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" THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE COURT OF APPEALS

Appeal from Charleston County
Court of Common Pleas

NOV 02 spgy

SCe
Diane S. Goodstein, Circuit Court Judge . ourt OprpeaIS

Thelma R. Garrick ‘ Appellant

Dr. George H. Khoury and Bon
Secours Roper St. Francis W. Ashley Respondents

MOTION DATED 10-28-20 TO BE INCLUDED
INTO RECORD ON APPEAL AND
SUPPLEMENTAL RECORD ON APPEAL
Request of October 28, 2020

New information on FDA notification of 2008 regarding life threatening
complications; and an overview of combined documents, in order, to make case No.

2018-CP-10-163 more easily aceessible. |

Thelma R. Garrick, Appellant Attorneys for Respondents

195 Crescent Oaks Court Young Clement Rivers, LLP

Orangeburg, South Carelina 29115 Stephen L. Brown

803-534-9912 Joseph J. Tierney, Jr.
Russell G. Hines

25 Calhoun St., Suite 400
Charleston, S. C. 29401
P. O. Box 993 (29402
843-577-4000
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TO: THE HONORABLE JUDGES OF THE SOUTH CAROLINA COURT OF

RE:

APPEALS
Information of a serious nature known by respondents before surgery on
Appellant

New information that FDA issued in 2008 a Public Health Notification to
health care providers and surgeons regarding serious, even life-threatening
complications arising from the unapproved (off-label) use of InFuse in cervical
(upper back) spinal fusion.

The Respondents had this information with facts from the FDA in 2008,
and preceded to cut my spine into and insert this BMP Infuse devise that has
caused all kinds of complications, pain and more pain. Please realize this is only
one of the implants. The second implant is the cage in the upper back.

The Isomed pain distribution port in the low_er spine, the rod has broken.
into. Appellant has learned that doctors have tried to remove 14 and 14 people

have died.
Also MRIs have shown loose screws and loose bone fragments in back, as

Well as abnormat bone growth.

Appellant is enclosing two articles as evidence; and would appreciate you
studying them so that you know what I have to deal with every day. The
Respondents have taken twelve good years of my life (and I'hope I do not live the
other ten like the other women in my family. (90, 96, 97, 99,100+1 wk, 102,
Grandmother 107)

AppeHant is in more pain than necessary becanse she does not want to
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become addicted to the pain medication (the only thing I have been told will help
the pain). I must keep a clear head until this case is over, and then I will not care.
1 was 78 (was told I looked 58) but now due to constant pain Appellant looks her
age. Was in excellent shape with exception of pain in the left sciatic nerve. (A
Lawyer informed me that I did not need smger_‘./.) Appeliant looked back at MRI
and he was comect. R&épondem said only way to get rid of pain was to relieve
pressure on the left sciatic nerve. -

Appellant has searched for a patient who has had more than one implant
but have not been able to do so. f‘mm all the Appellant’s research and inhumane
pain she endured, she can only arrive at the conclusion that the Respondents did
not expect her to live but God had other plans. The testing of the Medtronic
- Robotic Arm and financial gainwas;moreimpoﬂant

Appellant has tried to diligently to handle her case with competence, and
zeal, but always with an obligation to the law. Justice, honesty, and avoid any
obstructive conduct.

Appellant thanks the Honorable Judges and Court.

%ﬁn 7<. /&)W.-:ejf
elmd R. Garrick, Attorney, Pro se

10-25-20
Attachments: 2 articles regarding Infuse
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| | _Cpmg(ljegte the form for
INFUSE LAWSUITS Frec esal consuttation.
& MEDTRONIC o
DEFECT INJURY e e e
SETTLEMENTS i
. | En;al_l TolTIoLImITT oI L U
 Telusaboutyourcen !
Cincinnati, Ohio product liability lawyer and medical L ) _
device defect attorney reviewing Continuing Risks with == - o e e
Medtronic’s INFUSE Bone Graft System } {:% 'm not a robat
Itis estimated that several thousand people have been Subrait
injured by Medtronic's InNFUSE Bone Graft system since it i e g e oae e et @ nh
was approved- by the US Foed and Drug Administration
(FDA) in 2002. ‘

The controversial product has been deemed ineffective
and dangerous, and ofiicials

(http-/Avww mpmews.org/story/20Y3/06/1 7/business/medtronic-

infuse} at Yale University, after studying data and credible
research, have said the InFUSE device offers little to no
Beneﬁt.
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. ;ﬁar[y clinical studies, including those reviewed by the FDA,
_shdw the INFUSE procedure has the potential to inflame
nearby tissues and bone. 15 to 20 percent of people who
have had the InFUSE surgery report
http-/Awww.ncbinim.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3717531

regular pain. primarily in the legs and back.

There is also mounting evidence that the graft procedure
stimulates cancer growth, and that higher doses of INFUSE

carry a greater risk for developing cancer.

ManSr thousands of INFUSE recipients, and also most
surgeons, were unaware of these possible risks at the time
of operation. As a result. ongoing legal action

s://th nractic as/medical-device-
litigation/) holds Medtronic accountable for intentionalily
hiding adverse effects from doctors and their patients.

What are INFUSE Bone Grafts?

Bones grafts are pieces of bone or bone substitute that
can replace damaged or diseased bone in a number of
joints and bones in the body. The vast majority of InFUSE
bone graft operations involve the spine. in spinal fusion,
doctors surgically fuse together individual vertebrae, which

is meant to eliminate the irritation of nerves in the spine.

Medical implant companies like Medtronic have
developed synthetic concentrated protein, called bone
morphogenetic protein {BMP), which are injected into the
spine to help the body form cartilage and bone, astensibly
to allevia.te pain.
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PRACTICE AREAS

‘Medical Device Litigation
{https/fhelvonfirm.com/practice-

areas/medical-device-litigation/}

Surqical S e |nju Surngic
Stapler Lawsuits

(https://thelvonfirmcom/practice-
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, litigationfsurgical-staple-injury/)

D fve Catl ical
Device Lawsuits
https/fthelyonfirm.com/practice-
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inci Su a its
DaVinci Injury

(httns-lltheIVonﬁnn.'com‘lpracﬁce-

areasimedical-device-

itigation/da-vinci-surgery-
lawsuits/}

F) Medical Device L
Reviews Defects & Recalls

h Jthelyo co clice-
areas/medical-device- -
litigation/dayton-medical-device-
la T

Cleveland Medical Device Lawyer
areas/medical-device-
litigation/cleveland-medical-

device-la
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While advancements in synthetic bone graft technology
Mirena Lawyer Reviewing IUD &

play a welcome rale in modern medicine, they can cause irth Control Iniu

a myriad of problems, in some cases even, sterility tt elyonfirm.co ctice-
- - - i i
{http-/Avww.nytimes.com/2011/05/25business/25spine.htmi? Mﬁ} T “Eal-d " cet .
i litioatio irena-iud-injury-
- r=1) cancer and death. Bone Graft surgeries are not to be lawyerf}
taken lightly.

