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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

gg&KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Admin- *
istratrix of th STATE OF *
DOROTHY M. SROCK, Individually*

and on Behalf of the NEXT OF
KIN of DOROTHY M. SROCK,
Plaintiff
-vs- No. 00,@3_} Y,

*

*

*

%

*

. *
55%08015 REGIONAL MEDICAL %*
CENT%5§§GEORGE PALMER, JR., *
D.0. ®REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL  *
CENTER, PC, an BERT L. *
VARACALLO, MD, *
*

Defendants

i TYpe of Action:
© Civil

. Type of Pleading:
- Praecipe for Writ
of Summons

y ~ : Filed on Behalf of:
F“_ED Plaintiff
BiAY 2 & %00
~ Wiliam A. Shaw

Piothonotary

Counsel of Record for this
Party:

Samuel Cohen, Esquire
Supreme Court I.D. 27544

117 South 17th Street
Suite 2010 ‘
Philadelphia, PA 19103
(215) 636-0400

Py

L,
: \

. w.f‘i



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Admin- *
istratrix of the ESTATE OF *
DOROTHY M. SROCK, Individually*
and on Behalf of the NEXT OF *
KIN of DOROTHY M. SROCK, *
Plaintiff *
*
-vs- *  No.
*
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL *
CENTER, GEORGE PALMER, JR., *
D.0., REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL *
CENTER, PC, and ALBERT L. *
VARACALLO, MD, *
%

" Defendants

PRAECTPE FOR WRIT OF SUMMONS

*

TO THE PROTHONOTARY:
Please issue a Writ of Summons upon the above-captioned
Defendants: .

DuBois Regional Medical Center
100 Hospital Avenue
DuBois, PA 15801

George Palmer, Jr., DO
c/o DuBois Regional Medical Center
100 Hospital Avenue
DuBois, PA 15801

Reynoldsville Medical Center, PC
5 North Third Street
Reynoldsville, PA 15851

Albert L. Varacallo, MD
c/o Reynoldsville Medical Center, PC
5 North Third Street
Reynoldsville, PA 15851

Date: 525/ e By ‘é;;p1bo&gl C;ggza/\.

Samuel Cohen, Esquire
Attorney for Plaintiff
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY PE VAN ﬁ

CIVIL ACTION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Adm. of Estate

of DOROTHY M. SROCK, individually,
and on behalf of the NEXT of KIN of

DOROTHY M. SROCK

Plaintiff(s)
SUMMONS
No: 00-623-CD
vs.

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER,

GEORGE PAIMER, JR., D.O.,

REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER, P.C.

and AILBERT L. VARACALIO, M.D.

Defendant (s)
To the above named Defendant (s) you are hereby notified
that the above named Plaintiff(s), has/have commenced a Civil Action

against you.

Date _MAY 25, 2000

William A. Shaw, Prothonotary
Issuing Attorney:

Samuel Cohen, Esquire
117 South 17th Street
Suite 2010
Philadelphia, PA 19103



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Adm. of
Estate of DOROTHY M. SROCK,
individually, and on behalf of the
NEXT of KIN of DOROTHY M.
SROCK,

Plaintiff,
VS.

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL
CENTER, GEORGE PALMER, JR.,
D.O., REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL
CENTER, P.C. and ALBERT
VARACALLO, M.D.,

Defendants.

FILED

TN 14 7000

Wiliam A. Shaw
Wigrothonotafv

CIVIL DIVISION

No. 00-623-CD

Code:

Issue No:

PRAECIPE FOR APPEARANCE
Filed on behalf of Reynoldsville

Medical Center, P.C. and Albert
Varacallo, M.D., Defendants

Counsel of Record for This Party:

- Marian Patchen Schleppy, Esquire

PALD. # 72880

GACA MATIS BAUM & RIZZA
Firm #983 .

300 Four PPG Place

Pittsburgh, PA 15222-5404
(412) 338-4750

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

@)

e
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Adm. of
Estate of DOROTHY M. SROCK,
individually, and on behalf of the
NEXT of KIN of DOROTHY M.
SROCK,

CIVIL DIVISION

No. 00-623-CD

Plaintiff,

VS.
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL
CENTER, GEORGE PALMER, JR.,
D.O., REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL
CENTER, P.C. and ALBERT
VARACALLO, M.D.,

Defendants.

PRAECIPE FOR APPEARANCE

To: William A. Shaw, Prothonotary and Clerk of Courts

~ Kindly enter our appearance on behalf of Reynoldsville Medical Center, P.C. and Albert Varacallo,
* M.D., Defendants, in the above captioned case.

This case will be handled by Marian Patchen Schleppy, Esquire.

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED.

GACA MATIS BAUM & RIZZA

NW\.\”% \«-QL‘IMA-\

Marian Patchen Schleppy, Esqmre

PAID # 72880

Attorneys for Reynoldsville Medical Center, P.C. and
Albert Varacallo, M.D., Defendants

300 Four PPG Place
Pittsburgh, PA 15222
(412) 338-4750



LN

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, the undersigned, hereby certify that I served a true and correct copy of the foregoing Praecipe for
Appearance upon all counsel of record b).r United States, First-class mail, postage prepaid, this /D?%‘ay Qf June,
2000. '

Samuel Cohen, Esquire
117 South 17 Street

Suite 2010
Philadelphia, PA 19103

GACA MATIS BAUM & RIZZA

Marian Patchen Schleppy




FILED

JUN 714 2000

114 90‘
Wil »m:hw <

Prothonotary mMBv



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA .

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Adm. of
Estate of DOROTHY M. SROCK,
individually, and on behalf of the
NEXT of KIN of DOROTHY M.
SROCK,

Plaintiff,
VS.

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL
CENTER, GEORGE PALMER, JR.,
D.O., REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL
CENTER, P.C. and ALBERT
VARACALLO, M.D.,

Defendants.

FILED

William A. Shaw
Prothonotary

CIVIL DIVISION

No. 00-623-CD

Code:

Issue No:

PRAECIPE FOR RULE FOR

COMPLAINT

Filed on behalf of Reynoldsville
Medical Center, P.C. and Albert
Varacallo, M.D., Defendants -

Counsel of Record for This Party:

Marian Patchen Schleppy, Esquire
PALD. # 72880

GACA MATIS BAUM & RIZZA
Firm #983

300 Four PPG Place

Pittsburgh, PA 15222-5404
(412) 338-4750

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Adm. of CIVIL DIVISION
Estate of DOROTHY M. SROCK,

individually, and on behalf of the No. 00-623-CD
NEXT of KIN of DOROTHY M.

SROCK,

Plaintiff,
V8.

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL
CENTER, GEORGE PALMER, JR.,
D.O., REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL
CENTER, P.C. and ALBERT
VARACALLO, M.D.,

N’ N N S N N N S N N N N Nt N S S

Defendants.

PRAECIPE FOR RULE FOR COMPLAINT

To: William A. Shaw, Prothonotary and Clerk of Courts

Kindly issue a Rule on plaintiff to file her Complaint within twenty (20) days.

JURY TRIAL - DEMANDED

GACA MATIS BAUM & RIZZA

0 YUY R N T

Marian Patchen Schleppy, Esquire

PA ID # 72880 '
Attorneys for Reynoldsville Medical Center, P.C. and Albert
Varacallo, M.D., Defendants

300 Four PPG Place
Pittsburgh, PA 15222
(412) 338-4750



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, the undersigned, hereby certify that I served a true and correct copy of thg foregoing Praecipe for Rule
for Complaint upon all counsel of record by United States, First-class mail, postage prepaid, this N%hay of June,
2000. '

Samuel Cohen, Esquire
117 South 17" Street

Swuite 2010
Philadelphia, PA 19103

GACA MATIS BAUM & RIZZA

73V Mméﬂm—ﬁw

Marian Patchen Schieppy
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JUN 14 2000
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Prothonotary 4,

to 9& Schleppy o
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Adm. of Estate

of DOROTHY M. SROCK, individually

and on behalf of the NEXT of KIN of

DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Plaintiff(s)
vS. No. 00-623-CD

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAIL_ CENTER,

GEORGE PAIMER, JR., D.O.,

REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER, P.C.

and ALBERT VARACALIO, M.D.,

Defendant

RULE TO FILE COMPLATNT

TO: Plaintiff(s): KIMBERLY M. MILLER,

YOU ARE HEREBY RULED to file a Complaint in the above-captioned
matter within twenty (20) days from service hereof, or a judgment of non

pros may be entered against you.

