

3/8/2017



Intrathecal Drug Delivery | Indications, Safety, and Warnings | Medtronic Pagedof 7

/Oﬁaﬁ—l W 3
technical errors or improper use oﬂmplarmed infusion pumps and result in
additional surgical procedures, a retum of underlying symptoms, ora i
clinically significant or fata! drug under- or overdose. Refer to the appropriate
drug fabeling for specific under- or overdose symptoms and methods of
managementAvoidushgshoﬂwave(RF)d;athetmywiﬂmSOanofhepumpor :
catheter. Diathermy may produce significant temperature rises in the area of the
pumpandmnﬁnuemheatmeuss:emahtalmdamlfwedmted the pump
may over infuse the drug, potentially causing a drug overdose. Effects of other i
typesofduahenny(miumve,ulhasonic.etc)onhepumpareunknown An :
mﬂammamrymasmanmmmmnemdogmimmmlndudm H
paralysis, mymmmupofmeimpmmm Clinicians should monitor
pahenlsmnﬂaswnalherapywmﬁﬂlyﬁoranymnandogwﬁlslgmm
symptoms. For intraspinal therapy, use only preservative-free sterile solution
mdreetedforh&asphaluse.UsemlyMedmmwnpmentsmd‘mtedforusemm
system Failure to firmly secure connections can allow drug or cerebrospinal
(%ﬂmmemmemm:n&uenmgewmwmy A
postoperative priming botus should not be programmed if the pump is a :
mplacemerdandmew&e!arhasmtbeenasmm '{

Refer to appropriate drug labeling for indications, contraindications, warmings,
precautions, dosage and administration information, and screening

Physidansmustbe'amﬂ'mrwmwmugs!abilnymfo!mmmnmmwl :
mwmmmmmmmmmmnmmwmmmmp
fiow rate before prescribing pump infusion. implantation and ongoing system
managementmuslbemrtmmedbyinﬂmdualshainedinﬂmeopetaﬁonand
handling of the infusion system.

Infmmpaﬁentsoftheslgnsarﬂsymptmnsofdmguma orwetdose.mpmmate
drug wamings and precautions regarding drug mtevwons.pmermals:deeﬁeds, §
andsgnsandsymptomshatrequkemedica!aﬂmﬁmlns&udp@emstommy - .
mmmofmmmmnmrmﬁﬂsmmwmmm ; -

‘such as strenuous exercise or contact sports that jar, impact, twist, or stretch the |

body, to always canry their Medtronic device identification card, to avoid ¢
mampmaﬂngﬂlepumpmmughmeshmandtomﬁlthﬂ\mrepmgonalsd
the implanted pump before medical tests/procedures. Patients must consult their
MmmmmmmmmMmmmd\m
(eg scuba diving, saunas, hot tubs, hyperbaric chambers, fiights, skydiving, etc)). |

:
i
i

- ;PRECAUTIONS

Thepmnp:semyleneondeswmnonotuseﬁmepmmnorpamgels
damaged the sterile seal is broken, or the “Use By” date has expired. Do not reuse
or resterilize the pump; it Is intended for "singfe use only.” Do not expose the pump
totemperahuesabwe@’Corbewa‘c Consider use of peri- and post-operative
annbroﬁsforpumpmpiamam for any subsequent surgical procedure, of if
infection is present. For patients prone to CSF lesks, clinicians should consider
special procedures, such as a blood patch. Follow instructions for emptying and
ﬂllmmempdugn*gampmwntwmb!ms’@gt_m@lmmmvaldmmp
from the. “Explant the pump postmortam | mcneration i plantisd (0 avold™
explosion), or i emumm regulations mandate removal. Retum’

! “devices to Medtronic for analysis and safe disposal. Do not implant a pump dropped:
onto a hard surface or showing signs of damage. Implant the pump lessthan 25
‘cm from the surface of the skin. Ensure pump ports will be easy o access afler ¢
mplantﬁmtheeaﬁva&nsnotksnkedandsemredmﬂmyﬁommppm\s :
beforesmmng.Keepmemplantsﬁedean dry, and protected from pressure or
‘jrritation. If therapy is discontinued for an extended period of time, fill the reservoir
mmmmmmwwmﬁm

A soluhon (afndcontxamdmbd)mvasaﬂarapplmtim

} 18 ant) appropnae Geyice re NSE planianie

cemakarandlordeﬁbwillamElewmmgneﬁc(EMl)ismetugymldz !

! ggenetatedbyeqﬁpmemminmem‘e,wk.m of public environments. : o
Most EMI normally encountered will not affect the operation of the pump. H
Exceptions include: § resmﬁngﬁommangofmempwhiehcandamage
sumounding tissue . MR systom damege which can el Sugial
rﬁécementorresﬂfmlossl&fﬁ@ehsymphmcmﬁd(
glectrocautery, high-output uitrasonics, radiation therapy), and operational changes
tomepumptzusingmemhrmmp loss of therapy, retum of undertying
symptoms.andrequlrecmﬂmaﬁonofpmnpfumn(diamemy high magnetic
Mdmmmhmmmmmmimagmmm» i
MRI will temporarily stop the pump motor's rotor due to the magnetic field of the
MRIswnnerandsuspenddmgmfusiondunngMRlexposanhepumpstmuld
resumenormalopermonuponwmmhmofmmexposuve Prior to MR, the
physluansmu!ddetemineifmepahetnwnsafelybedepmedofdmgdeﬁvery lf
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Intrathecal Dhig Delivery | Indications, Safety, and Warnings | Medtronic

kmt.aﬂermﬂvedeﬂvewmemwsmrmemtgcan‘beulﬂizedduﬁngmeMRlsean. i
‘-PﬂorbsdtedurmgmMR!sanaMuponitseonipleﬁm,pwrtpmMsshouidbe i
‘confirmed.

i

ADVERSE EVENTS: ) ?

unamveddmgsandlornotushgdrmhammwﬂhm:glabeﬁm,or :
_inﬂammatmymassatmeﬁpofmemtheﬁa; H

Lioresal® is a registered trademark of Medtronic, the. i
USA Rx only ;
Rev 0911 '

//flgomeo' - ]
;'SOMED CONSTANT FLOW INFUSION SYSTEM

Pmductmdmmlmamalsandmeapmup:medmg!abelmmustbereﬁmpﬂor
to use for detailed disclosure. _ . :

INDICATIONS '

innammmfymassthaansesunmseﬁwsneumlogmunpaiminuuding ,
paﬂyss.maywaﬂaﬁpﬁﬂmjmphmm.mmmm !
paﬁenlsmhﬁaspinalﬂmapycmeﬁdlyfcrat\yne\unwmbguﬁgnsa i

| | B4lc 3
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**% Go DIRECTLY TO THE HOSPITAL IN—PERSON TO GET THESE
REPORTS — THEY WILL GIVE THEM TO YOU RIGHT THERE ON THE
SPOT. IF YOU REQUEST THE INFORMATION THROUGH THE DOCTOR
OR THROUGH THE HOSPITAL BY WRITTEN OR TELEPHONE REQUEST
IT CAN TAKE AS MUCH AS 3-MONTHS TO GET THEM BACK.

IF the device(s) used were / are an Infuse Bone Graph Device, speclﬁcally a Bone
Morphogenetic Protein (‘BMP’) device the law firm wants you to callback and
you could potentially be part of their on-going law suit. I.do not think this is the
devxcethatwas immplanted myourback, though. <«

ey

Oncewegetthespeclﬁcsonthedewcelmplantedmyouwecanmem'chltmore
'Itaﬂsmnswnhldmmfymgthedewce,whchmqmmyougemngﬂmsemcords!

Iexpressedmy concem overwhy wr&ynm'rmrdofallagl&mmedlcahons—- .

you would be a candidate for this device desigiet

medlcauon along the spine to the screw- AND-asked 1fMedtmmc ever paid doctors.

T&ss explamedﬁmtthnsnslILEGAL,HOWEVER, Medtronic has been canght
paying doctors in the past. Medtronic has even had Representatives INSIDE the
- surgery room with doctors while the surgery is performued. She said, “Hopefully
- this was not the case,ﬂ:atMedtromcdldnotpaythedoctorforﬂns device to be
used.”

DAL) foger | 57 17
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Medtromc says it's close to resolvmg - ;A-»_n e ‘fwf}\
Infuse lawsuits o T pme

Medtronic did not release figures for the conﬁdentml settlements. T A ——

The company reported that it set aside $300 million for all of its /y’fm M-JW;Z

legalsettlementsmtheﬁsmlyearthatendedmApnl,aa:ordmgto A ﬁ , :4

the Secuntus and Exchange Commission filing. M”"é‘é W
e o — e 2 VS [ .