) Medical Device Recalls
They should be reserved as a [ast-resort solution to a {https/ithetvonfirm.comipractice-
areas/medical-device-

degenerative spinal condition. in recel there hawvi )
egenerative spinal ¢ n.in ntyears. th € litigatio edical-device-recalls

been reports .
tt ncbinimnih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3717531
. . . . Essure Birth Control Devices
of patients being offered “unnecessary” spinal surgery for Posed Serious Complications
pain alone, without significantly abnormai radiographic h helyonfirm com/practice-
findings. areas/medical-device-
naing jtigatio (- -contro
InFUSE Bone Grafts + linee implant Recall Lawyer &
'ca ~ ns y njury Settlemen
compll tio ) htt helyonfirm.com/practice-
e e areas/medical-device-
- : = L litigation implant-recall-
Bone Grafts are risky, and are associated with 'dangerous fawver,

side effects. By spring 2011, the FDA had received

hundreds of reports of adverse reactions associated with Breast Jmplant Lymphoma

INnFUSE Bone Grafts. Patients have reported the following: Lawsuits
. htt helyonfirn.c ractice-
’ v
'/ Pl madl ot J""‘*)"f""’"“) 'areas/medical-device-
- Back and Leg Painx, litigation/breast-implants-
Infection lymphoma-tisk/)
- Male sterility )
Sexual dysfuction : Zimmer Biomet Shoulder
. . ey 7 , - Implants & Device Injury Lawsuits
Res_plratow failure (M 5’5 i M ttps//th co ractice-
Excessive bleeding’ ical ice-
litigat Zi - et-

- Fetal development problems
‘ P P shoulder-implants/}
- Nerve damage

Urinary problems ,/ .

Possible increased cancer risk /

inflannmatory reactions

Implant displacement and _faiiure/

s el I &



Cloan 4t Rot § ~0o LBH2

- Retrograde ejacufation
Hemia Mesh Injury & Product

Osteolysis {degeneration of bone tissue) ./ ecalls

Abnormnal bone formation / ) fithe co ctice-
areas/medical-device-
- e o o e e i £ Tk == — litigation/hernia- -inju
These represent a large range of health issues. Many
compiications even require a second surgery to correct. Strvker Recalls Defective
o gi Shoulder implant
me studies (https//thelyonfirm.com/practice-
http: nchbinim.nihgov/pmc/articles/PMC3717531 areas/medical-device-
. . . litiqation/strvker-recalls-shoulder-
St e nts
suggest a 40 percent reoperation rate for patients over the implant/

age of 65, with a 20 percent non-age specific reoperation

rate. ‘
LivaNova Heater-Cooler Devices
Injury Lawsuits
The evidence is now clear how risky these procedures can httos: lyo ice-
be. However, since Medtronic and its well-compensated areas/medical-device-
litioation/flivanova/)
research team misled the public, most of these adverse

events were unpublished. The full story .
Hip Implant Defect | awsuits &

i acement Inju

_=0) was not clear until 2011, when independent doctors ¥ (o] .C jc
a medical-device-
litigation/hip-implant-de

htt, Wi co! 11/06/29/businessf29spine.htmi?

came farward with their own observations and studies.

Carefusion AVEA Ventilators
{https://thelyonfirm.corm/practice-

edical-device-
litigation/carefusion-avea-
ventilators/)

INFUSE Lawsuits & Medtronic
Defect injury Settlements

https//thelyonfirm.com/practice-
areas/medical-device-
litigation/medtronic-infuse-
defects])
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Medical Device Corruption

IVC Fiiter Lawsuit
T . - T https:/fthelyonfirm ractice-
. . ' area ic evice-
In recent years, l\fledtromc has faced increased scrutiny for litiqationfive-filter-lawsui
the INFUSE Bone Graft system. In addition to harming ?

thousands of patients with their product, Medtronicis
accused of intentionally hiding dangerous side effects. -
Also, since its FDA approval, there are multiple reports of
clinical investigators receiving generous “consuiting”
payments from the medical product industry, including
Medtronic.

In June 2011, the U.S. Senate launched an investigation
into these alleaations, and revealed that a number of the
researchers received royalties and consuiting fees from
Medtronic.

with the help of an incriminating article published in The

Spine Joumal
Ih_tgg[&v_\rgg.thesgin_ejoumaIonl';ne.com[agj::leiS] 529-9430
{13]00542-1/abstract), the official journal of the North

Arnerican Spine Society. investigators found that
researchers were paid millions to exaggerate the products’

benefits and grossly understate the risks.

The Spine Journal report observed that in multiple
industry-sponsored trials, patients reported ZERC
complications or adverse effects attributed to their own
products. However, documents from FDA documents and
other published data reveais a large gap in adverse '
reactions, and exposes the industry’s “internal
inconsistencies:” which ultimately disregarded patient
safety for profit

as



It Is estimated that Medtronic’s INFUSE system is used in
about 25 percent of the 432,000 spinal fusion procedures
a year in the United States. In 2010, they generated almost

%900 million in sales.

Medtronic has a horrific ethical track record. In fact, the US
Department of Justice {(DOJ) has jnvestigated

https: Justice gov/opa/priminnesota-based-
medtronic-ine-pay-99-million-resolve-claims-co
paid-kickbacks-physicians) Medtronic several times. In
another incident, Medtronic paid $40 million to settle a
case where the DOJ accused the company of paying
kickbacks to doctors as an incentive to use InFUSE and
other similar products..

Unapproved Use of the InNFUSE
System

The only INFUSE Bone Graft surgical technique that is
FDA-approved is a procedure that operates through the
abdomen. This procedure minimizes injury to the back
muscles and nerves. Even so, Doctors have inadvisébly
used InFUSE in procedures not approved ("off-label’) by
the FDA. Complications

hit nebinim.nih.gov/pubmed/21297932)are so
prevalent in some procedufes. that many surgeons who
once performed these operations no longer recommend
it. |

)

in 2008. the FDA issued a Public Health Notification to
health care providers and surgeons regarding serious, even
life-threatening complications arising from the
unapproved ("off-label’) use of INFUSE in cervical (upper-
back) spinal fusion. The FDA received dozens of reports of

¢ g%
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serious complications, including swelling of neck and
throat tissue, which resulted in compression of the-atrway,

and neurological structures in the neck
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. emergency medical intervention. Patients who suffered

these events heeded respiratory support, orevena -/
tracheotomny. The FDA reiterated that “safety and
effectiveness” have not been demonstrated and "these
products are not approved for this use.”