William A. Shaw, Prothonotary

Dated: June 14, 2000
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Adm. of
Estate of DOROTHY M. SROCK,
individually, and on behalf of the
NEXT of KIN of DOROTHY M.
SROCK,

CIVIL DIVISION.
No. 00-623-CD

 Plaintiff,

VS.

\—/vv-vvvvvvv‘.
-

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL
CENTER, GEORGE PALMER, JR.,
D.O., REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL
CENTER, P.C. and ALBERT
VARACALLO, M.D., - , ‘

g S A g

Defendants.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
TO: PROTHONOTARY OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY

Please take notice that on the 19TH day-of JUNE, 2000, we served a Rule upon
Plaintiff's attorney, Samuel Cohen, Esquire.

GACA MATIS BAUT

| ' " By: é/ /// / % .
FILED —  mpmm s

Attorngys for Reynoldsville Medical Center :

JUN 23 2000 , ~ P.C. and Albert Varacallo, M. D.,
. ‘ ' - Defendants
William A. Shaw ,
-PmthonOtary Gaca Matis Baum & Rizza

‘ 300 Four PPG Place _
. Pittsburgh, PA 15222-5404
: (412) 338-4750
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Adm. of Estate

of DOROTHY M. SROCK, individually

and on behalf of the NEXT of KIN of

DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Plaintiff(s)
vs. No. 00-623-CD

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER,

GEORGE PAIMER, JR., D.O.,

REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER, P.C.

and ALBERT VARACALIO, M.D.,

Defendant

S

RULE TO FILE COMPIAINT

TO: Plaintiff(s): KIMBERLY M. MILLER,

YOU ARE HEREBY RULED to file a Complaint in the above-capticned

matter within twenty (20) days from service hereof, or a judgment of non

ol N

William A. Shaw, Prothonotary i

pros may be entered against you.

Dated: June 14, 2000




IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix

of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Individually and on Behalf of the Next of
Kin of DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Plaintiff

VS.

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER,

GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.,
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER,
PC, and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD,

Defendants

I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT A TRUE AND

CORRECT COPY OF THE WITHIN WAS

MAILED TO ALL COUNSEL OF RECORD

THIS 29" DAY OF JUNE, 2000.

.

Atfosrieys forFlamed De[{endants

No. 00 -623 CD

ISSUE:
PRAECIPE FOR APPEARANCE

Filed on Behalf of Defendants,
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL
CENTER and

GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.

Attorney of Record for These Parties:

JOHN L. McINTYRE, ESQUIRE
PA I.D. #28015

PFAFF, McINTYRE, DUGAS HARTYE
& SCHMITT

P.O. Box 5633

Hollidaysburg, PA 16648

(814) 696-3581

FILED

JUL 03 2000
Mgy

V\ﬁlliam‘ /g\/ Slﬁ?w

Prothonotary

vo C/C

&



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix : No.00-623CD
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY M. SROCK, :

Individually and on Behalf of the Next of

Kin of DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Plaintiff
vs.
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER,
GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O,,
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER,
PC, and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD,

Defendants

PRAECIPE FOR APPEARANCE

TO: PROTHONOTARY
Kindly enter my Appearance as counsel of record for Defendants, DUBOIS
REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER and GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O., in the above-

captioned action.

PFAFF, McINTYRE, DUGAS, HARTYE
& SCHMITT

LA AT
By /Z\/

tiorneys fof Defendants,

BOIS REGIONAL MEDJCAL
ENTER and GEORGE £ALMER,

JR., D.O.
John L. Mcintyre, Esquire
PA I.D. #28015
P.O. Box 533

Hollidaysburg, PA 16648
(814) 696-3581
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix :
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY M. SROCK, :
Individually and on Behalf of the Next of

Kin of DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Plaintiff

VS.

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER,
GEORGE PALMER, JR.,D.O.,
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER,
PC, and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD,

Defendants

| HEREBY CERTIFY THAT A TRUE AND
CORRECT COPY OF THE WITHIN WAS
MAILED TO ALL COUNSEL OF RECORD
THIS 12" DAY OF JULY, 2000.

Totvn LML e, Sflwa

Attorneys for Named Defendand/

No. 00 - 623 CD

ISSUE: PRAECIPE FOR ISSUANCE OF
RULE TO FILE COMPLAINT

Filed on Behalf of Defendants,
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL
CENTER and

GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.

Attorney of Record for These Parties:

JOHN L. McINTYRE, ESQUIRE
PAL.D. #28015

PFAFF, McINTYRE, DUGAS HARTYE
& SCHMITT

P.0. Box 533

Hollidaysburg, PA 16648

(814) 696-3581

FILED

JuL 13 2000

William A. Shaw
Prothonotary



KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix

of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Individually and on Behalf of the Next of
Kin of DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Piaintiff
vs.
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER,
GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.,
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER,
PC, and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD,

Defendants

COPY

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF
CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

No. 00 - 623 CD

PRAECIPE FOR ISSUANCE OF RULE TO FILE COMPLAINT

TO: PROTHONOTARY

Please enter a Rule upon the plaintiff, KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix -

of the Estate of Dorothy M. Srock, Individually and on Behalf of the Next of Kin of Dorothy M. Srock,

to file a Complaint in the above-captioned action within twenty (20) days of the date of service of

said Rule.

PFAFF, McINTYRE, DUGAS & HARTYE

T, L M T fee
Attorneys for Defendants ‘
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL
CENTER and GEORGE PALMER, M.D.
JOHN L. McINTYRE, ESQUIRE
PA ID# 28015
P.0. Box 533 -

Hollidaysburg, PA 16648
(814) 696-3581

RULE TO FILE COMPLAINT

AND NOW, this [34/ day of

plaintiffs to file a Complaint as above.

qg Q% , 2000, Rule is entered on the

Prothonotary



JU 2000
&m wuw ruto
W

illiam A. Shaw

Prothonotary ﬁ@“
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Admin-
istratrix of the ESTATE OF
DOROTHY SROCK, Individually
and on behalf of the next of
kin of DOROTHY SROCK,
Plaintiff

FILED

haw
No. 00-623-CD William A ShS

-Vve-— P‘O‘hono‘ory

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL
CENTER, GEORGE PALMER, JR.,
DO., REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL
CENTER, PC and ALBERT L.
VARACALLO, MD,

ok %k %k ok ok O %k ok % ¥ F o F *

Defendants

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE
I, R. Stuart Auber, Constable, being duly sworn
according to law, depose and state that Plaintiff's Writ of
Summons was personally served by me upon an Emergency Room nurse,
accepting service on behalf of the Defendant, George Palmer, Jr.,
DO, 100 Hospital Avenue, DuBois, Pennsylvania on the 30th day of
May, 2000.

RITA LA —

R. Stuart Auber

SWORN and SUBSCRIBED to before me this /'fﬁvday of « l[,d% , 2000.

Clearfield OOWW

My Commi on Expires Mar. 24, 2003

Tramier, Pennsylvania Association of Nntaries







IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Admin-
istratrix of the ESTATE OF
DOROTHY SROCK, Individually
and on behalf of the next of
kin of DOROTHY SROCK,
Plaintiff

-vs- No. 00-623-CD
DUBOIS REGIONAIL MEDICAL
CENTER, GEORGE PALMER, JR.,
DO., REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL
CENTER, PC and ALBERT L.
VARACALLO, MD,

JUI. 1 4 2000

William A. Shaw
Prothonotary

* % % ¥ %k % ¥ ¥ N X ¥ N ¥ F* %

Defendants

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE

I, R. Stuart Auber, Constable, being duly sworn
according to law, depose and state that Plaintiff's Writ of
Summons was personally served by me upon Dawn Long, RN, accepting
service on behalf of the Defendant, Albert L. Varacallo, MD, 5

North Third Street, Reynoldsville, Pennsylvania, on the 30th day

R ol

R. Stuart Auber

of May, 2000.

SWORN and SUBSCRIBED to before me this /Q/?bday of \j]L/i , 2000.