W@MWW

MedxmldewoegmmMeduomcmhasmldmvmm:sﬂmthemmpanyxsreadym . M@
dosethebookonmxeofﬂshxmandhmt—nmnglegalh&dadmmlvmgthe

E * causing pamanmr,debihmnng‘ i lmmns." i Inaseanmes" ﬂlmg‘ Tuesday,

“mbsmm:anyall”oftheQOOOad:mlandﬂnmtmedInﬁzselawams. : :
Ads by Z8¢,

Medhomcdmdnotm!mseﬁgursforthemnﬁdenhalsetﬂanems.lhecompany
mporwdthaxnsetasdeﬁoonﬁlhnnforanofnslgalsetﬂanemsmﬂxeﬁsmlm

cmpjlsmwa.slamihmemﬁtmgsnnhm‘l .JPG)

matmdedmmmmmemandm&mmmﬁm o _ " MIKE NELSON, HANDOUT
" Medtronic Inc.'s "InFuse” device

Themmpanysa:dnnooopaamxgwnhatbmneysmalmﬁvesmﬂnthavem .

subpoenasanddoammtrequsmformfmmzummhowMeduumcsmdmimama ' R ?

mdnmmmmwﬁnmmemmyncmm : ; : s

“WeoonnmxemcoopemtemthesmmAquumsandmehopeﬁﬂanawepmble
resolution can be reached,” MedtmchEmEppmsudme—mail
Wednesday. Spokn@eop]ewnhead!ofﬂxeslateoﬁmdechnedtoeommﬁm
MedunmchadpxmaxslydxsdosedtmdnngsetﬂMmmmeﬂnnWInﬁJse
patient lawsuits. In December, a judge in St. Louis cleared the way for the first jury trial
mmhmgpmalmmesan@ﬂymnsedbylnﬁm&xdxamalmﬂdhavemveam
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thousandsofpagsofsealedmﬁanaldounnaﬂsthato&uphmﬂﬁscmﬂdhavensedm ) o
then'msm T~

it

Medtomchasalwaysdemedtheaﬂeg@onsmhwuﬂs&ompahmﬁ,mv&oman&
employe&e-unneddwhxsﬂeblowerswhodamedovertheymxsthatMedUOmc promoted
sales of Infuse for surgeries that were never proven to be safe and effective uses of the
chmmlmemmpanysaysnsmcdyfonowsthelawmmnmouonofmed:mldevms.
mdnwmotmmdwhmdmmnmmapmvedwmlﬂnemped!MCm
Theso-mﬂed“oﬁ'label”useofmedmaldewcs:slegalbemnseﬂleUs.Food
Administration ; notﬂxepfaﬁ:_lgir_qe_@.gne.mnyofthe .
lmmedpauemsaﬂegemﬂlmrhwmmattheyfmmdmuabmﬁtheuseofmﬁ:seonly
aﬁ:&thmrsngaye:dedw:ﬂxmphmhonsSomesayMedﬂomcsa]srepswae- -
-_I.t'lfusewasapprovedinzoozbytheFDAforusemadultsgettmgarehtwelyuncommon :
type of back surgery. Almostlmmahatelyaﬁ:erapproval,doctorsbganmdelyusmgthe
pmductmwaystbatﬂ:eFDAneva'evahxaIedfofmfety,acoordmgtostahsms
subhshedmpeasreuwed)mnnals.

mzow,Meduomcomnpﬂedadamhaseofmmethan-s.GOOInﬁlsemlgeﬁs,thevast
majority of which were off-label. The Star Tribune reported last year that more than
1,000 ofthesmgenesmzltedmadvaseewms,whldlMedtrmncdxdmtmpontothe
FDAformoreﬂxanﬁveyws.'Ihedatamchxdedapattexnofmmnsfmmaparhaﬂarly
nskyoﬂ‘hbeluseoﬂnﬁxsemnedxsmga'y—asmgaythatlatﬂmompmdanFDA
public warning. :

Medtmmc

wh:sﬂebloweallegahonsﬂmtnpmd‘hdxbads”mmducedo@msmw
moduaamemmmnypmdamwm*ﬁasaﬂm@mmm"“"mmn

mnhngenasthatoﬂ:mmngeﬁnm%to%pacanoftheaward,aswdlasmsmance
oompmy“dawbad:s”ofmoneypmdmcovusmm

PaJ:BamxdryoprpleVall;eywaslﬂttwnhdJromcpamm1hlslettsxdeafta'gemr.° P
Infuse during back surgery. Today he uses a cane and GIen Gannot move his left leg He
‘ saysh:slefthandxsmnnb.ﬂeslﬂlmhesomoxdsdaﬂy Hew:l.lnevu'beahlsmwor“

i e e
“Myse!:i:lsementwasbased0n$27,000l Beaudry said Wednesday by phone. “By the time - W ,

xtwasdone,lgotmo. Iamsodlsappmmedmthemedxmlwstan,buta]somthe C O_&_’

Mloemlsnn@stamnmmwn 3612-673-4779 & _JoeCarison
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MEDTRONIC DEVICE LAWSUIT: 1-800-827-0087

https://www.baumhediund Iaw.“com/defective.-medicaI-device-iniuries/medtronic—infuse—bone-graft—A

device-lawsuit/

A California state court judge ruled in favor of a California resident reﬁte’fs’entedb&
Baum, Hedlund, Aristei & Goldman, allowing her lawsuit against Medtronic to - .
move forward. This is good news for patients across the country who received the
Medtronic INFUSE® Bone Graft medical device procedure in an off-label manner,
not approved by the FDA. e |

Lawyers Investigate Hospitals Where Spine Surgeries Cau"se& l;étiéhts Severe
Pain, Excessive Bone Growth and Other Complications

Baum Hedlund’s first Infuse case involves back surgery patient, April Cabana,
who originally sued Medtronic, in addition to Stryker Biotech, her doctor, and
Pomona Valley Hospital Medical Center, on July 13, 2011 after two different
medical devices implanted during two different back surgeries resulted in

- debilifating and permanent injuriés to her spine. '

ey

Baum Hedlund has Defeated Preemption
In Ms. Cabana’s Case Three Times

1. August 20, 2012 re Medtronic Infuse
2. September 9, 2013 re Medtronic Infuse

3. September 9, 2013 re Stryker OP-1 Putty

5’7‘&‘3 ‘Po;\,_ o 5> 17



Were you injured by a defective medical device? Do you have a medical device
that was implanted in an unapproved, off-label manner? If so, Contact Baum
Hedlund today Tor a free consultation

~ For Your Free Case Evaluation Please Contact Us

- If you have experienced excessive bone growth after back or neck surgery
involving Medtronic INFUSE®, please contact our law firm at 800-827-0087 or
provide information below: :

What is Medtronic INFUSE Bone Graft?

Graft companent

LT-CAGE™ Lumbar

‘Tapered Fusion Device

The FDA approved Infuse Bone Graft Device in 2002 for a limited type of spinal
fusion surgery to alleviate severe back pain. Infuse Bone Graft Device is a liquid
substance produced by a genetically engineered Chinese hamster ovary cell line. It
is a recombinant bone morphogenetic protein (“BMP”) that is supposed to
stimulate controlled bone growth and fuse the vertebrae.

October 31, 2012 ’

The U.S. Senate Finance Committee issued a lengthy report shoWirig th'at medical
device maker Medtronic, Inc. paid doctors hundreds of millions of dollars to
 manipulate studies and write favorable articles on the company’s popular bone

graft product, InNFUSE. Read More
Trouble for Medtronic INFUSE

Medtronic has been under scrutiny for yea,fs now concerning allegations of illegal
- off-label promotion and use of Infuse Bone Graft Device, financial conflicts of
interest by researchers, under-reporting of complications and overblown reports of

~ T TRE

B4d) Posor 9177



superior clinical results. About 85% of Infuse use is off-label according to
MedPage Today.

-]

In July of 2011, the prominent medical journal, The Spine Journal, dedicated
its entire journal to publishing numerous articles regarding the risks
associated with the Infuse Bone Graft Device.

Medtronic paid $85 million in March of 2012 to settle a shareholder lawsuit
accusing it of making misleading statements concerning Infuse Bone Graft
Device. According to a Reuters report, the settlement resolves claims that
Medtronic failed to reveal that as much as 85.2 percent of Infuse sales
depended on so-called “off-label” uses, where doctors sometimes paid by

Medtronic would prescribe the product for applications not approved by the

FDA.

Although the U.S. Department of Justice closed its investigation into vz /Da,:.i/
Medtronic’s marketing and alleged off-label use of Infuse Bone Graftin g o o o
May of 2012, Senators Charles Grassley (R-lowa) and Max Baucus (D- o
Mont.) have investigations pending looking into allegations that Medtronic |
failed to report Infuse Bone Graft side effects and that the company may

have had financial ties to clinical investigators.

Last summer Medtronic commissioned researchers at Yale University with a
$2.5M grant to conduct an independent review of the safety and
effectiveness of Infuse Bone Graft, including all patient data generated
during the Infuse clinical trials. Although Yale stated it would make the
results of its review public by summer of 2012, it has yet to do so.

Medtronic Paid Millions to Manipulate InFUSE Studies, Senate Finance
Committee Investigation Finds

FSL) o & 317



Medtronic Infuse Bone Graft Device Lawsuit : Page 1 of 4

Call Us { 800-827-0087

S R T Pt T T A Consumer Attorneys

About Us Successes Blog News/Press Contact

Home "Practice Areas

Medtronic Infuse Bone Graft Device Lawsuit ge:m' Device Injury
INKS

Defective Medical Device Injuries

Share This P: .
age Alere INRatio Lawsuit
Blood Thinner Medications
Duodenoscope / Endoscope —
A California state court judge ruled in favor of a California resident represented by Baum, Hedlund, Aristei & Superbug
Goldman, allowing her lawsuit against Medtronic to move forward. This is good news for patients across the country
who received the Medtronic INFUSE® Bone Graft medical device procedure in an off-abel manner, not approved by IVC Filter Lawsuit
the FDA. -
Laparoscopic Power Morcellator
Lawyers Investigate Hospitals Where Spine Surgeries Caused Patients Severe Pain, Excessive Bone Growth Lawsuit

and Other Complications
Medtronic Infuse Bone Graft

Baum Hedlﬁnd’s first Infuse case involves back surgery patient, April Cabana, who originally sued Medtronic, in

addition to Stryker Biotech, her doctor, and Pomona Valley Hospital Medical Center, on July 13, 2011 after two . Spinal Surgeries
different medical devices implanted during two different back surgeries resuited in debilitating and permanent
injuries to her spine.

Stryker OP-1 Puity

Baum Hediund has Defeated Preemption In Ms. Defective Medica Device News

Cabana's Case Three Times

Going Above & Beyond

1. August 20, 2012 re Medtronic Infuse
2. September 9, 2013 re Medtronic Infuse : Contact Us

3. September 9, 2013 re Stryker OP-1 Putty Interested in exploring youf legal

rights? Tell us about your case.
Contact us or call 800-827-0087 for a
free, no-obligation consuitation.