( oendFRo) 001 4R

Medtronic Lawusits

https:f{i1 wp.comfthelyonfirn.com

COl oadsf2015 shutterstock 282701687-

e1447423230546.ipal

Ifyouoralovedonehavesuﬁeredthesideeﬁectsofa

faulty InFuse system, and have questions about the

legai remedies available to improve quality of life and

medical care in Ohio, contact The Lyon Firm at (800)

513-2403. You will speak directly with Mr. Lyon, and he

will help you answer these critical guestions.
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Dangers of the Medtronic infuse Bone Graft

The Medtronic Infuse Bone Graft has been used offlabelin a
number of procedures and has caused serious complications
including cancer, neck sweling, sirvway compression, difficulty
breathing, nerve damage, and other life threatening complications.

Infuse Side Effects: Difficulty Breathing, airway compressian, neck
swelling, respiratory depression, nerve damage, cancer, male sterility,
" death .

Numerous publications have recently reported that the use of the Medtronic Infuse Bone Graft has
been associated with major injuries and damages. Bone growth can become rapid and uncontrolled.
This bone graft has also been assodated with many types of @ncer. Off{abel use can also result in
severe neck swelling, difficulty breath, swallowing and speaking because of airway compression. The
bone growth may cause nerve injuries or severe pain in the extremities. Some patuents have
reported infertility as a result of the |mplant. 1.2 r

FIND MORE LEGAL ARTICLES

Recent investigations have discovered that these bone grafis
tave been used for off-fabel use and serious complications
have resulted. The off-dabel use involves implantation in the SEARCH
lumbar or cervical spine. Further, surgeons with significant '
financial ties to Medtronic allegedly failed to disdose these
complications in dinical trials and studies. 1,2

Type any word(s)

Both congressional subcommittees of Congress: and the US Deparﬁ'nent of Justice have issued
subpoenas to Medtronic relating to off-label use of the Medtronic Infuse Bone Graft. Chairman of
The Senate Finance Committee, Senator Baucus and Senator Gmssleywmte a letter to Meduronic in

June 2011 stating: -

Dedlcated to your Legal Issue
Have a Unique Legal Issue? Network of 100's, Find an Attomey foryour Case.
LawHelp.co

B X

“Last year, the Milwaukee Journal Sentinel reported that a Medtronic-funded study published in 2004

Fage g A
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found that 75% of bone morphogenetic protein 2 (BNIP-2) patients experienced ectopic bene growth,
where potentially harmful bone growth accurs outside of the fusion area. The authors, who had
financial ties to Medtronic, ‘conduded that although not desirable,’ the ectopic bone growth ‘did not
appear to have an il effect on the patients’ However, in a separate 2008 study conducted by
physicians without financial ties to Medtronic, “neurological impairment occurred®in five patients
who had the same ectopic bone formation.

According to the New York Times, a recent study found that men treated with Infuse developed a
condition that causes temporary or permanent sterility at a far higher rate than men who received a
bone graft.’ This link to sterility was not reported in the original Medtronic-funded study. in addition,

the Milwaukee Sentinel Journal reports that one author of the original study, Thomas A Zdeblick, an
orthopedic surgeon at the University of Wisconsin School of Medicine and Public Health, received
‘more than $23 million in various royalty payments from Medtronic since 20027 in addition, Zdeblick
also s the editor of the joumnal where o of the Infuse papers that failed to mention the link to
sterility] were published.

We are also concerned that other severe side-effects of Infuse and similar bone-growth products
developed by Medtronic may have been unreporied or under-repo in dinical literature. Réports
have linked Infuse to potentially fatal swelling in the neck and throa&’and radiating legpajn.v/ ’
Cancerns have also been expressed about a potential link to cancer.” 2,3

The Cormittee went on to request a score of documents and payment records.

Rudolph F.X. Migliore, P.C. is investigating cases of patiemts who received a Medtronic Infuse Bone
Graft off-labet and have suffered serious side-effects including neck swelling, airway compression,
many types of cancer, uncontrolled bone growth, arm and leg pain and male infertility. ifyouora
loved one have had a bone graft and suffered complications contact our office today for a free case
evaluation at 631-543-3663 and visit migliorelaw.com/dangerous-medical/medtronic-infuse-bone-

graph.

With over three decades of experience, the law firm of Rudolph FX. Migliore, P.C. is well positioned
to help victims of Medtronic Infuse Bone Graft. The firm has handled over 1,200 product liability
cases and works with co-counse! to obtain major verdicts.

Rudolph FX Migliore, P.C.

353 Veterans Memorial Highway

Commack, NY 11725

(631)-543-3663

MiglioreLaw.com

1. online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052702303627104576413663395567784.htmi

2. pharmalot.com/2011/06/spinal-tap-congress-investigates-medtronic/

3. finance.senate.gov/newsroom/chairman/release/?id=a7e974b6-b4b6-4e2c-a738-edefac30fcbe
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TO: THE HONORABLE JUDGES OF THE SOUTH CAROLINA COURT
OF APPEALS

RE:  Overview of Case No. 2018-001842, attachments enclosed.

Appellant has incorporated into this Motion (Motion to include Medical
Information and Overview) most of the events that lead up to the Dismissal in the
Lower Court, Case No. 2018-CP-10-1163. I trust with this overview of the case it

will help to have access in one place during the decision making process..

Respectfully submitted,

Pl B Pk
Thelma R. Garrick, Appellant, Pro se

trg/October 29, 2020

Please Note: Appellant’s records submitted are already on file.

o1 4



APPENDIX(es)

1. Motion to Dismiss YCR File 3810-20180252

2. Motion, Rebuttal to YCR 3810-20180252

3. Notice of Motion Scheduling

4. Motion and Order Information form and cover sheet
5. Proof of Delivery

6. Continuance Request SCCA233 June 30,2018

7. Transcript of Record

8. YCR letter to Judge including Defendants/Respondents
Order to Dismiss

9. Expert Witness

Page 1 of 1

Please Note: Records above are nothing new. They are already a part of
Case No. 2018-001842.
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TQ: MR.JOSEPH Y. TIERNEY, JR., ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANTS
_ M. Ticmey states that I have not proved praféssional neglipence. (Plaintiff has
ot used Professional ctiquette or logl verhisge bt bave used verhose).

The enly negligence in this case is Dr. Kboury, Defindint, neglected to tell
Plaitiff he e chemped the opesation from a fusion tn Yelicve pressarc on the loft sciatic
nerve to using Plaintiffas a “guines pig”; used in biological experiments. 1 believe I have
preen this and will-again in fhis Rebital.

Defendant’s actions, again, were without my knowledge or pesmission. (He knew
Twould neveragree. See Operative Report incheded in Stusmoons snd Comuplaint ) With
premeditation; knowingly, villingly, and with intent to bsrm (becanse without Plainfiff
being in pain Defendant conld not successfilly test the distribrtion post implanted
in the Lumbar) proceeded with His experimention.