%ﬁxz W,ZM/A)

7/
Notardal Seal
Nancy Collins, Notary Public
Pike Twp., Claarfield County
My Commission Expires Mar. 24, 2003

Aember, Pennsyivania Association of Natarias
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

ll

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Admin- * .. 0/ pipAAse
istratrix of the ESTATE OF *
DOROTHY SROCK, Individually  *
and on behalf of the next of *
kin of DOROTHY SROCK, *
Plaintiff  * Attes
* - Prothonola
-vs- * No. 00-623-CD
* N
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL *
CENTER, GEORGE PALMER, JR., *
DO., REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL *
CENTER, PC and ALBERT L. *
VARACALLO, MD, *
Defendants *
JUL 14 2000
AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE William A. Shaw
- I Prothonotary

I, R. Stuart Auber, Constable, being duly sworn

according to law, depose and state that Plaintiff's Writ of

Summons was personally served by me upon Robert McKee, Personnel

Director, accepting service on behalf of the Defendant, DuBois

Regional Medical Center, 100 Hospital Avenue, DuBois,

Pennsylvania on the 30th day of May, 2000.

RIIA LA~

R. Stuart Auber

.y , ,
SWORN and SUBSCRIBED to before me this /&' day of ﬂé{¥ , 2000.

Apnoy Collina

V

tarial Seal

Collins. Notary Public
Plke wp., Clearfield County

My Commiss slon Expiras Mar. 24, 2003

nemnar, Pennsylvania Association of Motaries

™

e "Mﬁ‘“thxs o beatug 1
- aeoryofthe o ignal,



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Admin-
istratrix of the ESTATE OF
DOROTHY SROCK, Individually
and on behalf of the next of
kin of DOROTHY SROCK,
Plaintiff

-vs- No. 00-623-CD
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL
CENTER, GEORGE PALMER, JR.,
DO., REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL
CENTER, PC and ALBERT L.
VARACALLO, MD,

* % ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ * F F ¥ ¥ ¥ *

ILED

JU 142000

William A. Shaw
I, R. Stuart Auber, Constable, being duly sworn Prothonotary

Defendants

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE

according to law, depose and state that Plaintiff's Writ of
Summons was personally served by me upon Dawn Long, RN, accepting
service on behalf of the Defendant, Reynoldsville Medical Center,

PC, 5 North Third Street, Reynoldsville, Pennsylvania, on the

R ATl

R. Stuart Auber

30th day of May, 2000.

SWORN and SUBSCRIBED to before me this ZQ mday of \]Zé[% , 2000.

{/ Notarial Seal
CMMagﬁfvﬂﬂh
Pike Tw cwa °°"'2'4‘V 2003

My Commis
Member, Pennsylvania Associgtion of iotaries




Williom A. Shaw
Prothonotary

TR



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix

of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Individually and on Behalf of the Next of
Kin of DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Plaintiff

VS.

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER,

GEORGE PALMER, JR,, D.O.,
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER,
PC, and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD,

Defendants

| HEREBY CERTIFY THAT A TRUE AND
CORRECT COPY OF THE WITHIN WAS

No. 00 -623 CD

ISSUE: |
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE OF
RULE TO FILE COMPLAINT

Filed on Behalf of Defendants,
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL
CENTER and

GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.

Attorney of Record for These Parties:

JOHN L. McINTYRE, ESQUIRE
PA I.D. #28015

PFAFF, McINTYRE, DUGAS HARTYE
& SCHMITT

P.O. Box 533

Hollidaysburg, PA 16648

(814) 696-3581

MAILED TO ALL COUNSEL OF RECORD.——""

THIS 14" DAY OF JULY, 2000.

Attornéfis #or Named Defendants

FILED

JuL 17 2000

William A. Shaw
Prothonotary



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix : No.00-8623CD
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY M. SROCK, :

Individually and on Behalf of the Next of

Kin of DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Plaintiff
VS,
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER,
GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O,,
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER,
PC, and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD,

Defendants

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE OF RULE TO FILE COMPLAINT

TO: PROTHONOTARY
You are hereby notified that on the 14™ day of JULY, 2000, Defendants,

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER and GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O., served a
RULE upon the Plaintiff by mailing the original of same via First Class Mail, postagé
prepaid, addressed to the plaintiff's counsel:

Samuel Cohen, Esquire

KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C.

Suite 2010

117 S. 17" Street
Philadelphia, PA 19103



PFAFF, McINTYRE, DUGAS, HARTYE
& SCHM| 7

Attorngys for Defendants,
DUB@IS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER
aﬁ GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.

John L. Mcintyre, Esquire
PA 1.D. #28015

P.O. Box 633

Hollidaysburg, PA 16648-0533
(814) 696-3581



FILED

JUL immg
__@ kﬂm‘_mw:m\.m@ﬂp
ro ono Q §



THIS IS NOT AN ARBITRATION MATTER.

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

AN ASSESSMENT OF DAMAGES HEARING WILL BE
NECESSARY.

RULE 238 DELAY DAMAGES DEMANDED

KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C. ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF
By: SAMUEL COHEN

ATTORNEY LD. NO.: 27544

117 SOUTH 17th STREET

SUITE 2010

PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103

(215) 636-0400

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY SROCK CLEARFIELD COUNTY
Individually and on Behalf of the Next

of Kin of DOROTHY SROCK

VS.

: NO.: 3-
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL :

CENTER, GEORGE PALMER, JR ., D.O.
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER : , JuL 17 2000
P.C. and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD
Vitiiam A. Shaw
CIVIL ACTION COMPLAINT  Prothonotary

COMES NOW, Plaintiff Kimberly M. Miller, i Administratrix of the Estate of i
Dorothy M. Srock, individually, and on behalf of the next of kin of Dorothy M. Srock, by her
attorney Samuel Cohen and, Katz, Cohen & Price, P.C., and desiring to recover compensation
as permitted by law due to the negligence, carelessness, recklessness and malpractice of
Defendants avers in support thereof the following:

1. Plaintiff Kimberly M. Miller, is an adult individual who ws duly appointed
Administratrix of the Estate of Dorothy M. Srock by the Registrar of Wills of Clearfield

County and who is a citizen and resident of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania residing at 511

South Main Street, DuBois, Clearfield County.




2. Defendant DuBois Regional Medical Center is a corporation organized and existing
under the laws of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania having an office address at 100 Hospital
Avenue, DuBois, PA 15801, Clearfield County.

3. Defendant George Palmer, Jr. is an adult individual who is licensed to practice
medicine in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and who regularly conducts business at the
DuBois Regional Medical Center, 100 Hospital Avenue, DuBois, PA 15801.

4.- Defendant Reynoldsville Medical Center, P.C., is a professional corporation
organized and existing under the laws of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania having an office
address at 5 North Third Street, Reynoldsville, PA 15851, Clearfield County.

5. Defendant Albert L. Varacallo is an adult individual who is licensed to practice
medicine in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and who regularly conducts business at
Reynoldsville Medical Center, 5 North Third Street, Reynoldsville, PA 15851, Clearfield
County.

6. This action is brought against each Defendant under Pennsylvania Rules of Civil
Procedure Se.uct.i(;lvl“ 2201 et seq. and 42 Pa. C.S.A. Section 8301 (“Wrongful Death Actions™)
and 42 Pa. C.S.A. Section 8302 (“Survival Actions™).

7. Defendants DuBois Regional Medical Center and Reynoldsville Medical Center,
P.C. (herein after the “corporate defendants™) are corporations where patients were received
and treated and did, for valuable consideration, provide medical care of patients.

8. Defendants George Palmer, Jr. and Albert L. Varacallo are individuals licensed to
practice medicine in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and at all times relevant hereto held
themselves out to the public as skilled and competent providers of medical care, who received

and treated patients for valuable consideration.




9. Defendants at all times relevant hereto acted by and through their authorized agents,
servants, workmen and/or employees, each of whom was acting within the course and scope of
his/her agency and/or employment with said Defendants.

10. Additionally, each of the individual Defendants, also acted individually.

11. When used hereinafter the term “patient” shall refer to Dorothy M. Srock,
deceased.

12. On or about June 5, 1998, Defeﬁdants, for a compensation which the “patient”
agreed to pay, undertook the care of the “patient” and further agreed to perform all reasonable
and necessary procedures, and to use due, reasonable and proper skills in rendering such care.