*Designates a required fietd

Subject *



Medtromc Infuse Bone Graft Device Lawsuit

WERE YOU INJURED BY A DEFECTIVE MEDICAL DEVICE? DO YOU
HAVE A MEDICAL DEVICE THAT WAS IMPLANTED IN AN UNAPPROVED.
OFF-LABEL MANNER? IF SO, CONTACT BAUM HEDLUND TODAYFOR A

FREE CONSULTATION

For Your Free Case Evaluation Please Contact Us

if you have experienced excessive bone growth after back or neck surgery involving Medtronic INFUSE®, please
contact our taw firm at 800-827-0087 or provide information below: '

What is Medtronic INFUSE Bone Graft?

Troublé for Medtronic INFUSE

Medtronic has been under scrutiny for years now concerning allegations of illegal off-label promotion and use 6f
Infuse Bone Graft Device, financial conflicts of interest by researchers, under-reporling of complications and
overblown reports of superior clinical results. About 85% of Infuse use is off-label according to MedPage Today.

The FDA approved infuse Bone Graft Device in 2002 for a fimited type of

spinal fusion surgery to alleviate severe back pain. Infuse Bone Graft
_Device Is a liquid substance produced by a genstically engineered Chinese

hamster ovary cell line. it is a recombinant bone morphogenstic protein
("BMP”) that is supposed to stimulate controlled bone growth and fuse the

vertebrae.

October 31, 2012

The U.S. Senate Finance Committee issued a tengthy report showing that

medical device maker Medtronic, Inc.. paid doctors hundreds of millions of

dollars to manipulate studies and write favorable articles on the company’s
popular bone graft product, InNFUSE. Read More

« In July of 2011, the pmminem medical joumnal, The Spine Joumnal, dedicated its
entire joumnal to pubﬁsmng numerous articles regardmg the risks associated

with the infuse Bone Gmﬁ Device.

.,

Medtronic paid $85 million in March of 2012 to settie a shareholder lawsuit .

accusing it of making

concemning Infuse Bone Graft

Device. According to a Reuters report, the settiement resolves claims that
Medtronic failed to reveal that as much as 85.2 percent of Infuse sales
depended on so-called “ofi-label” uses, where doctors sometimes paid by
Medtronic would presaribe the product for applications not approved by the

FDA.

Although the U.S. Department of Justice closed its investigation into
Medtronic's marketing and alleged offHabel use of Infuse Bone Graft in May of
2012, Senators Charles Grassley (R-lowa) ard Max Baucus (D-Mont.) have
investigations pending looking into aflegations that Medtronic failed to report
Infuse Bone Graft side effects and that the company may have had financial

ties to dlinical investigators.

Last summer Medtronic commissioned researchers at Yale University with a
$2.5M grant to conduct an independent review of the safety and effectiveness
of infuse Bone Graft, including all patient data generated during the Infuse
clinical trials. Although Yate stated it would make the resuits of its review public
by summer of 2012, it has yet to do so.

Medtronic Paid Millions to Manipulate InFUSE Studies, Senate Finance Committes

Investigation Finds
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Terry Turner is an Emmy-winning journalist with more than 25 years of experience in radio, television, print
and digital media. He joined Drugwatch in April 2017. His work at Drugwatch has been cited in prominent

publications including The New York Times and the Washington Fxaminer. Some of his qualifications include:

« Centers for Disease Control and Prevention certificates in Health Literacy
e« American Bar Association associate membership in Health Law Section
» About 12 years’ experience working for the U.S. Department of Defense
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Medtronic Settles 950 INFUSE Bone Graft Lawsuits for $22M
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Q&A with INFUSE Bone Graft Lawyer Laura Yaeger

Amid INFUSE Bone Graft Controversy, Medtronic’s Pain Pump
Blamed for Patient Deaths

7

J/ Yale Study: INFUSE Bone Graft Offers Little Benefit, Can Cause

Complications

Michelle Llamas June 20, 2013
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Two patients who received Infuse bone grafts at the University of California Los Angeles (UCLA) later sued the
teaching hospital, surgeon Jeffrey Wang and Medtronic for alleged injuries resulting from the off-label use of
the product.

The plaintiffs, Ralph Weiss and Jerome Lew, alleged that in both surgeries Medtronic’s Infuse product was
used in ways not approved by the FDA.

Settlement Fact
UCLA settled with Weiss and Lew for a combined $8.45 million.

The patients further alleged that Wang failed to inform them of a financial relationship between the surgeon
and the product manufacturer. The lawsuits claimed that Wang received hundreds of thousands of dollars in
grants and royalties from Medtronic.

UCLA settled with Weiss and Lew for a combined $8.45 million, with Weiss receiving a little more than $4.25
million. Medtronic also settled with Lew for an undisclosed amount.

UCLA said it only settled so the school and its medical program could “move forward,” but it did not respond
to any of the allegations made by the plaintiffs.

‘Medtronic Pays $40M Settlement to U.S. DOJ

Medtronic paid $40 million to the U.S. Department of Justice to settle charges that it had violated the Anti-
Kickback Statute.

The statute is a part of the federal False Claims Act and was designed to ensure a physician’s independent
medical judgment in making decisions affecting a patient’s health, free from enticement by companies such as
Medtronic.

The government alleged that between 1998 and 2003 Medtronic paid kickbacks to physicians in various forms,
including sham consulting agreements, royalties and lavish trips.

Medtronic pays Shareholders $85M Settlement in Infuse Lawsuit

~ Medtronic’s shareholders brought their own lawsuit against the company, alleging it made misleading
statements regarding Infuse. Although the manufacturer denied any wrongdoing, it agreed to settle for $85
million in 2012.

The settlement resolves, among other claims, Medtronic’s failure to disclose how much of its success of Infuse
was dependent upon it-being used in off-label manners. Shareholders further alleged that Medtronic’s Infuse
sales, as well as its shares, fell after the company’s disclosure of the Justice Department investigation.

In December 2016, the Eighth U.S. Circuit of Appeals revived a second shareholder lawsuit following a lower
court’s ruling that the plaintiff shareholders filed their suit too late.

The appeals court’s decision said that shareholders would not have been aware of potential problems
concerning Medtronic’s Infuse studies until the 2011 publication of an amcle in The Spine Journal that called
Medtronic’s alleged fraudulent actions into question.

Plaintiffs included West Virginia Pipe Trades Health and Welfare Fund, the Eraployees’ Retirement System of
the State of Hawaii and Germany’s Union Asset Management Holding AG.

Please seek the advice of a medical professional before making health care decisions.
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Attorneys also pointed out that ane of the components had never gained FDA approval. The Infuse device used
in Keim’s surgery also didn’t include all of its intended parts.

Product liability expert David Prince of Mitchell Hamiline School of Law said in a news report that the ruling
was “a very big deal” for the thousands of plaintiffs who had been waiting on the sidelines.

In ruling that the pre-exemption doctrine did not apply in Keim’s case, the court opened the ﬂoodgates for -
thousands of other Infuse lawsuits to move forward.

| Medtronic Paid $22 Million m Earlier Infuée Settlements

Earlier, in 2014, Medtronic paid a total of $22 million to settle about 950 claims from plaintiffs allegedly
injured after Infuse was used in their spinal surgeries. The settled lawsuits accused the company of
manipulating studies and engaging in misleading marketing tactics.

The company said the settlement was rendered te “disputed claims” and confirmed that the compromise was
in no way an admission of liability. Medtronic said it stoed by its product, which has been used in more than 1
million patients since FDA approval i in 2002. :

- The company projected spending $120 million to $140 million on settlements — including the $22 million one

— in the fourth quarter that year.

Medtronic, 5 States Reach $12M Settlement

In December 2017, Medtronic agreed to pay five states $12 million to resolve a deceptive advertising lawsuit
claiming the company misled doctors and the public about its Infuse bone grafts.

State attorneys general had argued Medtronic worked in secret to manipulate research articles on Infuse.
They claimed the company then used those articles appearmg in medical journals to market the device and
increase sales.

“By using these misleading claims, the company created a higher demand for Infuse,” Oregon Attorney
General Ellen Rosenblum said in a statement. “It is unacceptable for a company to use company-sponsored
literature with misleading data to try to show that its product is more effective than other therapies.”

In 2012, the U.S. Senate Fmance Committee found Medtronic had been “heavﬂy involved” in research and
writing behind published studies of Infuse. The committee also determined the company had paid the doctors
who authored the studies $210 million.

The lawsuit had claimed Medtronic

» misrepresented which Infuse uses were FDA approved
o marketed the device as safer than it actually was
e played down the risks the device posed to patients.

In agreeing to the settlement, Medtronic denied any wrongdoing. But the company will have to follow new
requirements on how it uses information from research in promotional and marketing efforts.

The state governments of California, llinois, Massachusetts, Oregon and Washington state each shared in the
settlement,

UCLA Hospital Pays $8.45M Settlement with Infuse Patients

B (45  Pase //{ /7
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Off-labelfimproper use of Infuse Bone Graft in cervical spine surgery; undisclosed financial relationship
between the doctor performing his surgery and Medtronic; not receiving consent to operate in an off-
l1abel manner '

Lori Byrnes

Allegations: _
Off-label/improper use of Infuse Bone Graft in spinal fusion surgery; negligence; fraud; loss of
consartium (refers to the loss of benefits of a familial relationship)

Injuries:
Severe, continuous pain; bony overgrowth; economic losses

 Ralph Weiss
Allegations:

Allegations:
Off-label/improper use of Infuse Bone Graft in cervical spine surgery; undisclosed financial relationship
between the doctor performing his surgery and Medtronic

Injuries:.
Infection

Patricia Caplinger

Allegations: :
Promoting Infuse for non FDA-approved uses, Medtronic sales representative recommended off-label use
to surgeon

Injuries: - .
Spine injuries requiring additional surgeries; drop foot condition in right leg that led to torn ligament in
right knee; bone overgrowth '

Ralph Royer

~ Allegations: 4 -
Off-label/improper use of Infuse Bone Graft in cervical spine surgery

Injuries;
Bony overgrowth; additional surgeries; pain and suffering

Court Date Forces $300M Infuse Settlement

In December 2016, a Missouri court set a trial date for an Infuse lawsuit filed by Trisha Keim, effectively
backing Medtronic into a corner. Within seven months, the company reported it had set aside $300 million to
settle “substantially all” of the 6,000 lawsuits it still faced. Keim’s case never went to trial.