(Pege10£6)

STATE OF SQUT CARQLINA ) mmo&mmmm,% A
. ) 4}0 K
COUNTYOFCHARIESTON )  ININTHJUDICIAL CIRCUIT B Pos
.. - . &Y% A
: o DS =
THEIMMAR.GARRICK, - )  CASENO.2018CP-10-1163 N %
' ' L oY
PLAINTIFF, | G
Vs, RERUTTAL TQ YCR 381020180252
DR GEORGE H. KHONRY, BON ) MOTION TO DISMISS
SECOURS ST. FRANCIS, WEST )-
ASHIEY )
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The Plsintift hes been accused by Mr Tiemey that she did oot niiify the

Defiidunts fhat she was going to Sl suit against Defoniants. The Defindants kosw
Plaintiff wes very unhapyty and researching recards at the Hospital. Deébra Janes. Risk
memh%mwmwﬁmmm
tefore Sfing date. The Plainiif befieves notification was accomplished by foremnding a
copy of the Summons anil Compldint. Ofher than receipt of the Motion to Dismiss =~ —
Plainiff has not heavd anything from the Defendants or their aitomey. The Plainiff took
“this action of Dismissal Hoe you would swet eqpot ox fiy beeause of their aunsyunee or
- insfmificamge, There has beem 10 contost for mediation,

Ths Plaintifthas in her possession all modical records, hat were given to her over
time, some contradictnry from carfiertoports. Falsn know the person who gave me the
M‘mmmmlﬁmmmﬂmhqﬁmLmAhﬂmmmwmmmy
Signature and s not eventhere.
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they did 0ot vorhad they ever had a Donnell, ¥ went back to the release and reslized that

o pesven v citolly MirsDumld, sfgod o Dok, Tho teo wiployows (gamm

withheld) knew he smgery I 'was supposed 1o huve becanse I had asked them what was

all the writing at top they wanted me to initial when all I was sopposed to have was a

fusion to relieve the left sciatic nerve. '

. Whmaﬂwingdaﬁ”s given 1 would like to Subpoena the following emplayees
of Bon Scconss St. Francis, West Ashley: Melasie MacDonald, Circnlater: Donna
Anesthesia: snd Summer Landexs, PA_. Also question defendant, Dr. Geoge B Eboury.

' Plaintiffhas heen advised by two surgeons thst they cammot kelp ber hecanse
removing the port wonld be e than pattiog it 0. The secand opininn simpean greeted
me by saying, “I thoeght you vould bo in & wheel chair: They cut you in Irif, spiit you
open. and shtered yonr whole back? Then he introduced Himself, He: told me be conld
ot el me that removing fhe fmplant vould be worss then puifing it in. Thicking, not

The flind is aﬁhﬂiﬂlmﬂlﬁ!em- (Itﬁdmtkmwﬂ:’smﬂillmmed
m.mm&mﬁnnmﬂmﬂm mpm.mmmy’s mmsehad
h@dmﬁmllﬁﬁs uﬁnemé-l&lﬁaﬁﬁxmmgmeﬁmmmmd

(page3 of6)
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tae to get beck o them within twenty-fixr honrs with a dfeto operate). Breach of trst
mmkmwmmmmﬁﬁa

Ho. 1) Gb back to Dr. George HL Khoury, 2,) Let him give me the shot (to see if the port

Wworks), 3,) Get me.an attremey and sort it ct. Or, 4) Go home and leam to Five with the
m@mh&mmwlmmmhmmmm |
em'ﬁnt_&mﬁathedid;:btdo.) Thave 2 witness who vall testify.
'ﬁe%’nﬁﬂ’s?&khﬂmmﬁfmmmmwﬁhm
Deurosurgeon and a Pain Chinic. m%lhw%hsmme '
¢ven see me even though T had an appointment. T'was told that he was rot taking
mmmmwnmmmmmxmmmm.
Idnnnthnkﬁn:anyhdpbemofnnﬂmy’ssmm)
mmmmy,ml’dmmymm&mammm
mmgmmﬂmmmmmlﬁmkmwoﬂhemgay. 135 going to be put
On & tape reconder to bring to.Comt. The message: MM&WMW
wllmgbmkmtﬁngmmguy Ican tell you what implants yon have if yon want to
sive me a cll back. I yom want the repoets from the hospial they ire probably
mmmm a call and et me know what you want ™
'ﬂ!ﬁmndﬁmtmitﬁmaﬁﬂ. He called back that aftemnnon, and we had 2
long discussion. Twill not go ixto everyfhing but T i make notes. Ho detiod whutho
Mdmhmﬁedebmhﬁaaﬂmmmmhﬁﬂmljmﬁdm
mmmlmdﬂmmmnmﬁmofhis

(Pages of6)
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mmw::gﬁmﬁ:mm anﬁwmmdmhmehlk&hmmm
mmmdaﬂmhﬂﬁtmwm He said he wented me to come in aud 1et
him give me the shot. Enalmmdmm,mﬂﬂtdim&mmﬁlbymnmingameof
sorews. He used sofl persuasive wands, psychology trying o fntimidute the Fiuff
Flaintifl told him she conlid never trust him again bt he acted like he did not hear and

mﬂhhmmmmmﬂmdm&emmmﬁmmt

D Khonry’s mese, Shenvy, called twice. The first call Tmissed, message Ieft s
for me to call and gave number. The second time she calted on Mrch 26, 2018, she said
she bed callod fie Ds. Koy to.mske: me an appointmest. My anserer was that Eilt i
“was ot wiso i this time’™. “The amswer was not taken well becase T had o repeat
twice.

mﬂxmmmg-mmmamﬁﬁemmmm
on4-13-16nfien of ihe 3-3-16 MR Also copics of all repesis,

mxﬁyanﬁemmmm@wwhm
shrugged it off. The jolt to my spine thet canses extreme pein when T fum aver ot night ar
mmmmmmuwﬁ@@mmammm
mmmmmmmnhmgmmﬁﬁmmﬁsmhm
emmonﬂnmﬂmtismmingmmﬁn. The pain I endure every day T

w@dmwhgnwmmﬁﬁshmdaymmhmm Yask myself
wwwﬂmm&mmmwyﬂ,&ammﬁmw Ftrust
and have fith that same good will come from my soffixing.