13. The “patient” came under the care of Defendants as a patient for the purpose of
treatment and/or examinations by the individual defendants and by the doctors, nurses, staff
and other agents, servants and employees of all of the Defendants.

14. The acts performed by the various nurses, doctors, attendants and technicians in the
treatment and/or examination of the “patient™ were done individually and/or in connection with
their duties as agents and/or servants of Defendants, and said nurses, doctors, attendants and
technicians were acting in and about the discharge of their respective duties individually and/or
as agents and/or servants of Defendants on behalf of said Defendants and within the scope of
their autﬁoﬁw. o |

15. On the morning of June 5, 1998, the “patient” was not feeling well and attempted
to schedule an appointment with Defendants Reynoldsvi]le Medical Center and Albert L.

Varacallo.




16. On or about the aforementioned date, an appointment was scheduled for the
“patient” to be seen at 4:00p.m. at the offices of Defendants Albert L. Varacallo and
Reynoldsville Medical Center.

17. On or about the aforementioned date, at or about 4:00p.m., Plaintiff was seen by
an individual known as “Chip” who, upon information and belief, was the agent, servant,
workman and/or employee of Defendant Albert L. Varacallo and Reynoldsville Medical
Center, P.C.

18. At the time of the aforementioned appointment, “Chip” informed the “patient” that
he believed her heart was fine and instructed her to go to the DuBois Regional Medical Center
for some testing.

19. On or about June 5, 1998, shortly after 5:00p.m., the “patient” arrived at the
DuBois Regional Medical Center, and went for various tests including, but not limited to blood
tests, urinalysis, x-rays and an electrocardiogram.

20. At the time of her visit at approximately 5:00p.m. on June 5, 1998, Defendant
George Palmer, Jr. was the Emergency Room Physician in charge of the “patient’s” care.

21. At the conclusion of the various testing the “patient” was discharged from the
hospital and then sent home.

22. During the course of the evening of June 5, 1998, the “patient” continued not to
feel well.

23. At or about 10:00p.m. on June 5, 1998, Plaintiff contacted the physician on call at
Defendant Reynoldsville Medical Center and was instructed to report to the Emergency Room

of Defendant DuBois Regional Medical Center immediately.




24. The ‘patient” immediately reported to the Emergency Room of the DuBois

Regional Medical Center and was admitted suffering inter alia, with cardiogenic shock,

pulmonary edema and unstable angina.

25. At approximately 1:00a.m., the “patient” was life-flighted to West Penn Hospital
where she subsequently died as a result of her heart problems.

26. The care and treatment rendered to the “patient” by Defendants was performed
carelessly and negligently and, as a result, the “patient” was caused to suffer sever and serious
injuries and damages which resulted in her death.

27. The injuries, losses, damages and death of the “patient” were caused as the direct
and proximate result of the carelessness, negligence and malpractice of Defendants,
Reynoldsville Medical Center and Albert L. Varacallo, M.D.

a. Failing to recognize the “patient’s” condition at the time of the examination;

b. In luring the “patient” into a false sense of security concerning her medical
condition;

c. In failing to discover the true nature of the “patient’s” condition;

3%

d. In failing to properly and promptly diagnose the “patient’s” condition;

e. In failing to ascertain that the “patient” was suffering from heart problems at
the time of the evaluation;

f. In failing to take proper tests to determine the “patient’s” condition;

g. In failing to follow-up with the “patient” relative to her medical condition;

h. In failing to discover the true nature and extent of the “patient’s” condition;




i. No act or failure to act on the part of the “patient” causing and contributed
to the happening of her death which in nature and/or extent of her injuries which resulted in her
death.

28. The mjuries, losses, damages and death of the “patient” were also caused as the
direct and proximate result of the carelessness, negligence and malpractice of Defendants
Dubois Regional Medical Center and George Palmer, Jr. in any and all the following respects:

a. Failure to obtain a thorough medical evaluation.

b. Failure to perform a full, complete and proper physical examination.

c. Failure to obtain a proper history.

d. Failure to obtain a family conference, or consult with available family and
friends regarding the nature of the “patient’s” condition.

e. Failure to properly and adequately diagnose the “patient’s” medical
condition.

f Failure to properly and adequately diagnose the “patient’s” heart condition.

g. Failure to recognize the “patient’s” condition at the time of her first arrival
at the Emergency Room on June 5, 1998.

h. Failure to properly and promptly read the electrocardiogram which was
taken shortly aﬁer 5:00p.m. on June 5, 1998. o |

i. Allowing the “patient” to leave the hospital after her initial visit on June 5,
1998.

j. Failure to take steps to minimize the “patient’s” injuries as a result of the

disease process that was taking place at the time of her initial Emergency Room visit on June

5, 1998.




k. Depriving the “patient” of her opportunity to recover from the disease
process which was taking place at the time of her initial Emergency Room visit on June 5,
1998.

1. Failing to take steps to remedy the disease process which was taking place at
the time of her initial Emergency Room visit on June 5, 1998.

m. Luring the “patient” into a false sense of security with regard to her medical
condition by discharging her following her initial Emergency Room visit of June 5, 1998.

n. Failing to immediately admit the “patient” to the hospital at the time of her
Emergency Room visit on the afternoon of June 5, 1998;

o. Failing to properly evaluate the various tests that were performed on the
“patient™ at the time of her initial visit to the Emergency Room on June 5, 1998.

p. Failing to promptly evaluate the various tests that were performed on the
“patient” at the .time of her initial visit to the Emergency Room on June 5, 1998.

q. Failing to enact or promulgate, or if enacted or promulgated, in failing to
enforce sufficient rules and regulations relating to the treatment and care of patients in the
condition of this “patient” as described above; and

r. Failing to provide adequate supervision of its staff and employees to ensure

the proper hospital practice and procedures were followed.




COUNT 1
WRONGFUL DEATH

28. Plamtiff hereby incorporates be reference the allegations set forth in paragraphs 1
through 27, inclusive, as fully as if the same were set forth at length herein at length.

29. This count is brought pursuant to the Pennsylvania Wrongful Death Act, 42 Pa.
C.S.A. Section 8301 and pursuant to Rule 2201 of the Pennsylvania Rules of Civil Procedure.

30. Plaintiff’s decedent did not bring an action for personal injuries during her lifetime
and no other acﬁon for the death of the decedent has been commenced against the Defendants
herein.

31. Plaintiff’s decedent, Dorothy Srock, was sixty-two (62) years of age at the time of
her death and left surviving her the following persons entitled to recover damages for her death

and on whose behalf this action is brought:

NAME ADDRESS RELATIONSHIP
Kimberly M. Miller 511 South Main Street, DuBois, PA 15801 Daughter
G
Grace Hilliard 1006 West Long Avenue, DuBois, PA 15801 Mother

32. By reason of the death of PlaintifP's decedent, her survivors have suffered
pecuniary loss, including, but not limited to fimeral expenses and medical bills.

33. As a further result of the death of Plaintiff’s decedent, her survivors have suffered
in the past and will, for an indefinite time into the future, suffer a loss of services she would

have continued to provide, but for her premature death.




40. Plaintiff also claims on behalf of his decedent’s Estate the loss of eamings and/or »
earning capacity, occasioned by the death of decedent.

41. Plamtiff also claims on behalf of his decedent’s Estate the psychic value of the
expectancy and enjoyment of life of the decedent which was cut short by the reason of the
negligence, carelessness recklessness and liability-producing conduct of Defendants herein as
previously set forth.

42. Plaintiff also claims on behalf of his decedent’s Estate various other expenses,
losses and damages for an indefinite time into the future.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays this Honorable Court enter judgment in his favor for a

sum in excess of Twenty Thousand Dollars ($20,000.00).

KATZ, OHEN & PRICE, P.C.

SAMUEL COHEN

Dated: Z// Z‘/m




34. As a further result of the death of Plaintiffs decedent, her survivors have suffered
the loss of support, guidance, society, comfort, services and/or care which decedent would
have continued to provide to them in the future, but for her premature death.

35. As a further result of the death of PlaintifP’s decedent, her survivors have suffered
in the past and will, for an indefinite time into the future suffer various other expenses, losses
and damages,

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays this Honorable Court enter judgment in his favor and

against Defendants for a sum in excess of Twenty Thousand Dollars ($20,000.00).