Until the court set a case for trial, Medtronic had been able to have the courts keep thousands of pages of
internal company documents sealed. A jury trial would have made the documents public and available for
thousands of other plaintiffs to use in their lawsuits against Medtronic. '

Medtronic had previously argued that the “preemption doctrine” shielded Infuse from lawsuits. The argument
was that FDA approval meant the device was protected for all lawsuits, including those over off-label uses.

But Keim’s lawyers argued that the Infuse device used in her surgery “departed from its intended design,
including that the parts were sold separately rather than together.”

S B [ ose 158 17



Medtronic has settled 4,000 of the lawsuits and reportedly planned to settle almost all of the pending 6,000
lawsuits.

The latest settlement was expected to put an end to all remaining and future Infuse bone graft lawsuits
against Medtronic.

Infuse bone graft settlements were projected to total more than $460 million.

Status of Infuse Bone Graft Lawsuits

Financial documents filed with the federal government in June 2017 reported Medtronic planned to settle
“substantially all” of the remaining 6,000 or so lawsuits over its Infuse device.

The company told the Securities and Exchange Commission it had put aside $300 million to cover “certain
litigation charges.”

The settlement was likely to resolve pending Infuse lawsuits against Medtronic as well as end plans for any
future widespread Infuse litigation over the same allegations.

Medtronic had resolved more than 4,000 other Infuse lawsuits through earlier settlements. These included a
$22 million settlement with 950 Infuse patients in 2014. Medtronic settled others for undisclosed amounts.

[n addition, the company paid $85 million to settle a shareholders lawsuit in 2012 for failing to reveal most
-Infuse sales were for off-label uses.

In December 2017, Medtronic paid $12.5 million te settle a lawsuit filed by five states’ attorneys general
claiming the company had deceptively or fraudulently marketed Infuse.

The U.S. Department of Justice also investigated Medtronic. The investigation ended in a $40 million payout to
settle allegations of illegal kickbacks to doctors as incentive to use Medtronic’s Infuse product.

Fact
Medtronic has paid more than $460 million to settle lawsuits over its Infuse Bone Graft.

Why People Sued Over Infuse Bone Grafts

A 2008 lawsuit filed in California claxmed that the off-label use of Infuse for a neck surgery is what killed a 74-
year-ald woman.

Other patients have filed thousands more lawsuits claiming the device has caused complicatio smnging from

People ﬁlmg lawsuits blamed off-label use for their i injuries in 85 percent of the cases. m
m %

Lawsuits named Medtmmc the hospitals where their spinal surgeries were performed and/or the strgeons M’"’J e

who performed ures. e sy

Jerome Lew

Allegations:
Off-labelfimproper use of Infuse Bone Graft in cervical spine surgery; undisclosed financial relationship
between the doctor perfarmmg his surgery and Medtronic; not receiving consent to operate in an off-
‘Jabel manner

Injuries:
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SC Judicial Department - Pagelofl

Court Orders Search Results

Number of Matched Records: 1

Court Order - 2014-04-15-02

Summary: The Supreme Court of South Carolina Re: Revised Order Concerning Personal Identifying
Information and Other Sensitive Information in Appellate Court-Filings Appellate Case No. 2013-
002681 ORDER On August 13, 2007, this Court issued an interim O
{courtOrders/displayQrder.cfm?orderNo=2014-04-15-02

https://www.sccourts.org/websitesearch/courtOrdersSearchResults.cfm 10/28/2018
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Who Am I Calling? '

Calling this number connects you with Wilson and Peterson, LLP or one of its trusted legal partners. A law
firm representative will review your case for free.

Wilson and Peterson, LLP funds Drugwatch because it supports the organization’s mission to keep people safe
from dangerous drugs and medical devices.

(888) 645-1617
\Tﬁ‘%&tam Drugwatch Managing Editor Kevin Connolly, call (855) 839-9780.
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This site complies with the HONcode standard for trustworthy health information: Verify here.
Drugwatch is located at: ,

1 South Orange Ave, Suite 201, Orlando, FL 32801

The information provided by Drugwatch.com is not a substitute for professional medical advice,diagnosis or
treatment. The views and opinions expressed on the site do not necessarily represent those of Drugwatch. -
Sponsored by Wilson and Peterson, LLP with offices at 1 South Orange Ave, Suite 201, Orlando, FL 32801. If
you are a legal copyright holder or a designated agent for such and you believe a post on this website falls
outside the boundaries of "Fair Use" and legitimately infringes on yours or your client's copyright, we may be
contacted concerning copyright matters at: wehmaster@drugwatch.com

© 2018 Drugwatch.com Privacy Policy | Disclaimer
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Since 2008, more than 10,000 people have sued Medtronic over serious complications they claim resulted from
the company’s Infuse bone graft. The company spent most of a decade settling 4,000 of the lawsuits, often in
individual and confidential agreements. In June 2017, the company reported it had set aside $300 million to
resolve virtually all pending and planned Infuse lawsuits against Medtronic, which could mean an end to
lawsuits injured patients could file.

On This Page

Status of Lawsuits
Infuse Plaintiffs

irs Trial
Sta e
¢ Infuse Patients, UCLA Settle
* Medtronic Settles DOJ Case
» Shareholders Sue

Infuse Bone Graft Lawsuit Facts

® & & o

1. Number of Lawsuits Approximately 10,000 (almost all settled)

2. Plaintiff Injuries Increased pain, weakness, spinal injuries and additional surgeries

3. Defendants Medtronic; certain hospitals and physicians/surgeons

4. Plaintiff Locations Oklahoma, California, Florida, Kentucky and Missouri

5. Litigation Status “Substantially all” of roughly 10,000 lawsuits have heen settled

6. MDL Location None

7. Settlements More than $460 million total: $22 million to settle about 950 claims; $300 million to settle
roughly 6,000 claims; more than 3,000 claims settled for undisclosed amounts; $40 million to the DOJ; $85
million to settle a shareholder lawsuit; $12 mﬂhon to settle deceptive marketing lawsuit filed by five

. states

e By Terry Turner
« Edited By Emily Miller
» - This page features 29 Cited Research Articles

. Last modified: May 15, 2018

Eact Checked
Fact-Checked

Editors carefully fact-check all Drugwa_fch content for accuracy and quality.
Drugwatch has a stringent fact-checking process. It starts with our strict sourcihg guidelines.

We only gather information from credible sources. This includes peer-reviewed medical journals, reputable
media outlets, government reports, court records and interviews with qualified experts.

Related Pages
. , Sraft C .

o Lawsuits .

People who sued Medtronic claimed the company pushed doctors to use its Infuse Bone Graft for treatments
for which it had not been approved, known as We.

About 10,000 patient lawsuits claimed Medtromc marketed Infuse for off-label uses that contributed to patient

m;unes and in some cases, death.
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From: Carlson, Joe Joe. Carlson@startnbune com
Subiect: RE: Medtronic devise
Date: Nov 16, 2017, 10:23:58 AM -
To: Jessica Moore juaprmom@windstream.net

‘Hello Jessnca I'm sorry to hear about your Aunt Thelma's situation. I'd be
mterested in learmng more |f you'd ever want to talk by phone My direct hne N
here in the office is 612-673-4779." o | :

Regardlng your questlon ~2The publlc portal for - anyone to find payments from
manufacturers to doctors is here https [[_peng__ymentsdata cms g_\_/[

I took the liberty of searching" for ih'e doctor's name you provided, and yes, Dr."

Khoury received payments from Medtronic in each of the four years avallable for
searching. Here's the 2016 data: ’
https://openpaymentsdata.cms.gov/physician/8356/payment-information (Note
that you can enly see one year of data at a time. Since there are four years of
data available currently, you have to make sure to click on 2016, 2015; 2014, and
2013 to see all the payments.)

Hope this helps,

. =Joe

Joe Carlson
Star Tribune
612-673-4779

----- Original Message-----

From: Jessica Moore [mailto:juaprmom@windstream.net]
Sent: Wednesday, November 15, 2017 7:12 PM

To: Carlson, Joe <Joe.Carison@stariribune.com>
Subject: Medtronic devise ' T
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. an Profile for GEORGE H KHOURY - Open Payments Data - CMS ; Page 1 of;
wPaymentsData CMS.gov . | Q Search |

Home Search Tool SummaryData Data Explorer Download Data  About " Tsignin

GEORGE H KHOURY.

Allopathic & Osteopathic Physucnans|Neurolog|cal - 2145 HENRY TECKLENBURG DR
Surgery SUITE 220
CHARLESTON, SC 29414-5893

Address shown may reflect one of the following: practice location,
hospital affiliation, or third party billing assignment. Additional
addresses may be found in the NPI Reqistry.

Summary Payment Information : Review or dispute your reported data

O R A e i AL LR 1 e T b TR vy

Payment Type: General - i

g What are the different payment types?
i . .

etk

Year: 2015 [

Top Companies Making General Payments - Collapse this section

MEDTRONIC SOFAMOR
DANEK...

MEDTRONIC XOMED,
INC.

Pie Chart

BOSTON
SCIENTIFIC...

PFIZER INC. |

ST. JUDE MEDICAL, §
INC. b

$0.00 $200 $400 $600 $800 $1.00k $120k $1.40k
Total Payment Amount (USD)

5 Companies Making General Payments Collapse this section
Filter Records Open Fitters
Company Making Payments ' : Total Payments Total Amount : Total Amount (%)
MEDTRONIC SOFAMOR DANEK USA, INC. 12 $1,408.26 82.3%
MEDTRONIC XOMED. INC. 1 $152.96 8.9%
BOSTON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION $124.30 7.3%

https //openpaymentsdata cms. gov/phys1c1an/8356/payment—1nformat10n 34018 Pase 259 1/30/201



]s1c1an Profile for GEORGE H KHOURV - Open Payments Data - CMS o Page 2 of 3

Company ‘Making Payments Total Payments Total Amount Total Amount (%)

PEIZER INC. : _ : 1 . $13.70 : 0.8%

ST. JUDE MEDICAL, INC. A 1 $12.55 0.7%
Displaying records 1-5 of 5. : Records per page: 5
Summary by Nature of Payment Collapse this section

Nature of Payment ' Total Total Total

Payments Amount Amount

(%)

Food and Beverage 13 $1,020.04 59.6%
hvel and Lodging : 3 $691.73 40.4%

What are the different natures of payment?