( Page5of®
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'Msfsantammlmamlwb&mwiﬁﬁﬁehwmm

Itis shout a Ductor who took cuntrol of s, my body and put 1z n 2 st where
Tiad o chace in ey thing be did with it. ¥ foel violated Bl rape vietim mnst foc: |
do rst knw exacély what was dome oty body. D, Khoury siid he enly patinarod.
andtmmdmhgmmlmmmm ¥he did not operste any more then that
mmvhtﬁmmWwymmﬁnﬁsmw

THELMA R GARRICK, PRO SE PLATNTIFF
195 Cresoent Qaks Court

Orsngeborp, South Carolima 29115
Telephone: £03-534-9912

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING: Ehersby certily that a copy of the fimeguing rebuital s
wmmmmmmmh@mmwmggwﬂﬁng
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MOTION TO DISMISS

Emmediately after filing Summons and Complaint for Respondents their Attorney
filed a Motion to Dismiss. (Copy enclosed)

Copy of Rebuttal and Motion to Dismiss their motion also enclosed., Clearly the
Attomey misinterpreted reason for filing




LOMINON Iicas
&/ Charleston County Jiidicial Center

&mnmd Street 2 Suité 106
Teston, SC 29401-9401

Thelma R Garrick -
195 Crescent Oaks Court

Orangeburg, SC 29115

TR am e

———— e

NOTICE OF MOTION SCHEDULING

June 13,2018

- - Motion "MDISMS - Pitffs Rebuttal Motion o Dismiss” for Case: Z0TFCPT00II63 < Thetma— — - - ——-
R Garrick VS Dr George H Khoury , défendant, et al has been added to the following

‘Motions Roster:

285 - MOTIONS ROSTER - JUDGE GOODSTEIN '

5

‘This hearing of this motion has been scheduled for 7/12/2018 at 10:00 AM.

HEARINGS WILL BE BEFORE JUDGE GOODSTEIN IN COURTROOM 3E
PLEASE SUBMIT ALL MEMOS THREE DAYS PRIOR TO THE HEARING.
- THE DEADLINE FOR CONTINUANCE REQUESTS IS TUESDAY, JULY

3rd at 5PM

PLEASE CONTACT CAROLINE LEONARD, NON JURY DOCKET COORDINATOR AT
ccleonard@charlestoncounty.org IF YOU HAVE QUESTIONS.

Mail Notice To:

r

@M’"

W

/7'

e amner v L P S S O

o 'l'hclmaRGamck
19SCreseenth]:sComt

Orangeburg, SC 29115

Common Pleas

Charleston County Judicial Center
100 Broad Street - Suite-106
Charleston, SC 29401-9401

P - e e —————

If you have any questions regarding the schedunling of this motion, please contact the courts at:

Respectfully,

Julie Armstrong
"Clerk of Court

' (843)958-5000

50
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.. DR. GEORGE H. EHOURY and

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) .
) Couxt of Common Pleas

COUNTY OF CHARLESTON Case No. 2018-CP-10-1163

THEIMA R. GARRICK,
Plaintiff,
frs - Transcript of Record

BON SECOURS ROPER ST. FRANCIS,

Defendant.

5;

July 12, 20is

‘II

BEFORE: -

THE HONORABLE DIANE S. GOODSTEIN

APPEARANCE:

JOSEPH J. TIERNEY, JR. ‘
Attorney for the Defendants

Karen V. Andersern, RMR, CRR
Circuit Court Reporter
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‘right?

MR. TIERNEY: Good morning, Your Homor. -

THE COURT: ' Good morning. Give me one second. All
right. Now, you are héfé alome?
. MR. TIEREE!: Iapparenf:lya_mherealnne.

THE COURT: All right. BAnd this is No. 59; is that

Okay. All right. 2nd this is a pro se plaintiff, us.}
Garrick. Do we know that Ms. Garrick received notice of
today's lgerflring?‘ ' ]

'THE CLERK: She did. .
THE COURT: Ms. Garrick, are you presemt? I'm lodkind

for Thelma R. Garrick. Okay. She did récéive notice? -
THE CLERK: She did. '
TﬁE COURT: . I.J.stenmg to -you.
MR. TIERREY: Thank you, Your Honor. First of ail, by..

way Of ibtroduction, my name is Joe Tierney. I represent

Dr. George Kinouxy, who is a neurosurgéon here in town. B&And I

also represent St. Franeis Hospital in this mattéf filed by

Thelma Garrick. .

K Zf.‘n -addition i:o notice being pro_v:i.ded to Ms. Garrick,
she also filed several responsive pleadings in this matter and
was aware of tlié fact that a motion hearing was _gé:-i:ﬁg_ to take
place today.-

The issue of the case is as follows. Ms. Garrick has

alleged professional negligence, medical malpractice against

- b e
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‘professiopal negligence action, you have to do the affidavit. .

‘You have to do the notice of intent._ You have to jump through

Dr. Khoury and against St. Francis Hosg;ita_li She actually
filed cemplaint in this matter. | Rather than file an answer an
behalf of the hospital .and Dr. Ehoury, ;we filed a 12(b) (1)
motion to dismiss because Mrs. Garrick has alleggd in her -
complain.t some highly technical issues that had to do with
neurosurgery, in partic_:ul_ar,. cervical surgery that Dr. Khoury
performed. We filed a motion to dismiss based on the Medical
Malpractice Reform Act, or Section 15-79-125 of the South

Carolina Code, wh:.ch states that if you are going to file a

all the imops..
THE COURT: She did not do that?

- - MR. TIERNEY: She did not do that. T sent her = copy
of the statﬁe and told her this is the reason for the
argument. Because in her rebnti.—el]. Tilings — I understand
she's a layperson — she states, well, there is negligence, and
She goes A, B and C. 2nd I told her, no, b& you have to

follow the statute and then you can make all those arguments.

So that's why I'm here today seeking a dismissal of
the case for lack of jurisdiction for her failure to follow thel
staknte.

THE COURT: Very well. The statute is not optional.
It is mandatory. You must have an affidavit. You must file

your notice of intent. 2And you must have that initial

By 65
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medi:ation. And Y gather none of that has occu_rred.
" MR. TIERNEY: MNone of that has occurred, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Very well. Then dismissal is then
appropriate. If you m.ll preparé an order for me.

MR. TIERNEY: I will. '.Ifhank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: And be sure you put in there for me,
Mr. Tiérney, that the plaintiff was potified and did not
appear. .

MR. TIERNEf: Yes, Your Honor.

. TBE COURT: And that despite that, that this matter .
was not dismissed on the‘basis of her failure to appear, but
you went fdﬁia'rd- and argued your motion and merits of that
motion, so that ‘it is clear that this matter has been dismisseq
on th-e merits. i

MR. TIERNﬁf: Yeé, I"w‘i].lﬂb ti:lat-

THE COURT: Merits meaning the procedural -

MR. TIERNEY: Procedural requirements of the statute,
yes. Thank you, Yoﬁr Honor.

THE COURT: Thank yt;n-

P {¢hereupon, proceedings are adjourned.)
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. true, accurate and complete Transcript of Record of the

CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER

I, RKaren V. hndersen, Registered Merit Reporter,
Certified Realtime Reporter forhthe State of South Carolina at

Large, do hereby certify that the foregoing transcript is a

proceedings.
I further certify that I am néither related to nor

couns_el _'j_.:or any party to the cause pending or interested in the -

events thereof.