COUNT I
SURVIVAL ACTION

36. Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference the allegations set forth in paragraph 1
through 35, inclusive, as fully as if the same were set forth at length herein at length.

37. This count is brought pursuant to the Pennsylvania Survival Act 42 Pa. C.S.A.
Section 8302 and 20 Pa. C.S.A. Section 3371

38. As a direct and proximate result of the negligence, carelessness, recklessness and
other liability-producing conduct of the Defendants herein, individually, and/or severally, as set
forth herein, Plaintiff’s decedent suffered conscious pain, mental anguish and suffering and fear
of impending death prior to her death.

39. Plaintiff claims, on behalf of his decedent’s Estate, the pecuniary damages suffered
by reason of the death of the decedent as well as for the physical pain and emotional pain and

suffering suffered by his decedent.
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VERIFICATION

L, Kimberly M. Miller, Administratrix of the Estate of Dorothy M. Srock, individually
and on behalf of the Next of Kin of Dorothy M. Srock, verify that I am the Plaintiff named
herein, and that‘the averments of fact set forth in the foregoing Complaint in Civil Action are
true and correct to the best of my knowledge, information and belief. Iunderstand that this
Verification is made subject to the penalties of 18 Pa. C.S. Section 4904, relating to unsworn

faisification to authorities.

RN

KWERLY I&MILLER

Dated (a[ 26 [dcoo
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KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C.
By: SAMUEL COHEN
ATTORNEY LD. NO.: 27544
117 SOUTH 17th STREET
SUITE 2010

PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103
(215) 636-0400

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY SROCK
Individually and on Behalf of the Next

of Kin of DOROTHY SROCK

VS.

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL
CENTER, GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.

REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER :
P.C. and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, M.D. :

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

CLEARFIELD COUNTY

NO.: 00-623-CD

PRAECIPE TO SUBSTITUTE VERIFICATION

TO THE PROTHONOTARY:

Kindly substitute Samuel Cohen’s Verification with that of Kimberly M. Miller,

Administratrix of the Estate of Dorothy Srock, Individually and on Behalf of the Next of Kin of

Dorothy Srock which was attached to Plaintiff s Amended Civil Action Complaint which was filed

with the Court on August 7, 2000.
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VERIFICATION
I, Kimberly M. Miller, Administratrix of the Estate of Dorothy M. Srock, individually
and on Behalf of the Next of Kin of Dorothy M. Srock, verify that I am the Plaintiff in this
matter and that the averments of fact set forth in the foregoing Amended Civil Action Complaint
are true and correct to the best of my personal knowledge, information and belief. T understand

that this Verification is made subject to the penalties of 18 Pa. C.S. Section 4904, relating to

X ~\~L \\\‘ ™

unsworn falsification to authorities.

ERLY —M]LLER

.._,

Dated:
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THIS IS NOT AN ARBITRATION MATTER.

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

AN ASSESSMENT OF DAMAGES HEARING WILL BE
NECESSARY.

RULE 238 DELAY DAMAGES DEMANDED

KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C. ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF
By: SAMUEL COHEN 2,
ATTORNEY LD. NO.: 27544 oo
117 SOUTH 17th STREET BRI
SUITE 2010 ay b
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103 e T
(215) 636-0400 S, o
)
KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix : COURT OF COMMOK PLEAS
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY SROCK CLEARFIELD COUNTY
Individually and on Behalf of the Next
of Kin of DOROTHY SROCK
VS.
NO.: 00-623-CD
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL : =1 :
CENTER, GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O. : g ED
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER : s b e -
P.C. and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD : v 17 2000
AMENDED \ 5
CIVIL ACTION COMPLAINT V‘{;“,‘g{;;‘o",;o?a“,%"ﬁ

COMES NOW, Plaintiff Kimberly M. Miller, as Administratrix of the Estate of
Dorothy M. Srock, individually, and on behalf of the next of kin of Dorothy M. Srock, by her
attormey Samuel Cohen and, Katz, Cohen & Price, P.C., and desiring to recover compensation
as permitted by law due to the negligence, carelessness, recklessness and malpractice of
Defendants avers in support thereof the following:

1. Plaintiff Kimberly M. Miller, is an adult individual who ws duly appointed

Administratrix of the Estate of Dorothy M. Srock by the Registrar of Wills of Clearfield




County and who is a citizen and resident of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania residing at 511
South Main Street, DuBois, Clearfield County.

2. Defendant DuBois Regional Medical Center is a corporation organized and existing
under the laws of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania having an office address at 100 Hospital
Avenue, DuBois, PA 15801, Clearfield County.

3. Defendant George Palmer, Jr. is an adult individual who is licensed to practice
medicine in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and who regularly conducts business at the
DuBois Regional Medical Center, 100 Hospital Avenue, DuBois, PA 15801.

4. Defendant Reynoldsville Medical Center, P.C., is a professional corporation
organized and existing under the laws of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania having an office
address at 5 North Third Street, Reynoldsville, PA 15851, Clearfield County.

5. Defendant Albert L. Varacallo is an adult individual who is licensed to practice
medicine in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and who regularly conducts business at
Reynoldsville Medical Center, 5 North Third Street, Reynoldsville, PA 15851, Clearfield
County.

6. This action is brought against each Defendant under Pennsylvania Rules of Civil
Procedure Section 2201 et seq. and 42 Pa. C.S.A. Section 8301 (“Wrongful Death Actions™)
and 42 Pa. C.S.A. Section 8302 (“Survival Actions™).

7. Defendants DuBois Regional Medical Center and Reynoldsville Medical Center,
P.C. (herein after the “corporate defendants™) are corporations where patients were received

and treated and did, for valuable consideration, provide medical care of patients.




8. Defendants George Palmer, Jr. and Albert L. Varacallo are individuals licensed to
practice medicine in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and at all times relevant hereto held
themselves out to the public as skilled and competent providers of medical care, who received
and treated patients for valuable consideration.

9. Defendants at all times relevant hereto acted by and through their authorized agents,
servants, workmen and/or employees, each of whom was acting within the course and scope of
his/her agency and/or employment with said Defendants.

10. Additionally, each of the individual Defendants, also acted individually.

11. When used hereinafter the term “patient” shall refer to Dorothy M. Srock,
deceased.

12. On or about June 5, 1998, Defendants, for a compensation which the “patient”
agreed to pay, undertook the care of the “patient” and further agreed to perform all reasonable
and necessary procedures, and to use due, reasonable and proper skills in rendering such care.

13. The “patient” came under the care of Defendants as a patient for the purpose of
treatment and/or examinations by the individual defendants and by the doctors, nurses, staff
and other agents, servants and employees of all of the Defendants.

14. The acts performed by the various nurses, doctors, attendants and technicians in the
treatment and/or examination of the “patient” were done individually and/or in connection with
their duties as agents and/or servants of Defendants, and said nurses, doctors, attendants and
technicians were acting in and about the discharge of their respective duties individually and/or
as agents and/or servants of Defendants on behalf of said Defendants and within the scope of

their authority.




15. On the moming of June 5, 1998, the “patient” was not feeling well and attempted
to schedule an appointment with Defendants Reynoldsville Medical Center and Albert L.
Varacallo.

16. On or about the aforementioned date, an appointment was scheduled for the
“patient” to be seen at 4:00p.m. at the offices of Defendants Albert L. Varacallo and
Reynoldsville Medical Center.

17. On or about the aforementioned date, at or about 4:00p.m., Plaintiff was seen by
an iIAldividual known as “Chip” who, upon information and belief, was the agent, servant,
workman and/or employee of Defendant Albert L. Varacallo and Reynoldsville Medical
Center, P.C.

18. At the time of the aforementioned appointment, “Chip” informed the “patient” that
he believed her heart was fine and instructed her to go to the DuBois Regional Medical Center
for some testing,

19. On or about June 5, 1998, shortly after 5:00p.m., the “patient™ arrived at the
DuBois Regional Medical Center, and went for various tests including, but not limited to blood
tests, urinalysis, x-rays and an electrocardiogram.

20. At the time of her visit at approximately 5:00p.m. on June 5, 1998, Defendant
George Palmer, Jr. was the Emergency Room Physician in charge of the “patient’s” care.

21. At the conclusion of the various testing the “patient” was discharged from the

hospital and then sent home.