General Payments Received ' o Collapse this section

Filter Records Open Fitters

Download Data

Company Making Nature of Payment Date Amount Third Party Disputed? Comment
Payment Payment

BOSTON Food and Beverage . 09/08/2015 $124.30 No Third No

SCIENTIFIC . Party

CORPORATION : . . ) Payment

MEDTRONIC Travel and Lodging 01/24/2015 $51.85 No Third No

SOFAMOR DANEK : Party

USA. INC. Payment

https://openpaymentsdata.cms.gov/physician/8356/payment-information 34() Q ﬂ"é’*“ % 5 q 1/30/2018



.ysician Profile for GEORGE H KHOURY - Oé)eur: Payments Data - CMS Page 3 of 3
a

Company Making Nature of Payment - Amount Third Party Disputed? Comment
Payment : Payment

" MEDTRONIC Food and Beverage = 01/23/2015 . $1193  NoThird~ No
SOFAMOR DANEK : ' - Party
USA, INC. _ Payment
MEDTRONIC Travel and Lodging 01/22/2015 $211.68 No Third No
SOFAMOR DANEK ' Party
USA, INC. Payment
MEDTRONIC Food and Beverage 01/22/2015 $114.04 No Third No
SOFAMOR DANEK Party
USA, INC. ' ' ' Payment
MEDTRONIC Food and Beverage 01/06/2015 $19.48 No Third No
SOFAMOR DANEK . Party
USA,INC. . . . Payment
MEDTRONIC Travel and Lodging 01/22/2015 $428.20 No Third . No
SOFAMOR DANEK ) ) : , Party
USA INC. . ‘ Payment
MEDTRONIC Food and Beverage 01/23/2015 $42.99 No Third No
SOFAMOR DANEK o Party .
USA, INC. . ’ ) Payment
MEDTRONIC Food and Beverage 05/04/2015 $55.00 No Third No
SOFAMOR DANEK ’ . Party
USA, INC. : ’ Payment
MEDTRONIC Food and Beverage 09/29/2015 $145.53 No Third No~
SOFAMOR DANEK . ) . Party
USA, INC. N ‘ ' : Payment

Displaying records 1-10 of 16. - 12t ‘ Records per page: 10

OpenPaymentsData.CMS.gov A federal government website managed by the Centers for Medicare &
Medicaid Services, 7500 Security Boulevard, Baltimore, MD 21244

SIGN UP FOR EMAIL UPDATES  Data.CMS.gov OpenPaymentsData.CMS.gov Data.Medicare.gov Data.Medicaid.gov

Data.HealthCare.gov FOIA No Fear Act Privacy Policy. FAQ's CMS contactinfo  Help with file formats & plug-ins

tps://openpaymentsdata.cms.gov/physician/8356/payment-information 3 4( -Q P 2 3G _1/30/2018



ARTICLE:

http://www startribune.com/new-federal-data-shine-a-light-on-medtronic-
payments-to-doctors/313962621/

New federal data shine a light on
Medtronic payments to doctors

Minnesota device maker has become a flash point in a national debate about the
role of money in medicine.

By Joe Carlson and Jim Spencer Star Tribune staff writers

JULY 11, 2015 — 11:22PM

new federal data show that Medtronic continues to pay millions of dollars to doctors

whose research on a controversial spinal product has come into question.

The Minnesota-run company’s spine division, Medtronic Sofamor Danek, paid $60.7
" million in royalties to 79 doctors and their affiliates in 2014, according to the data.
. That includes money that went to the authors of disputed studies of the back pain

treatment Infuse, a product that has sparked hundreds of patient injury lawsuits.

Dr. Ken Burkus, a Georgia surgeon and lead author on six studies that omitted
“adverse events related to Infuse, got $374,000 in royalties last year. Dr. Regis Haid, an.
Atlanta neurosurgeon who led one of the studies, got $2.3 million. Payments for both

were sent to third-party companies; neither returned calls for comment.

Although Medtronic’s propensity for paying royalties is not unique, the Minnesota

device maker has become a flash point in a national debate about the role of money

| 3%(@) Fooa -5/# 7



in medicine. Altogether, Medtronic paid $90 million in royalties in 2014, more than

any other device company in the country.

“The goal of these kinds of fees is to influence prescribing behavior,” said Dr. Michael
Carome, health research director at the consumer ad\)ocacy group Public Citizen. The
Payments are “in the financial interests of the company and the physicians,” he

added, “not in the best interest of the patients.”

Medtronic disagrees. Company officials argue that payments to physicians propel
innovations that relieve pain and promote healing. “When a new technology is used
to improve care and outcomes for a large riumber of patients, it makes sense for a
physician to benefit from their inventive contributions,” Medtronic spokesWoman

Cindy Resman said in an e-mail.

Royalties paid for patented and licensed innovations comprise the Iargesf slice of
payments to doctors, $800 million [ast Year, according to data released last month
under the federal Open Payments program. Seven of the tdp 10 companies or

divisions paying royalties last year sell medical devices for skeletal problems.

One of the most controversial medical products on the market, Medtronic’s bone-
growth system Infuse includes 3 synthetic human protein that has helped tens of
thousands of patients overcome serious back pain but left thousands of others
claiming they were injured. Medtronic'acknowiedges risks like _unexpected bone

growth and sexual'dysfunction in men.

Many questions about Infuse center on the credibility of early research, because at
least 11 studies that omitted key safety data were written by doctors who were paid

millions in royalties from Medtronic.

3%‘(!{) P&Lé«.—(o D}Q



South Dakota neurosurgeon Dr. Larry Teuber is skeptical that all industry royalities are
truly for product development, given the large profits to be made by devicemakers

and hospitals-on orthopedic surgeries like spinal fusions.

“Remember, the markup on these devices is huge,” said Teuber, who used to run a
surgery center in Rapid City. “The reason they pay money is to get these guys to use

their implants. Royalties are just.another twist in the story.”

Critics ranging from Teuber to the national health insurer Humana say that royalty
arrangements can be structured in the orthopedics business to reward doctors for
promoting a device or drug, rather than for inventions that substantively improve a

product.

In an ongoing federal lawsuit against Medtronic, Humana accuses the company of
paying “disguised royalties” to study authors who wrote peer-reviewed journal
articles about uses of Infuse not approved by the Food and Drug Administration.

Medtronic vociferously denies Humana's allegations:

Many of the authors named in the 2014 Humana suit were first identified in a 2012
Senate Finance Committee report that criticized what it called biased Infuse research.

Those doctors collected more than $11 million in royalties from Medtronic last year.

Resman said royalties are common in the orthopedics world because doctors bring

special insight into the sensitive anatomy of the spine.

“These products are often advanced by the physicians who understand the anatomy,
approaches, and placement of these technologies,” Resman wrote to the Star
Tribune. “These inventive contributions are really part of [research and development]

activity that is more unique to spine and orthopedics.”




The scrutiny of Infuse has focused on how Medtronic paid authors and then,
according to e-mails released by the Senate Finance Committee in 2012, edited their
journal articles to make Infuse seem safer and less painful than other techniques to

fuse vertebrae through spine surgery.

More recent studies have turned up risks and adverse events that weren’t reported in

those early studies, even as the spinal-surgery community rapidly adopted Infuse.

More than 6,000 patient-injury claims have been filed in court or are awaiting filing,
securities filings say. Medtronic has paid an average $23,000 per case tosettle 950
cases, and set aside another $140 million for future legal costs. According to patients’

lawsuits, sales of Infuse exceeded $4 billion from 2002 tb 2011.

The FDA approved a narrow use for Infuse in 2002, but journal articles have sincé
attempted to show the benefits and risks of using it in non-FDA-approved ways to
expand its market share. Humana’s lawsuit lists the oft-repeated estimate that at
least 85 percent of the use of the key Infuse component, a bone-growth protein

called BMP, is outside of what the FDA approved.
Examining the data

The proliferation of studies touting these off-label uses, and the tide of studies
showing higher injury rates than first reported, prompted the North American Spine

Society to publish an unusual retrospective of the data last December.

~ The resulting 33-page policy document says many patients getting a spinal-fusion
procedure don’t need BMP. Patients:'who don’t need itinclude healthy people who
are only getting two lower vertebrae fused, most pediatric patients, and patients

~ getting routine fusions of neck bones.

BHE) Paoes 3579



Because of its high cost, Infuse is meticulously monitored by insurers like Humana.

A 2011 study in the journal Surgical Neurology International said hospitals typically
pay $5,000 to $6,000 for a large package of BMP. Teuber said hospitals frequently bill

insurers for-double-or triple what they paid for-medical devices.

Humana charges that Medfronic “expanded BMP sales by paying large amounts of
money to ‘Key Opihion Leader’ (KOL) spine surgeons around the country, many of
whom then published articles, or appeared at special ‘dinners’ or continuing
education-seminars advocating BMP use,” in Ways that were not approved by

regulators.

The company has long denied such allegations. Resman noted that payments to
physicians are based on a:small percentage of sales, and that the amounts are closely
monitored. “We have a lot of oversight in our process to ensure our process of

determining royalties is appropriate and based on fair market value,” she wrote.