Begf: Sterec er.tt Reporter
m'ﬂsﬂ Real‘hma Reporter
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July 16,2018

mMdem

. Honorsble Diwne S. Goodstein

mmwm«cmmm
PO.Box234

Re: WMEBLG@EM Bon Scoours St. Freneis West

Ashley ~
CaseNos znm-mn-nm

Dear Jodge Goodstein:
m;mmmwmumﬂmmm

; mﬂaﬁ&wm‘ﬁbﬁ)ﬂMMﬂ&hmwﬂmsﬁe

nmmamﬁmmmaummm

. I fhis Oviler meets your approval, plcase sign where indicaled and retam to
w!&ﬂnmuhwm:mpﬁmm&mm

Mmmﬂm&lymmmymﬁ—‘m&m Tlmﬂ:
you inadvance for your consideration.

'With kindest regands, 1 am

-
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' STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA .} INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) _
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON )} NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
THELMA R. GARRICK, }- .CASENO. 2018-CP-10-1163
' : ) :
_ ) )
PLAINTIEF, )
) . .
Vs. ) DEFENDANTS’ ORDER GRANTING
_ ) MOTION TO DISMISS
DR. GEORGE H. KHOURY ANDBON ) . s
SECOURS ST. FRANCIS WEST ) < Gg =
DEFENDANTS. ) | gg o T
) i g% = T
. 3
mmwasbeﬁueﬂmcomtonlulyn,mmunammm#ﬁlﬁﬁbﬁlf et

of Defendants George H. Khoury, M.D. (“Dr. mmmﬂmdaons@ms&mm‘gm
Hospits! (“BSSF") (bereinafter collsctively refred to 25 “Defindants"). Present at the hearing
was Joscph J. Tieméy, Jr., counsel for the Defendants. The Plaintiff, Thima R. Gemick, was
provided notice of the date and time of the hearing but was not present'at fhe hoating, After
;-.L considering the pleadings, arguments of counsel, and relevant South Caroling statutes and case
- 1w, | by GRANT the Deféndants’ Motion to Dismiss.

T U7, T T e W W W W T T e e e - —,\"

- Factoa) and Procedural Backeronnd
On March 5, 2018, ﬂxel’lainﬁﬁ’"ﬁled a Summons and Complaint in which she asserts

- allogations of medical negfigenos the Defendmnts. The allegations in the Complint relate to 2
C back surgery performed by Dr. Khoury and allegedly negligent care and treatment provided by
-' ‘ . the nurses and other non-physician staff at BSSF. The Plaintiff alleges that she has sustained
" injuries and suffered damages as a result of the actions of the Defendants.

#




On March 22, 2018 the Defendants filed 2 Motion to Dismiss the PleintifP's Complaint
for filure to comply with S.C. Code Ann. §15-79-125. Tn pertineat pert, S.C. Code Am. §15-
79-125(A) provides that “fp]rior to filing or initiating a civil action alleging injury or death as a
result of medical malpmetice, the plaintiff skall contemporanconsly filz @ Netice of Intent to
File Suit and i affidavit of an expert witxess, subject to the affidavit reguirements estobished
in Section 15-36-100." (emphasis addad) Section 15-36-100{C) provides, in pertinent part, that
[f = affidavit is not fled within the period specified in tis subsectionand the defendant
against whom en affidavit should bave betn filed alleges, by mation to dismiss —that the plaintiff
has failed to file the requisite afiidavit, the complaint is subject to dismissal for failure to state a
claim™ The Plaintiff filed a pleading entitfled Reburtal to YCR 3810-20180252 Motion to
Dismiss o1i Apsil 3, 2018.

1 find that the PlaintifPs Complaint alleges medical negligence against the Defendants
and as such the Plaintiff is requived to comply with S.C. Code Ann. §15-79-125. S.C. Code Ann.
§15-79-125(A) provides, in pat, that “Tplror to filing or initiating a tivil action alleging injary
or death as a result of medical matpractice, the plintiff skall contemperancsnsly fite a Netice of
Intent to File Suit and an affidavit of an expert witness, subject to the affidavit requirements
established in Section 15-36-100"

Iﬁnﬂkg@?!aﬁﬂiﬁ'haﬂ&lamofmmﬁh&ﬁtwﬂsaﬁmam
expert witness es required by S.C. Code Am. §15-79-125(A) and therefore T find that the
Pluintiff's Complsint is subject to dismissal in aceordance with S.C. Code Am. § 15-36-100(C)
amd Rule 12{B)(6) of the South Carofina Rules of Civil Procedure.

o
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] it is hereby ORDERED @t fhe Flainiffs Comphint is hercby
wiffaoud— 259
dismissed-girprejudice in accordanse S.C. Cods Am. §15-36-100(C) and Ruls 12()(6) of e
smm-mdmmﬁnmmmmgmmmmy Defeadants’
Motion to Dismiss is hereby GRANTED. )
AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

L

Wa@m

' Diane Schafer.Goodstsin

Caroling
Datet: 7 = .
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EXPERT WITNESS

Respondents Attorneys also indicated that she bad no Expert Witness to prove her
medical condition. Appellant still continues to seck an Independent Medical Opiion but
110 0ne wanis to get involved in a lawsuit to date. She hopes by the time of the hearing
shewﬂeiﬂwrhavemexpmtwﬁnessmmturmaﬂiﬂaﬁtmsubsmnﬁmhermndiﬁm

Appeltant is enclosing three documents from three well-known and respected
REUroSUrgeons. Twoa:ehon&tiﬁﬂxeiropﬁﬂonsandangn—mediealpersonmsee
'Appellantwasputinmcnnsmntpainﬁomt-hesmgay. The third is a (Medtronic)

neurosurgeon who lists an even larger experimental surgery as how to help the Appellant.

1. Dr. Drye, neurosurgeon now evaluates patients before sending
them to a surgeon on staff. When he saw Appellant he exclaimed,

“I thought you would be in a wheel chair, they cut you in half, split
you open and altered your entire spine”. In his report to my
medical doctor he could not imagine a doctor doing the kind of
operation Appeliant had without patient knowing and indicated so
in the diagnosis. He also told Appellant he could not help her and
would not see her again for her to even ask questions on how to
care for herself. Also in this report he said she should have known
I'would bein pain. (Verification of constant pain.)

2. Dr. Friedman, neurosurgeon, The Guy L. Odom Professor of
Neurological Surpery, Department of Neorosurgery, Duke
University stited afier studying all the x-rays, CT scan and MRIs
said, “I cannot tell you whether forther intervention will be of any
benefit to you™. This was before the broken rod and knowledge of -
the Infuse device. (An appointment was made with Dr.
Richardson, Orthopedic surgeon. Anafﬁdavltofthatmtbya
wilness is enclosed.)