22. Dunng the course of the evening of June 5, 1998, the “patient” continued not to
feel well.

23. At or about 10:00p.m. on June 5, 1998, Plaintiff contacted the physician on call at
Defendant Reynoldsville Medical Center and was instructed to report to thé Emergency Room
of Defendant DuBois Regional Medical Center immediately.

24. The “patient” immediately reported to the Emergency Room of the DuBois
Regional Medical Center and was admitted suffering inter alia, with cardiogenic shock,
pulmonary edema and unstable angina.

25. At approximately 1:00a.m., the “patient” was life-flighted to West Penn Hospital
where she subsequently died as a result of her heart problems.

26. The care and treatment rendered to the “patient” by Defendants was performed
carelessly and negligently and, as a result, the “patient” was caused to suffer sever and serious
injuries and damages which resulted in her death.

27. The injuries, losses, damages and death of the “patient” were caused as the direct
and proximate result of the carelessness, negligence and malpractice of Defendants,
Reynoldsville Medical Center and Albert L. Varacallo, M.D.

a. Failing to recognize the “patient’s” condition at the time of the examination;

b. In luring the “patient” into a false sense of security concerning her medical
condition; |

c. In failing to discover the true nature of the “patient’s” condition;

d. In failing to properly and promptly diagnose the “patient’s” condition;




e. In failing to ascertain that the “patient” was suffering from heart problems at
the time of the evaluation;

f. In failing to take proper tests to determine the “patient’s” condition;

g. In failing to follow-up with the “patient” relative to her medical condition,

h. In failing to discover the true nature and extent of the “patient’s” condition;

i. No act or failure to act on the part of the “patient” causing and contributed
to the happening of her death which in nature and/or extent of her injuries which resulted in her
death.

28. The injuries, losses, damages and death of the “patient” were also caused as the
direct and proximate result of the carelessness, negligence and malpractice of Defendants
Dubois Regional Medical Center and George Palmer, Jr. in any and all the following respects:

a. Failure to obtain a thorough medical evaluation.

b. Failure to perform a full, complete and proper physical examination.

c. Failure to obtain a proper history.

d. Failure to obtain information from family and friends.

e. Failure to properly and adequately diagnose the “patient’s” heart condition.

f. Failure to recognize the “patient’s” abnormal heart condition.

g. Failure to properly and promptly read the electrocardiogram which was
taken shortly after 5:00p.m. on June 5, 1998.

h. Allowing the “patient” to leave the hospital after her initial visit on June 5,

1998.




i. Failure to take steps to minimize the “patient’s” injuries as a result of the
heart condition that was taking place at the time of her initial Emergency Room visit on June 5,
1998.

J. Depriving the “patient” of her opportunity to recover from the heart
condition which was taking place at the time of her initial Emergency Room visit on June 5,
1998.

k. Failing to take steps to remedy the heart condition which was taking place at
the time of her initial Emergency Room visit on June 5, 1998.

1. Providing the “patient” with adequate, inaccurate and improper information
at the time of her discharge, at the time of her initial Emergency Room visit on June 5, 1998.

m. Failing to immediately admit the “patient” to the hospital at the time of her
Emergency Room visit on the afternoon of June 5, 1998;

n. Failing to properly evaluate the various tests that were performed on the
“patient” at the time of her initial visit to the Emergency Room on June 5, 1998.

o. Failing to promptly evaluate the various tests that were performed on the
“patient” at the time of her initial visit to the Emergency Room on June 5, 1998.

p. Failing to enact or promulgate, or if enacted or promulgated, in failing to
enforce sufficient rules and regulations relating to the treatment and care of patients with the
heart condition of this “patient” as described above; and

q. Failing to provide adequate supervision of its staff to ensure the proper
hospital practice and procedures were followed with regard to a patient having the heart

condition of the “patient”.




COUNT1
WRONGFUL DEATH

29. Plaintiff hereby incorporates be reference the allegations set forth in paragraphs 1
through 28, inclusive, as fully as if the same were set forth at length herein at length.

30. This count is brought pursuant to the Pennsylvania Wrongful Death Act, 42 Pa.
C.S.A. Section 8301 and pursuant to Rule 2201 of the Pennsylvania Rules of Civil Procedure.

31. Plaintiff’s decedent did not bring an action for personal injuries during her lifetime
and no other action for the death of the decedent has been commenced against the Defendants
herein.

32. Plantiff’s decedent, Dorothy Srock, was sixty-two (62) yeafs of age at the time of
her death and left surviving her the following persons entitled to recover damages for her death

and on whose behalf this action is brought:

NAME ADDRESS RELATIONSHIP
Kimberly M. Miller 511 South Main Street, DuBois, PA 15801 Daughter
Grace Hilliard 1006 West Long Avenue, DuBois, PA 15801 Mother

33. By reason of the death of Plaintiff’s decedent, her survivors have suffered

pecuniary loss, including, but not limited to fimeral expenses and medical bills.




34. As a further result of the death of Plaintiff’s decedent, her survivors have suffered
in the past and will, for an indefinite time into the future, suffer a loss of services she would

have continued to provide, but for her premature death.
35. As a further result of the death of Plaintiff’s decedent, her survivors have suffered
the loss of support, guidance, society, comfort, services and/or care which decedent would

have continued to provide to them in the future, but for her premature death.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays this Honorable Court enter judgment in his favor and

against Defendants for a sum in excess of Twenty Thousand Dollars ($20,000.00).

COUNT I
SURVIVAL ACTION

36. Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference the allegations set forth in paragraph 1
through 35, inclusive, as fully as if the same were set forth at length herein at length.

37. This count is brought pursuant to the Pennsylvania Survival Act 42 Pa. C.S.A.
Section 8302 and 20 Pa. C.S.A. Section 3371

38. As a direct and proximate result of the negligence, carelessness, recklessness and
other liability-producing conduct of the Defendants herein, individually, and/or severally, as set
forth herein, Plaintiff’s decedent suffered conscious pain, mental anguish and suffering and fear

of impending death prior to her death.




39. Plaintiff claims, on behalf of his decedent’s Estate, the pecuniary damages suffered
by reason of the death of the decedent as well as for the physical pain and emotional pain and
suffering suffered by his decedent.

40. Plaintiff also claims on behalf of his decedent’s Estate the loss of earnings and/or
earning capacity, occasioned by the death of decedent.

41. Plaintiff also claims on behalf of his decedent’s Estate various other expenses,
losses and damages for an indefinite time into the future.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays this Honorable Court enter judgment i his favor for a

sum in excess of Twenty Thousand Dollars ($20,000.00).

/XVN & PRIC

L COHEN

Dated: lj /Z/j J




VERTFICATION

I, SAMUEL COHEN, verify that I am the attorey for Plamtiff, Kimberly M.
Miller, Administratrix of the Estate of Dorothy Srock, individually and on Behalf of
the Next of Kin named herein, and that the averments of fact set forth in the foregoing
Amended Civil Action Complaint are true and correct to the best of my knowledge,
information and belief. Iunderstand that this Verification is made subject to the

penalties of 18 Pa. C.S. section 4904, relating to unsworn falsification to authorities.

MMUEL COHEN

Dated: m




IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix

of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY M. SROCK, -

Individually and on Behalf of the Next of
Kin of DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Plaintiff

VS.

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER,
GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O,,
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER,
PC, and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD,

Defendants

| HEREBY CERTIFY THAT A TRUE AND~

CORRECT COPY OF THE WITHIN'WAS
MAILED TO ALL COUNS
THIS ™ DAY OF,

P

AVnevys for Named Defendants

No. 00 - 623 CD

ISSUE: ANSWER AND NEW
MATTER

Filed on Behalf of Defendants,
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL
CENTER and

GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.

Attorney of Record for These Parties:

JOHN L. McINTYRE, ESQUIRE
PAIL.D. #28015

PFAFF, McINTYRE, DUGAS HARTYE
& SCHMITT

P.O. Box 533

Hollidaysburg, PA 16648

(814) 696-3581

FILED

YiliamA, $haw
Frewionolary



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix : No.00-623CD
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY M. SROCK, :
Individually and on Behalf of the Next of
Kin of DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Plaintiff

VS.