California spine surgeon Dr. Charles D. Rosen, co-founder of the Association for

Medical Ethics, said the public debate over such payments is important, and federal

payment disclosures like those last month act as a fail-safe in making the right
decisions for patients. “When you read a paper by a bunch of doctors and it says,

‘This device is good,’ ight start to use it if you know the research is

independent,” Rosen said. “If you find out that all the doctors have royalties and

‘million-dollar consultancies, it doesn’t mean you’re going to rule out the device. But

you will think twice about it because it may be a biased review.”
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Case No. 2018-001842
Thelma R. Garrick

\2
Dr. George H. Khoury and Bon Secours Roper St. Frances

TO:  The Honorable Judges of the South Carolina Court of Appeals
RE:  Results from the operation of 8-20-15 by the Respondents. Again,

without Appellant’s knowledge or permission.

Appell;mt has included copie.s of her wﬁst to show you the progression of the
abnormal bone growth caused by the Infuse Bone Device the Respondents implanted in
her spine. This will happen to any future bones that may be broken or fractured.

As you can see from the other photos of the MRIs or Xrays this abnormal‘bone
(has also been referred to as artifacts and bone mine) growth is throughout the
Appellant’s spine hindering any readings of things that happen to her spine. Without

saying, this does not bode well with the Appellant’s future.

Dr. Khoury or a layperson, anyone, studying these photos cannot say Appellant is

not in pain.
Respectfully,
e e T TP
Thelma R. Garrick, Pro Se '
Itg
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“‘B*‘Wemﬁwmmsw@?ﬂ—-w — NO. .
Number of Services Medicare Denled 7

See dlaims starting on page 3. Look for NOin .
the "Service Approved?® columin, See the last
Pageforhnwtohandleadaneddam

Yoiir Deductible Status _

Your deduictibde iswhsit you st pay for mosthealth ~ Providers with Claims This Penod :
mb@reﬁedicuebegmsmm - 4u|y3a2015

MBM Youhavenowmatyour : _EdishRegimﬁlHea!ﬂ:Sewi

$147.00 deductiblefor 2015.. . _ - August72015 ~

- Be informed! : August 20,2015

'Getyunrl[ licare S Notices (MSNs)ina .CllarlastonAnmsiaGroup

A newandemnngway—dedmmcdelwery'Am August 20, 2015
. your electronic MSNs (eMSNs) monthly at e ‘_@Wmsc L |
WM@W&WMW ——— August20—August33 2015_- TR
save money! meﬁgmp PA )
Need help? Call 1-800-MEDICARE . - - Roper W@ ts _ '
_;(1—800—633-4227)'1‘1‘!1—877—4%2043. - August 20= August 26, 2015 o
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aTheImaRGarrick

Wer Ciims fchartB(Meﬂical lnsurance)

'_ ctherhmlﬁlmrem

_ ' Medicare-Approved Ammmt: Thisis theamoupt a
- provider can bej panﬂﬁ' 4 Medicare sérvice.” ‘Tmaybe

PartBMedxmlInsurancehelps payfordoctors

Defi nihons ofColumns

Service Approved?: This column tellsyou if Medicare
Covered the service.

Amonnthv:derQatged. Thxsxsymrpmvxders -

fee for this sm'mce.

lacsthan the acmal amount the pmdad:atged

- . 5pay380%ofthe _ _
: A'Amonnt Medxcare Paxd: Tins]sthe amount

@

TH!S!SNOTAB!LL(PageSIOk—ié

Yonrpmmderhasagredtoaccq)tthisamountas
fullpaymentfbrcovemdm:ces. Medlcare usually
[edic ,jamount :

Medicare paid your provider. Tlus xsusuallyso% of

the Medlcare—approved amount.

Mmmum YnuMayBeBiﬂed. 'I‘lns:sthe total
- amonntdlepmwdertsaﬂowedtobdlyou and can
include a deductible, coinsurance, and other charges

~ not covered. IfyonhaveMedxmreSupplement

Ins‘uram:e(MedlgapIxﬂtcy)nruﬂmerlrrsurance,xtw
mypayaﬂorpattofth:samount.

' . : . T Service .

Service Provided & Billing Code . Ap:iroved‘l

Dr. Chan, Kam ' . ' .

Established patlent office or other Yes  $14100 $10178 -$7979]  s2036|AB.C

outpatient, visit typically 25 : ‘ R - '

minttes (99213) i

Hemoglobin AlClevel (830360W) Yes 42,00 1321 1295 0.00JA,C,D -

Claim #oz-tszts-asa—zso | | {continued)
_ — “Continued = §

Notes for Claims Above :

A Theappmvedamountcsbasedenaspeaalpaymentmethod.
B This claim shows a quality reporting program ad;ustment.
C After your deductible and coinsurance were applxed the amount Medlcare pald was reduced due to

Federal, State and local rules.

D This service is pa_rd at 100% of the Medicaie appmved amount.

“fog 6o P 2 1 F
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. ThewaRGamick . S "THISIS NOT A BILL | Page 4 of.

July 3ozotsmdkmmmuwmmmmum o
T T “Amount . Medicare-

’ ' ' N " . Service ' ' - Provider ' ‘Approved . -
Service Provided & Billing Code Approved? . Charged Amount
Blood glucose (sugai) lével - - .. - Yes . 1600 . 218

(82947-Qw)

Total for Claim #02-15215-494250 . 419900 SN7A7 - $9488] - 520361

NS
i~

 Service Provsdedé,aming Code
Dr.Pat,tem;n,StevenG.,M.D{ » e e b .
Ultrasound behind abdominal  ~ ~* ~ Yes  $24600 1$10500 “ " $8232f - '$21.00[EFJ
cavity (76770) . - .- . | T CER

Totalfor Claim #02-15222-135-710  ~ $24600 _ $10500 - $82321-  $21.00)1

Nétec forCialmsAbove T
,.-E_-Theappromdamz_;ntiibasgdqngspeciatpaymentrheﬂmd. IR Gl
F After your deductible and coinsurance were apéliéd,_ the amount Medicare paid was reduced due to
Federal, Stateand local rules, SRR B
G A change ir'l;pa'yrﬁent methoﬁs ha§ resulted in a reduced or zero payment for this procedure. -
H This service is paid at 100% of the Medicare approved amount. N ‘

1 We havé sent ydur claim ‘to-‘y‘fdur Medigap insurer. Serid ahyf quésﬁons.reg;rding' your benéﬁis tothem. -
‘Xdu;MedigapinsuterisBCBSOFSOWCAROUNA. o R o
J This claim shows a quahtyreportmgpmglam adjustment. .. .. -

fag- o) e 30714



%‘ ‘ Sewiﬁg_%ﬁ#d'ﬁ"ﬂi"!ng Code- - - Approved?. .

MUV v UYL
| L9T66T T6LLEE

... least 1 body (4250F)

-r

J Dr. Gerding, Rex W, M.D..

- Anesthesia for procedure on spine Yes  $2,12800 $2£1410$222.73 - $56.82[K.L
and spinal cord (00670-QK) 5 N I S
Active warming used ) ™™ Y™
'intraoperaﬁveyfdrthepurposeof S
maintaining normothermia, or at

‘ .

—raren
sttt st

Duration of generalor neuradal .~ K 60t . 000 000 T omolM
anesthés‘ia'éominutesoﬂonger,as' ' ' L T ' g
documented in the anesthesia re

(4255F)

Total for Claim 802 15345956880 Grsagy 8410 $2273|  ssaa)

J
v

K Afteryour deductible arid coinsurance were applied, the arhount Medicare paid was reduced due to -
Federal, State and local rules. : . .

L The approved amount is based on a special payment method.

MThis code is for infqttnaﬁgnaVreporting~pdrpases only. You should not be charged for this code. If there
iSédia’rg'e,yoiidb'not-havetbpaﬁhtaamoqnt._ T - S e

N Wehave sent your claih to your Medigap insurer. Send any questions regarding your benefis to them,
Your Medigap insurer is BCBS OF SOUTHCAROLINA. - 1 o 9o benefits

Te s o @'0“2"“ 7 i



- Service Provideda Billing Code .
Hensley, C.A, ~

- . Anesthesia for procedure on spine . Yes  $207200 528410 - $222.73) i
and spinal cord (00670-QX) ‘ - S

- Active warming used .
_intraoperatively for the purpose of L
maintaining normothermia, or at

least 1 body (4250F) - ‘ _ |

-NO, 001 000 - 000 -, -0.00]qQ

NS

~—~Duration of general or neuraxia Al TN T e 000
A .anesthesiaﬁOmindtesorlonger,as [ A
documented in the anesthesia re
(4255F) .

Totalfor Claim #02-15245-357-010  $2.073.02 s8410 . szl ssemalr

/

O After your deductible and coinsurance were applied, the amount Medicare paid was reduced dueto
Federal, State and local rules. ) e
P The approved amount is based on a spedal payment method. L el
.Q This code is for informational/reporting purposesonly. You should not be charged for this code. If there
isacharge,youdonqthavgtopay_ﬂxeamqunt. e sT o e D
R We have sent your daim to your Medigap insurer. Send any questions fegardin‘g your benefits to them.
Your Medigap insurerisBCBS_OF SOUTH CAROLINA. - : R -

%2@ 40 (‘9 5_—;2 /(%



5" Theima R Garrick o THISISNOTABILL | Page 7
R S o i : S : e
=

o1

ﬁ Service Provided &Billing Code - Approved?
Dr. Anderson, Andrew K.