" 3. Dr. Gunter, nearosurgeon at Lexington Brain and Spine Clinic said
he could help me with a seven-hour operation. Assessment:




4. instrumentation failure with a pseudoarthrosis.”

“J have reviewed in detail the risks, benefits, and alternatives ™
(He really did not, Appellant found out from this report.)

“T have informed the patient and family of the fact that not all
medical procedures and techniques have been studied for FDA
‘approval’, and by necessity some procedures and devices may be
used in a manner that has not been studied (considered “off 1abel™).
I have specifically discussed with the patient and family the risks
of worsening neurologic function, even death, infection, significant
bleeding including injury to surromnding stractures. These injuries
may lead to the need for additional surgery or treatment. Ihave
informed them that artificial devices or products from animal,
hamin, or inanimate crigin may be used. I have instructed them
that the devices that may beé used are subject to mechanical failure
. and may need to be replaced or revised. Ihave fally described the
expected procedure and some possible deviations that may occur
by necessity.”

Plan:

“Revision thoracolumbar fasion with removal of previous
instrumentation, Left sided transforaminal lumbar interbody fusion
L2-3 possible L1-2 thoracolumbar fusion T 11-S1 right sided
transforamingl lumbar interbody fasion 1.5-S1 specifically with the
use of infuse bone morphogenic proicin and other levels and
procedures as indicated ™

Dr. Gunter sent my records over to Lexington Hospital to one of
the Medtronic Technicians who was in the operating room on
Augnust 20, 2015 doing most of Appellant’s surgery, and training.

Appellant would no more agree to this surgery than she wonld have Dr. Khoury’s
experimental surgery. Appellant is in a royal fix with pain and other problems but at
least I am not dead yet.

(Enclosed three doctors signed opinions,

An affidavit of a witness and
Certain risks of the Infase Device)
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March 14, 2018

Dr. Rendall G. Drye, MD
Midlan&Spne&Nemosmg:mlsmm
1930 Blanding St.
Cohmuhia, South Carolina 29201

Refirence: Your comments and report
ofmy visitof May 17, 2016

1 am still astopished when I read your report to my doctor dated May 19, 2016. Your
assumptions without concrete evidence were unbelievable. My multiple operations were
a spinal stenosis surgery (refemred by my medical doctor, D James H. Branson, J. who
has retired); and the second was to repair a ruptared disk almost immediately afier the
spinal stcnnsis surgery that still left a problem with the left sciatic perves and the third
surgery was affer suffering with the left pinched nesve for approximately four years went
back to the same surgicon for some type of treatment. (I believe people make mistakes
and have always given doctors this out 2ll of my Jife.) For six months I tried, even things
1 was altesgic to, to keep from having surgery but the surgeon said surgery was the only
way to comect. Y went into the hospital thinking I was finally going to get relief. .

And,yes,wnhthgsmguylihongnlwashavmgllmdhupedmbepamﬁm It has
taken me over two years to piece together what this surgeon did to me, with the latest
being Yanary 4, 2018.

When I came to you 1 knew nothing other than what the surgeon was saying, “Your body
is rejecting what I put in you™, That was when be showed me the distribation port (still
do not know the exact name) and explained how it worked. He said, “1 need to remove it
but yon will have to take a shot fixst™ 'Iheslmthc:ngstamdsﬂm;lamhlgﬂyaﬂagm
to0. An appointment was made for me to come back on April 18, 2016. When Tkept this
appointment the surgeon staged the biggest cover-up I had ever scen. He showed me an
MRI (not the one actually dore on 3-3-16 of which you did not get a carrect copy either)
and when I arpued back and forth with him about it not being the comrect MR becanse I
oﬂyhaﬂmemmmm}Bhewouldﬂnugmday,“ﬂnsxsaﬂlhave” 1
really think he thought becanse I was old ks could talk me into anything. There is so
mnchmmemﬂns,ﬁkeﬂnhypudmmcncaﬂeqmﬁyshppedmmywpmtbeﬁneany
of my family was called back. Before the nurse answered my question about what she
wes giving me I was ont. They had e sign the release on the way to the operating room
under sedation. Also no medical repoit lists any medicine before going to the operating
mombutﬂmexsnothmgwnmgwlﬂlmymemmy
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Anyway, during the back and forth with the surgeon, and he wanting meto give him a
dateforsmgaymﬂhmgmldmeto get a second opinion. Thus my coming to

Yon gave me the first hint that there was more to the sorgery than the surgeon had told
me. You, and spasms and cramps below my shoaldess. So very discosraged one day 1
thought about what you had said when you entered the waitivg room, before you even
introdnced yourself to me. ' You said, “1 thought you would be in a wheelchair, they cut
you in half, split you open and altered your whole back with the massive surgery.” Isat
there stunned apd shocked again and 1 failed to ask you questions. I did not even know
what to ask at that point.

. 1thought, what did be mean cut moe in half? I remembered whete 1 could get some
answers and contacted Medicare asking them to forward the verbiage from the surgeon’s
billing. From this report I leamed that my spine had been severed but could not find a
reason. Now I'was more in shock than ever. The surgeon who did not care about me at
all wanted to give me shots to test the port, and if that did not work remove this port from
my body no matter the damage. (A navigation system — Robotic arm — was used in this
surpery 1 leamed the lstier part of 2017.)

Afewmmnhslata'lwnmﬂwdasmgeunﬂEtwasaﬁmdmNmﬂlCamhnaandmdcm
appointment with the orthopedic surgeon. 1 did not know nor was told they were
affiliated with my doctor and bospital. He had contacted the surgeon without my
pemmission before I amrived. He tock x-yays of my entire spine, and that is when I foand
out I bad a cage around the area where the spine was severed. Now I know 1 have a port,
a cage, and my spine was severed. But severing the spine and just grafiing it back
together did not make sense to me.

This surgeen in N. C. gave me four options (witnessed by my niece):

1. Go back to the surgeon.

2. Let him give me the shot.

3. Getmealawyerand sortitoutor

4. Go home and leam to live with the pain.

Another disappointment. They got canght bt are detexmined to test the port ox remove it
1o matter what happens to me. That is another fear for me.