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER,
GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.,
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER,
PC, and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD,

Defendants

ANSWER AND NEW MATTER

AND NOW, comes the Defendants, DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER
and GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O., by their attorneys, PFAFF, McINTYRE, DUGAS,
HARTYE & SCHMITT, files the following Answer and New Matter to the plaintiff’s
Amended Complaint, and in suppont, sets forth the following:

1. In response to Paragraph 1, after reasonable investigation, these
answering defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information so as to form a
belief as to the truth, or falsity of said averments and strict proof thereof is demanded at
the time of trial.

2. Admitted.

3. Admitted.

4. - 5. Admitted.



6. In response to Paragraph 6 of the Plaintiff's Amended Complaint, said
allegations constitute legal coﬁclusions to which no response is required. However, it is
believed and averred that the Wrongful Death and Survival Statutes pertain to the
pertinent damages.

7. In response to Paragraph 7 of the plaintiff's Amended Compfaint, it is
admitted that Dubois Regional Medical Center (hereinafter DRMC) is a corporation
where patients receive medical care, and in return, are requested to pay for their
services.

8. in response to Paragraph 8 of the plaintif’'s Amended Complaint, it is
admitted that George Palmer, Jr., D.O., is licensed to practice medicine in the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and at the time, provided appropriate skilled and
competent medical care to patients who came to the emergency department at DRMC.

9. In response to Paragraph 9 of the plaintiff’'s Amended Complaint, said
averments are denied in so far as plaintiff has not identified any agents, servants,
workmen or employees. It is admitted that the hospital operates through its authorized
employees and strict proof of all claims of agency or employment is demanded, along
with the identity of the individuals in question, at the time of trial.

10.  Inresponse to Paragraph 10, said averments are denied as constituting a
legal conclusion.

11.  Admitted.

12. — 13. In Response to Paragraphs 12 and 13 of the plaintiff's Amended
Complaint, it is admitted that on June 5, 1998, Dorothy Srock was sent to DRMC where

she received appropriate medical and hospital care by those persons who treated her, in



accordance with the accepted standards of emergency department/hospital care. Strict
proof of plaintiff's allegations is demanded at trial.

14. In response to Paragraph 14 of the plaintiff's Amended Complaint, these
defendants incorporate by 'reference, their prior answers as contained herein. By way of
further answer, strict proof of all employment and/or agency relationships is demanded
at the time of trial.

15, 16, 17, and 18. In response to Paragraphs 15-18 of the plaintiffs Amended
Cc;mplaint, said averments are not directed to these answering defendants. By way of
further answer, after reasonable investigation, these answering defendants are without
sufficient knowledge or information so as to form of belief of what occurred, as set forth
in Paragraphs 15 — 18 and proof of same is demanded of trial.

19. In response to Paragraph 19 of the plaintiff's Amended Complaint, it is
denied that the “patient” arrived at DRMC at or about 5:00 p.m. DRMC is unaware as to
what “the term ‘patient’ means” and strict proof of same is demanded at trial. By way of
further answer, it is admitted that after 5:00 p.m., Dorothy Srock presented for outpatient
testing as a result of orders issued by Albert L. Varacallo, M.D. Certain tests were
performed as referenced in the outpatient records. Dorothy Srock was not, at or about
5:00 p.m., a patient in the Emergency Department at DRMC.

20. In response to Paragraph 20 of the plaintiff's Amended Complaint, it is
specifically denied that Dorothy Srock came under the care of George Palmer, Jr. at
5:00 p.m. on June 5, 1998. Dorothy Srock did not come to the Emergency Department

at 5:00 p.m. and strict proof of same is demanded at the time of trial. Further, Dr.



Palmer did not see or examine Dorothy Srock prior to 10:30 p.m. Dr. Palmer was not
on duty on or about 5:00 p.m.

21. In response to Paragraph 21 of the plaintiff's Amended Complaint, it is
denied that Dorothy Srock was discharged from DRMC and sent home. To the contrary,
Dorothy Srock was never discharged from DRMC on June 5, 1998 to her home. Strict
proof of said allegations contained in Paragraph 21 is demanded at the time of trial.

22. In response to Paragraph 22 of the plaintiff's Amended Complaint, after
reasonable investigation, these answering defendants are without sufficient knowledge
or information so as to form a belief as to the truth or falsity of Dorothy Srock’s condition
during the course of the evening of June 5 and strict proof of same is demanded at the
time of trial.

23. In response to Paragraph 23 of the plaintiffs Amended Complaint, after
reasonable investigation, these answering defendants are without sufficient knowledge
or information so as to form a belief as to the truth or falsity of said averments and strict
proof of same is demanded at the time of trial.

24, In response to Paragraph 24 of the plaintiff's Amended Complaint, its
admitted that Dorothy Srock returned to DRMC and was suffering from certain problems
as identified in the medical records. The medical records speak for themselves as to
what problems Dorothy Srock had at the time she was seen in the Emergency
Department at DRMC.  Strict proof of plaintiff’s allegations is demanded at trial.

25. In reéponse to Paragraph 25 of the plaintiff's Amended Complaint, its

admitted that at approximately 1:00 a.m, the patient was life-flighted to West Penn



Hospital and that she subsequently died. Strict proof of the cause of her death is
demanded at the time of trial.

26. In response to Paragraph 26 of the plaintiff's Amended Complaint, said
allegations constitute legal conclusions to which no response is required. In so faras a
response is required, it is denied that any action or inaction on the part of DRMC or Dr.
George Palmer, Jr. constituted negligence or carelessness and strict proof of same is
demanded at the time of trial.

27.  Inresponse to Paragraph 27 of the plaintiff's Amended Complaint, said
averments are not directed to these answering defendants, hence, no response is
required.

28. In response to Paragraph 28 of the plaintiff's Amended Complaint, in
accordance with Pennsylvania Rules of Civil Procedure, Rule 1029, all averments are
denied. By way of further answer, these answering defendants deny that they were
negligent, careless, or committed malpractice in any way. At all times, these answering
defendants provided a proper and thorough medical evaluation, obtained full and
complete history, conducted appropriate examinations, obtained pertinent information
from family and friends, properly and adequately diagnosed the patient’s condition, and
heart condition as it existed then and there under the circumstances, properly interpreted
tests. Itis denied that plaintiff was discharged from DRMC to her home. Appropriate
transfer arrangements were made to West Penn Hospital. At all times, the conduct of
these answering defendants was in accordance with the accepted standards of

emergency department and hospital care.



By way of further answer, George Palmer, Jr., D.O. never saw Dorothy Srock at
or about 5:00 p.m. on June 5, 1998. As such, he did not perform any examination of this
patient at or about 5:00 p.m. He did not read the electrocardiogram taken shortly at or
about 5:00 p.m. He did not allow or in anyway discharge the patient at or about 5:00
p.m. As to the “initial emergency room visit”, there was only one visit which occurred at
or about 10:30 p.m. All care rendered by Dr. Palmer was appropriate and in accordance
with the accepted standards of Emergency Department Medicine. Strict proof of all
allegations in Paragraph 28 of the plaintiff's Amended Complaint, and said
subparagraphs, is demanded at the time of trial.

COUNT |

29. In response to Paragraph 29 of the plaintiff's Amended Complaint, these
answering defendants incorporate by reference, their answers to Paragraphs 1 through
28, as though the same were set forth in length.

30. In response to Paragraph 30 of the plaintiff's Amended Complaint, said.
averments constitute a legal conclusion to which no response is required.

31, 32. In response to Paragraphs 31 and 32 of the plaintiff's Amended
Complaint, after reasonable investigation, these answering defendants, without sufficient
knowledge or information, so as to a form of belief as to the truth of said averments and
strict proof is demanded at trial.

33, 34, 35. In response to Paragraphs 33 - 35 of the plaintiff's Amended
Complaint, said averments constitute legal conclusions to which no responsé is required,
and in so far as a response is required, strict proof of all claims for damages as

contained in 33, 34 and 35 is demanded at trial.



WHEREFORE, the defendants, George Palmer, Jr., D.O., and DuBois
REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER, respectfully requests that Count 1 of the plaintiff’s
Amended Complaint be dismissed with prejudice.

COUNT i

36. In response to Paragraph 36 of the plaintiff's Amended Complaint, these
answering defendants hereby corporate by reference, that their prior answers to
Paragraphs 1 — 35, as though the same were set forth in length.