X-ray of spine, 1 view (72020-26) Yes - $75.00 $7617 . $597 - $j,52 ST
professional charge : . | : :

Totalfor Claim #02-15238026.400 §7500 | $761 sso7) - susafu

4000 39 9000
LITE6T E6LLGE

: @uint _ See

o . " Service Provider  Approved = Medicire IR Notes
‘Service Provided & Billing Code Approved? Charged " Amount - Pald Be Billed LT
Fusion of lower spine bones, Yes  $261960 | 521014  $16475]  $42.03[s.T
posterloror posterolateral ‘ B R i
approach (22612-As) ,
Partial removal of middle spine Yes 181260 @ 7283 5709 1457(s, TV
bone with release of spinal cord - - : e
and/or nerves (63047-AS51) _ . oy e
Claim #02-15237-461-040 T (continued)
. l N
Notes for Claims Above ‘ ..
S The approved amount is based on a spedial payment method.
T Afteryour deductible and coinsurance were applied, the =amct;ntiMed icare paid was reduced due to

Federal, State and local rules. ‘ o T
¥ Yre have sent your claim to your Medigap insurer. Send any questions regarding yotur banefits to them,
 YourMedigapinsurerisBCBSOF SOUTHCAROLINA. | oot
V This surgery was reduced because it was perforried wrthanother surgéry on the same day. ~ -~
ﬁéﬂ—d Go @ A ()2 / %



" {helma R Garrick lSNOTABlLLIPageSofM
August 20, 2015/Roper St Francis Phy Netwk continued... | |
A Amount  Mediare-  Amount 3 See
' ) Service . Provider ‘Approved Medicare SHNEVE Notes
Service Provided & Billing Code - Approved? Charged  : Amount " Paid Be Bifled ..B..e}.?.f..
Insertion of posteriorspinal ~ : -+ - Yes o 124260 10172 79751 - .20.34]w X
instrumentation for spinal ' : i : ‘
stabilization, 3 to 6 vertebral
segments (22842-AS) - :
Fusion of spine bones, posterior or Yes. - 63660 . 5228 4098} 10.46{W,X
posterolateral approach (22614-AS) N L
Computer-assisted spinal o NO j 48720 - . 0.00. 000} 0.00}y
procedure (61783-ASXU) _ _ _
Partial removal of spine bonewith ~ ~ves— 34500 2825 22151 5.65]wX
release ofspmal cordand/nr nerves - o _,M..._ 1.__&”,_.. R

\u-«f°3048_AS) T e e et iRt e ..w—,.—,..'.r.;::-7-'4‘:,;\“.‘":v_.j-%r'-~‘—-—~.-?~. -— S ————

Total forClaim#OZ-15237—461-o4o Tt SsE

$36472 - . $93.05

.F : Yes  $4,366.00 $1§,545.I‘4[ 3121139} $309.03 W, X
post, or.of posterolateral ‘ T S N

approach (22612). ..

Claim #02-1 5237-46‘!—050 (continued)

Notes for Claims Above
WThe approved amount is based on a special payment method.

'—«_X_Afxer—yeurdeducﬁble and.coinsurance were applied, the amount Medlcare paid was reduced due to-

" Federal, State and !ocal rules.
¥ Medicare does not payforan assistant surgeon for thls procedurelsurgery.

z We have sent your claim to your Medigap i msurer. Send any qu&st:ons mgardmg your beneﬁts to them.

Your Medigap insurer is BCBS OF SOUTH GAROLINA.

faéﬂ/ (po@?o? /’7L
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ThelmaR Ga ” _ ' ' S - 'ﬂIBlSNOTrAB'ILLIPageQOﬂJ;f

August 20 201 SIRoper St Franas Pl:y Netwk continued...

~ Amount Medicare—
Service -Provider Approved
_Servioe Prwided&BlIllngCode . Approved?: ~ Charged - Amount °

TYes” ¢ 302100 | 53550 .41983|

- Yes - 2,071:00 - | 74795 - 586.39 1 a0 59 a;B

1.061.00 384.43 30139 76.891ab

91000 . 000 - 000)

Y Bttt A S - e S

81200 | 22854 - 17917} a5.71lab

graftforspmesurgery _ QN_U 72200 | 000 - 0.00] ' 6.0‘0' de

Yes 57500 - .| 20775 16288 = 4155[ab-

(63048). R L _ ~
rotalforcmmsoz-rszn-asrm - L$1353800 $3,64931.-$2,86105] = - $729.87|f

3
i

4L e tem e T T L N et it | et et f N e L i s e o -

NotesforClaimsAbove ‘ ; =
aTheapprmwed:s;mrmrmsbas.e:slﬁma$e€,;,1paym‘m,1 ’ |

b After your deductible and ¢ cornsurance were apphed the amqunt Medtcare pald was reduced dueto.
Federal State and local riiles. '

¢ This surgerywas reduced because rtwas paformed with anoﬂrersurgeryon the same day
~ d Payment is included in another service recervedonthesameiday.
e You cannot be billed separately for this item or service. You do'not have to pay this ameunt. '

§ We have'sent your dasm toyour: Medrgap insurer Send any questions regarding your beneﬁts to them.
Your Medrgap insurer is BCBS OF SOUTH CARGUNA.

@f QOO ¢ 4)’/%
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THIS ISNOT A BILL | Page 10 of 14 .

Service Provided &Billing Code ... Approved? = Charged. | Amount - LFeid
. Dr. Northam, Meredith C, M.D.

- X-ray of chest, 1 view, front - Yes 57500 $902
- (71010-26) professional charge

Total for Claim #02-15236-082480 . . . . $7500 | $9.02  $708] ‘“'§1.80

Amount =5 Medlcare— o wAmoun_
Service . Provider Approved = Medicare
" . Service Providad & Billing Code Approved? Charged ~ | Amount Paid

'Dr.Northam Meredith C, M.D. v' o — o ) . '

Imaging of abdomen (7402026)  Yes $7500 | $1324. si1038]  $2.65|gh
_ professional charge o R S

Totalfor Claim 50215238.028-930 37500 | $1324 . $1038] $2.65

Notes for Claims Abeve _ ;
g Theapprovedamountlsbasedonaspeaalpaymemmeﬂmd.i

h After your deductible and coinsurance were applied, the amoqnt Medlcare pald was reduced due to
Federal, State and local rules.

i Wehave sent your claim to your Medigap insurer, Send any qtiesﬁons regardmg your beneﬁts to them.
Your Medigap insurer Is BCBS OF SOUTH CAROLINA. . -

TR ERUTY LA ek .
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Servics Provided & Billing Code -

THIS IS NOT A BILL | Page 11 of 17

August 21, 2015/Dr. Schneider, Juli L.

Initial hospital inpatient care; -
typically 50 minutes per day

$13359 $

L0000 3O 9000
LOT66T TELLEE

(99222) ’ e
?Augustz:,zmsmr.s.:hne:m Juli L. B : _ . .
‘Subseéquent hospital inpatient care,  Yes 30900 | 10168 7971 - - 20.34jjk
' typlcally 35 minutes per day . . I S i

Totai:far c;aiu_n #02-1 5240-5'33‘676

Servieé 'Pfdﬁdéd & Billing Code

r Approved

T$23527

Amount -

Dr. Rand, John

" €T scan of lower spine(72131-26)
professnonal .charge

$4934

Total for Claiin #02—1 5238-030-310

$49.34

Notafordaims Above

j The approved amount is bawd on a special paymerit method.
k After your deductible and coinsurance were applied, the

Federal, State and leeal rules.

/

| Continued =

TR A

amoqnt Maﬁcare pald was reduced due to

H
i
i

I We have sentyour claim to your Medtgapinsurer. Send any qdesﬁons regardmg your beneﬁts to them.
Your Medigap insurer is BCBS OF SOUTH CAROLINA: ©

¥

A el



 Thelma R Garrick

:

IS NOT ABILL | Page 12 of 44

Service Provided & Billing Code.

" August 23, 2015/Dr. Schneider, JuliL. . . S
* Subsequent hospital inpatient care, ‘Yes  $§216.00 §70.61 $55.36 $14.12im,n
typically 25 minutes per day I I :
(99232) | L
August 24, 2015/Dr. Schneider, Juli L. : 3
Subsequent hospital inpatient care, Yes 21600. | 7061 5536] 14.12{mn
' plcal!yzs minutes per day i ) ) I
- (99&3[) caeabl et —»v R FTeeme e o - - - '. A o o —~_*
Total for Claim #02-15240-538-600 $43200 | $14122°  $11072f - $28.240

_ Service Provided & Billing Code .
Dr. Robards, Jay

X-ray of chast, 2 views, front and Yes
side (71020-26) professional charge

 Total for Claim #02-15240-044-540

51078 $2.16jm,n

$1078 - $8450 ... .$2.16]o.

NotesforClaims Above
mThe approved amount is based on a spec;al payment method

n After your deductible and coinsurance were applied the amount Medicare paid was reduced due to
Federal, State and [oat rules.

© We have sent your claim to your Medigap insurer. Send any questnons regardmg your beneﬁts to them.
Your Medlgap insurer is BCBS OF SOUTH CAROLINA.

1
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TH!SBNOTAB!LL] Page 13 of44~

N unt | Medicare-
. 7 Service . Provider |Approved -

. Service Provided&sﬂling Code ... ' Approved?  ~  Charged -} Amount - = -
'AugustZS,ZOlSlDr.Tumr,KyleA.,DO N e o
Subsequent hospital inpatient care, Yes - $216.00 $7051 - < $5536] - - $14.12)p,q
typscallyzs minuts perday ‘ o
(99232) - e T _

Augustzezmsmr Tumer, KyleA.,Do - ] )
Subsequent hospital inpatient care, Yes 216.00 7061 55.36E 14.12[p,q

day B N . ,
(99232) 1 .
Total for Clalm #oz-1szs1-419-s70 $432.00

Dr.Shuler,\lannBethM. N -
Initial nursing fadility visit, typically - Yes - $97.07] - $24.78p.q;s
- 35minutesperday(99305) R T
. Total for Claim #02-15247-421-790 $97.07} $24.76)r

Notes for Clalms Above
p The approved amount is based on a special payment method

q After your deductible and comsmance were applted, the amount Medzcare pard was reduced due to

Federal, State and local rules.

r We have sent your datm toyou; Med:gap insurer. Send any questwns regardmg yourbeneﬁts to them.
Your Medigap ihsureris BCBSOF SQHTH CAROUNA. o

's This claim shows a quality feporting pmgram adjustment.