I still was not satisfied so I started looking further snd this led me to two reporters who
had isseed a repost on the manufacturer. There was litigation and massive lawsnit of over
&mpmplemﬂnmﬁﬁnﬁm”(mﬁm@mMﬁ)MMam
mgmeaedlmmmthatmhmmﬁmempmyaﬁeﬂnmhmkpmnsmgay
Thousands of patients claimed permanent, debilitating injuries. ¥ prayed this had not
happened to me but why pray afier the fact? 'Ihcnmufaﬂma'ahmﬂedtomon
Jmmytmlaﬂm“lnﬁm”lmdbmnsedonmysmm
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Dr. Drye, as God is my witness I never agreed to this massive surgery. This sargeon
called me at my home last week and wanted me to come in and falk, let him giveme a
shot, and talk about surgery. I told hizn I would never trust him but he still had his mose
mnmsunpmap;mnhmﬂeem_dﬂmﬂmmaonlypmmmdmdmwews
into my body. He denied sevesing miy spine and grafting it back together. He indicated
that the screws were cansing my pain and conld be remoyed. (Is e talking about the
three screws stobilizing the port?) I asked him how he could use the “Infisse” onme
knowmgﬂ:eoumomeﬁnsomany? Hesaui,“lmnalloftheume.” I wonder how

I will not even discuss the pain! 1t is so much worse than when Iceme toyon. Life as 1
knew itis over. BuotItell myself there are those who are muech worse off than you are.

- At least you have a good mind.

The reason 1 am writing to you I am not sure why after reading over your report. Buttwo
mswﬁvemgbkmthnmdﬂeof&smghtlhavemﬂ:meﬂwﬂhﬁeﬂmughlshuﬂd
write to you. So to gt this off my mind I am doing what 1 have been told. If you realty-
ioolaedatﬂxemlyouknowﬂmtthemsmmhnnnmmtﬁnsmbﬂmhon Ilmve

into patients and also found whexe he was paid to do so.

'Wili you look at the CT Scan and see if the screws being removed would be advisable or
can they be semoved? .

Inmddmﬁrmmmﬂmamﬁmmwhmmmmdﬂw
room and first s me becnise 1 feel it was an honest one. Quote (Thave an excellent
memmyasdidmy I3 _ __aﬂheaged‘lﬂﬁ.) “Iﬂmmhtynnwouldbema
wheelﬁam,thwcutyunmlmtﬁsphtyuuman&aﬁaﬂdwuﬁﬁlﬁohba&wﬁa
‘méssive surgery.” Knowing the troth will you do the right thing?

Thank you Dr. Drye for at least puifing me on the right trail of what all was done to me in
a surgery that was without my knowledge and withont my permission. What they did to
me was a crime, premeditated, willingly, hmwmglywﬂhnnmttohannmﬂmﬂmy
conld test experimental devices.

ﬂnsmmabmhnnaymdnﬁegulymlwmtdlymﬂmlampmgﬂnsme
representing myself. 1 know I am not an attomey nor do I claim 1o be but someone has to
stop wicked people who do hamm becanse of greed. 1 am asking the judge to make a
decision in this case, not a jury. He may even throw out the case. 1 expect nothing but
pray for closing and pesce. May your good beart allow you to do the right thing?

Yours A
ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%
1915 Crescent Oaks Ct
Orangeburg, S. C. 29115
V75
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Tuly 19, 2016 -

Ms, Thelma Garrick -
1913 Francis StreetNE .
Orangeburg, SC 20118
Dst.Ga_.ﬁ&, ’
Thanks for your nots. Itlod:stomc-asifynurs;ﬁnasimi_smismmdywmﬂm& My

slrongsugastmnisﬁmuunseemufqm_ experts here st Doke. Dr. Richardson certainly
falls in that category. mmmmwmm.mwmmmmm

folks do mﬁgwmmmmm&ﬂppﬁmﬁmes@hgm
mequkhgggmmlmotwﬂymwheﬂﬁﬁnﬂmmmmwmhnfmmﬁt

o you.
Be well,.

TAING 3007 = Dorbian, NE jf%- ﬂ@ﬂ@l—ﬁ;ﬂ « Bx{518)681-7672
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June 30, 2018

Dr. Brett Gunter

Lexington Medical Park 3 '
155 North Hospital Drive, Suite 200
West Columbis, S_ C. 29169

Hom,ﬁmmmmmmmﬁemnm,mofﬁdrdm
Notknawingofmyexlmivemuh,lmghtmmmecﬁngﬂﬁsmy,evm )
saying I broke the rod aiteching this a;mfmmﬂdeﬁmmmyspineﬁm&adofaﬁnﬂﬁng
the material of this implant is defective. 'Ihepmtisnntﬁianimn.'l‘naniumasyonknow
isusedinmohmsteeLﬁMﬂw:ﬁﬁnnmdisalmﬂmm

ImmetoyouﬁrrassishnoehdﬂmninhgifMemmyﬂtmnﬁvemﬁvingwimPain -
the xest of miy lifi: and for no other reason. Twnoﬂudocmasdidnotmumnm_ﬂsmgay
andmldmﬂmtmoyingﬁxepmtwnuldbemmeﬂmnpuningitin;andlahnostdied
then, Ymﬁdmmﬂmﬁmydmgammyh@ﬁmﬂﬁshnk@m&mhmm
noaltmﬁvehihesmgayyuuap!aiﬂ&dinhmﬂpdﬁmn. I beard loud and clear
that with snrgery there are no guarntees.

This experimental sutggety has changed my entire life not only health wise but also
monetarily, and there will be closare of some kind. They picked the wrong litile ole lady
this time for their experiments! People in South Carofina need to know of the

SXpexin inn on eldedy people. They want to break a new frontier: I will make them
famous! ' '

Faith and trost in your doctor, afier faith in Ged, is paramonnt to a patient’s'recovery. I
had that kind of fuith until 8-20-15. Therefure, I catiirot be your patient. 1 wish you

Yours truly,

Thelma R. Gasick
fe
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE COURT OF APPEALS

Appeal from Charleston County
Diane Schaffer Goodstein, Circuit Court Judge

Appellate Case No. 2018-001842 Nay -
Circuit Court No. 2018-CP-10-1163 02 sn9p

Thelma R. Garrick Appellant

Dr. George H. Khoury and Bon
Secours Roper St. Francis W. Ashley Respondents

Supplemental Record of Appellate Motions dated 10-28-20. Appellate requests
that these two Motions be made a part of the Supplemental Records on Appeal, and has

deposited a copy of the same in the United States Mail on October 30, 2020 addressed as
follows:

PROOF OF SERVICE
Young Clement Rivers, LLP
Attorneys for the Respondents
Thelma R. Garrick, Appellant
195 Crescent Oaks Court Mr. Stephen L. Brown, Esquire
Orangeburg, South Carolina 29115 Mr. Joseph J. Tierney, Jr., Esquire
803-534-9912 Mr. Russell G. Hines, Esquire

25 Calhoun St., Suite 400 (29401
P. O. Box 993, Charleston, S.C.
29402 (Yelephone 843-577-4000)

Ms. Jenny A Kitchings, Clerk
The S. C. Court of Appeals

1220 Senate Street

Columbia, South Carolina 29201
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