88 CO R, e B A g
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: lma - THIS IS NU1 A BILL | FagEIurD

Your Claims for PartB (Medlcal lnsurance)
._;Par!cBM‘ i mllnsutance helps payfor doctors’ .. Your promdethasagreedtoacxeptthxsamount as
services, d1agnost1ctests, ambulance servxces,and L ﬁﬂlpaymentfor covered services. Medicare iisually
_ other health care services. _ - pays 80% of the Medzmre—approved amount...
., Definitions of Columns - Amonnt Medlmm Pald. h:slsthe amount
T Med;carepaldyonr provnder Thlslsnsually 80% of
‘Service Approveds:. Thlsoolnmn tellsyou lfMedimre the M 1 -approved a.mount. s o
covered the service.: R
MaxxmmnYon MayBe]l Bdled. This xsthe tota.l
AmountProvlderCharged. 'Ihxsxsyourprovzders amounttheprovxdensallowedtobdlyouandan
fee for this service.

mchldeadeducuble, coinstirance, aid. other charges
“Kfroved Amount: Thisistheamounta vé §
prowdercanbepmdforaMedlcareserwce. It may be
lessthan the actual amount the provider charged.

Service Provided & Billing Code
Cruz. Marcosl.. M—.D

Centinuous mﬂaoperatwe Yes  $25000 | $3122 52448 $6.24}A,B,C
neurophysiology mpw,ﬁom - i : -

outside the operatingfoom - - Y
(remote or nea (G0453) ‘ ' _ _
Claim #09-15348-071-560 - (continued)-

v et e - R oL e euet T . . - ER R ‘_"_‘""-\

NatesforClaimsl\bge L
A The approved amount Is based ona special payment methoof B
B This daim shows a quairty reportmg program adjustment. :
C After your deductible and coinsurance wefe appked, the amcmnt Medicare pald was reduced due te

Federal, State and local rules.
Toge o /5 a? o

e e e ———— i 2 2 — e o VA o v




Angust20 stlﬂtna, PCconﬁnued...

THISISNOTABALL |Page 4ofs

N

i=_.._. .- )

‘seié"iiia:"rrov':aed '&mn‘mg Code

Provider

‘Charged’

Inseition of needles andskin
electrodesformeasumment and -
recording of stimulated sites in the
ar (95938—26) ptefessiunal chafge

Approved? -
L ' Yés

£ 1,100.00

Needle measurement and ' Yes
- recording of electrical activky of
muscles of arms or legs {95861-26)

profess:onal charge .

- 15.82iD

Total for Claim #09-15348—071-‘560

$2250.00

$154.24

$12092f  s30.85G

- Notes for Claims Above -

R meappxeved amountis based-—onaspecia! payment method. -

£ Thisclaimshows a: ‘quality reporting ’p?b‘gfaﬁa adjustment.
F After your deductible and. coinsurance were

Federal, State and focal rules.

appﬁed,theammthedimmpaidwaMuced dueto

o

G We have sentyour claim.to your Medigap insurer. Send any questlens regan:lmg your benefits to them,
Your Medigap insurer is BCBS OF SOUTH CAROLINA.

GD@ /4?//
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July 17, 2018 N T

Honorable Judge Goodstein

c/o Court of Common Pleas

Charleston County Judicial Center

100 Broad Street, Suite 106
Charleston, South Carolina 29401-9401

Reference: Notice of Motion Scheduling, Motion Roster 285
Case No.: 2018-CP-10-1163 '

Your Honor:

This Notice of Motion Scheduling was typed on June 13, 2018 and I received it on June
18™ :and tried to.contact Ms. Caroline Leonard immediately. Itriedat least four times
and left messages on several occasions into July but she never returned my calls. I
realize that she is very busy in court and only had my telephone number to contact me.

The Notice’s deadline to ask for a continuance request was July 3 at SPM. I did meet
the.deadline witha certified letter that was delivered to:the Clerk of Court on July 2™ at
8:31 AM: with a copy to their attorneys arriving at 8:16 AM. Plenty of time to let
Plaintiff know if the continuance had been accepted prior to July 12", I awaited an
answer that should have been forthcoming from the court. I realize that this was an easy
oout for the-court. Ido not know what transpired because I am‘told that you-and the
Defendants attorney met on the 12, I requested information on July 16® from Ms.
Leonard and she said she would get back to me but has not to this date. I did what the
Notice of Motion Scheduling stipulated but the court did not get back to me. If you
penalize me instead of the court following through, I will appeal. I have two very good
reasons to appeal.

However, originally I had every intention to meet the court date of July 12" until I went
to another (4™ consult trying to get help) neurosurgeon at the Brain and Spine Clinic at
Lexington Hospital. The news was even more devastating than before because of the
damage to the spine when they put in the Pain Distribution Port and the MRI also showed
that the port-has broken into-at the spine causing movement and knife sharp pain, itis
defective.

This doctor wants to perform the following experimental surgery. (He did not realize that
I'would get a copy of his report.) I have briefly given you the facts of the surgery
necessary. Like Dr. Khoury, he did not discuss this with me.

“I have reviewed in detail the risks, benefits, and alternatives. I informed the patient and
family of the fact that not:all medical procedures:and techniques have been studied or
FDA “approval”, and by necessity some procedures and devices may be used in a manner



that has not been studied (considered “off label”). I have specifically discussed with the
patient family the risks of worsening neurologic function, even death, infection,
significant bleeding including injury to surrounding structures. These injuries may lead
to the need for additional surgery or treatment. I have informed them that artificial
devices or products from animal, human, or inanimate origin may be used. I have
instructed them that the devices that may be used are subject to mechanical failure and
may need to be replaced or revised. I have fully described the expected procedure and
ssome possible deviations that:may occur by necessity. Afterthis discussion they have
instructed me to proceed. (NOT) :

“Plan: Revision thoracolumbar fusion with removal of previous instrumentation, Left

+ sided transforaminal lumbar interbody fusion L2-3 possible L.1-2 thoracolumbar fusion T
11-81 right sided transforaminal lumbar interbody fusion L5-S1.specifically with the use
of infuse bone morphogenic protein and other levels and procedures as indicated.” :

After reading this word for word would you let this doctor operate on you? Well, if I had
known the risks Dr. Khoury says he informed me, I would not have let him operate on me
either with only a pinched left sciatic nerve. Irealize now there is no help for me because
of the surgery performed by Dr. Khoury.

With this evidence the court can see what Dr. Khoury, the hospital and his team did to
me; again | reiterate — WITHOUT MY KNOWLEDGE OR PERMISSION. There was
no neglect with the operation it had to have been well planed to have all this already set
up in the operating room on August 20, 2015. And instead of him doing the surgery
-allowed two men, representatives from Medtronic,.did most-of the operation with a
Robotic arm (Medtronic Stealth Navigation System). This comes under Medical Battery.

Yet the Court Justice System condones this action by showing me that since I am not an .
attorney they wish to dismiss my case saying I have no evidence. I have a taped
telephone message and a telephone conversation at my home where he said “I think about
you every night”. Well God is better to -him than I'am because I prayed he would think
about me every moming, every night and every time he went into the operating room.

When I filed this case having no funds to secure an attorney and eliminating every source
for one, I asked to go before an Honest Judge because I did not have the expertise to have
a jury trial but I:am having second thoughts. I have a message and that message is to let
everyone one know what is being done to the elderly people. But first I have to have
closure on the destruction done to my life.

Judge Goodstein, you know me and know that I do not give up when an injustice has
been done. Please do not leta Court’s mistake dismiss this case. Thank you.

Yours truly,

T ek

Thelfna R. Garrick, Plaintiff
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Honorable Julie J. Armstrong

The Court of Common Pleas .
Charleston County Judicial Center

100 Broad Street — Suite 106
Charleston, South Carolina 29401-9401

Mr. Joseph J. Tiemney, Jr., Esquire
Young Clement Rivers LLC

P. 0. Box 993

Charleston, South Carolina 29403
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State of South Caroling
The Cirenit Court of the Fivst Judicial Circuit
. DIANE SCHAFERGOODSTEIN IR -
o

... Ms. Thelma Garrick ... . .. . _
- 195 Crescent Oaks Court
Orangeburg, SC 29115

Ms. Garrick:
I am in receipt of your letter dated on July 17, 2018. Please be advised that this is

considered ex parte communication. Judicial ethics do not allow a judge to have any form of
- -communication with.a party in.an-action outside of the proper setting (whxch in in the courtroom

with all the necessary parties present). ~

Sincerely,

Diane S. Goodstein, Judge
First Judicial Circuit
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August 9, 2018

Honorable Julie J. Armstrong
Court of Common Pleas
Charleston County Judicial Center
100 Broad Street, Suite 106
Charleston, S. C. 20401-940

Reference:  Case #2018-CP-10-1163
Notice of Motion Scheduling, Motion Roster 285

Honorable Julie J. Armstrong:

I am unable to pursue the illegal court hearing and illegal dismissal of my case by Judge
Diane Goodstein at the moment, because of a broken right arm from a fall caused from -
the defective Medtroniq Pain Port-experimental device implanted in.my lumbar spine. .

I will also be pursuing attorneys through the Internet, talk shows, and newspapers,
whatever it takes to see Justice is done; not only for my case but others that have not
come to light here in the South. (The use of the abnormal bone growth by the Medtronic
“Infuse” I believe is wide spread. Yes, I have proof not only verbally but also on an MRI
-and recent CAT :scans of what it.can do.) I.did not need an expert witness because I have
the evidence of what has been done through medical technology.

Also, Judge Goodstein should have recused herself because of an old case where she and
I butted heads. Why did I not say something? I continue to be naive! A judge is
supposed to be impartial to both parties and make discerning decisions accordmg tothe .
evidence presented, not just on an expert witness who gets b1g dollars to appear in court.
(I would not trust:such:a witness.)

I am deeply disappointed in our legal system and will go to every agency to try t6 have
laws changed not to harm people. Our laws are like unto the laws added to Moses’ laws
from God. They help those in power rather than the victims.

Yours,

Thelma Garrick

195 Crescent Qaks Ct.

29115

cc: Dr. George H. Khoury

Bon Secours St. Francis, W. Ashley
Young Clement Rivers LLC
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