37. In response to Paragraph 37 of the plaintiff's Amended Complaint, said
averments constitute legal conclusions to which no response is required.

38. In response to Paragraph 38 of the plaintiff's Amended Complaint, said
averments constitute legal/medical conclusions to which no response is required. In so
far as a response is required, after a reasonable investigation, these answering
defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information so as to form a belief as to
the truth or falsity of said averments as to damages and causation and strict proof is
demanded at trial. '

39, 40, 41. In response to Paragraphs 39, 40 and 41 of the plaintiff’'s Amended
Complaint, after a reasonable investigation, these answering defendants, without
sufficient knowledge or information, so as to form a belief as to the truth or falsity of said
averments and strict proof is demanded at the time of trial. Strict proof of all claims for
damages as contained in Paragraphs 39, 40 and 41 is demanded at trial.

NEW MATTER
By way of further answer, and in support of defendants, George Palmer, Jr., D.O.

and DuBois REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER, set forth the following New Matter:



42.  Plaintiff's cause of action is barred in that the death was the result of
superseding, intervening events, over which these defendant had no control.

43. To the extent plaintiff proves a right of recovery, while it is the result of
actions and/or inactions by others over whom these defendants had no right to control or
supervise.

44.  Plaintiff's death was a result of pre-existing conditions.

45, Plaintiff's claim is barred by the applicable Statute of Limitations.

46. The Defendant, George Palmer, Jr., D.O., did not see Dorothy Srock at
anytime, on June 5, 1998 prior to 10:30 p.m.

47. George Palmer, Jr., D.O., was not in anyway involved with any of the
tests which were ordered and/or conducted on Dorothy Srock, with said tests being
referenced in Paragraph 19 of the plaintiff's Amended Complaint.

WHEREFORE, the Defendants, George Palmer, Jr., D.O., and DuBois
REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER, respectfully requests that the plaintiff's Amended

Complaint be dismissed with prejudice and judgment in their favor.

-

Respectfully submitted. T

o
PFAFF \McINTYRE, DUGAS, HARTYE & SCHMITT

s for Defendants
IS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER and
GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.

JOHN L. MCINTYRE, ESQUIRE
PA 1.D. #28015

P O Box 533

Hollidaysburg, PA 16648-0533
(814) 696-3581



TO: THE WITHIN NAMED PARTIES

Ybu are hereby notified to Plead
to the Answer and New Matter
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VERIFICATION

|, GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O., do hereby verify that | have read the foregoing
ANSWER AND NEW MATTER TO PLAINTIFF’S AMENDED COMPLAINT. The
statements therein are correct to the best of my personal knowledge or information and belief.

This statement and verification are made subject to the penaities of 18 Pa.C.S. Section
4904 relating to unsworn fabrication to authorities, which provides that if | make knowingly false

averments | may be subject to criminal penalfi

‘Geqrge Palnter, Jr,, D.O.

Date: _§-29 -¢3
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix

of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY M. SROCK, :

Individually and on Behalf of the Next of
Kin of DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Plaintiff

VS.

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER,
GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O,,
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER,
PC, and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD,

Defendants

| HEREBY CERTIFY THAT A TRUE AND
CORRECT COPY OF THE WITHIN WAS
MAILED TO ALL COUNSEL OF RECORD
THIS 1ST DAY OF AUGUST, 2000.

W A. MW/M/

A(f}bvrneys for Named Defendghts  /

No. 00 -623 CD

ISSUE:
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS TO
PLAINTIFF'S COMPLAINT

Filed on Behalf of Defendants,
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL
CENTER and

GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.

Attorney of Record for These Parties:

JOHN L. McINTYRE, ESQUIRE
PA I.D. #28015

PFAFF, MCINTYRE, DUGAS HARTYE
& SCHMITT

P.O. Box 533

Hollidaysburg, PA 16648

(814) 696-3581

FILED

AUG 02 2000

William A. Shaw
Prothonotary



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix : No.00-623CD
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY M. SROCK, :

Individually and on Behalf of the Next of

Kin of DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Plaintiff
VS,
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER,
GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.,
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER,
PC, and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD,

Defendants

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS TO PLAINTIFF'S COMPLAINT

AND NOW, come the Defendants, JOHN PALMER, JR., D.O. and
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER by and through their attorneys, PFAFF,
McINTYRE, DUGAS, HARTYE & SCHMITT and file the following Preliminary Objections
to Plaintiff's Complaint and in support set forth the following:

1. The within action was instituted by Writ of Summons in the Court of
Common Pleas of Clearfield County.

2.. Subsequently, on or about July 27, 2000, counsel for the Defendants
received a copy of Plaintiffs Complaint.

3. In the Complaint filed on behalf of the Estate of Dorothy Srock, Plaintiff
advances the following allegations (attached hereto and made a part hereof is a true and

correct copy of Paragraph 28 with the above-referenced allegations).




4. Plaintiff in the Complaint also is seeking damages. In Paragraph 35 it

is set forth:

"As a further result of the death of Plaintiff's decedent,
her survivors have suffered in the past and will, for an indefinite
time into the future suffer various other expenses, losses and
damages".

5. The Plaintiffs Complaint also contains a claim for damages in
Paragraph 41:

"Plaintiff also claims on behalf of his decedent's Estate

the psychic value of the expectancy and enjoyment of life of

the decedent which was cut short by the reason of the

negligence, carelessness recklessness and liability-producing

conduct of Defendants herein as previously set forth".

6. The averments contained in Paragraph 28(d), (e), (f), (@), (j), (k), (),
(m), (q) and (r) and Paragraph 35 are overly broad and incapable of response. These
answering Defendants are unable to adequately prepare a response and a defense,
because of the nature of the above allegations.

7. The above allegations are contrary to the Pennsylvania Rules of Civil

Procedure and the applicable case law as decided by the PA Supreme Court in Connor

v. Allegheny General Hospital, 501 Pa.306, 461 A.2d 600 (1983).

8. The averments for "psychic damages" as contained in Paragraph 41,
are contrary to the Pennsylvania Rules of Civil Procedure and should be stricken.
9. The Plaintiffs Complaint fails to set forth a recognized cause of action
for damages in Paragraph 41.
| WHEREFORE, the Defendant, GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O. and

DuBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER respectfully requests that the above averments



be stricken from the Plaintiff's Complaint, and /or in the alternative that the Plaintiff be

required to file a more specific Complaint.

TO THE WITHIN NAMED PARTIES:
You are hereby notified to plead to the
enclosed PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS
within twenty (20) days from service
hereof or a default judgment may be
entered against you.

T A M, 2

Attorneys for Named Defendafits 7/

Respectfully submitted,

PFAFF, McINTYRE, DUGAS, HARTYE &
SCHMITT

z__u MCI@ /Mal_
Afforneys for Defendants ¢
GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O. and DUBOIS
REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER

JOHN L. McINTYRE, ESQUIRE
PA I.D.#. 28015

P.0O. Box 533

Hollidaysburg, PA 16648

(814) 696-3581



i No act or failure to act on the part of the “patient” causing and contributed
to the happening of her death which in nature and/or extent of her injuries which resulted in her
death.

28. The injuries, losses, damages and death of the “patient” were also caused as the
direct and proximate result of the carelessness, negligence and malpractice of Defendants
Dubois Regional Medical Center and George Palmer, Jr. in any and all the following respects:

a. Failure to obtain a thorough medical evaluation.

b. Failure to perform a full, complete and proper physical examination.

c. Failure to 'obtain a proper history.

d. Failure to obtain a family conference, or consult with available family and
friends regarding the nature of the “patient’s” condition.

e. Failure to properly and adequately diagnose the ‘patiént’s” medical
condition.

f. Failure to properly and adequately diagnose the “patient’s” heart condition.

g. Failure to recognize the “patient’s” condition at the time of her‘ﬁrst arrival
at the Emergency Room on June 5, 1998.

h. Failure fo properly and promptly read the electrocardiogram which was
taken shortly after 5:00p.m. on June 5, 1998. |

i. Allowing the “patient” to leave the hospital after her initial visit on June 5,
1998.

J. Failure to take steps to minimize the “patient’s” injuries as a result of the
disease process tﬁat was taking place at the time of her initial Emergency Room visit on June

5, 1998.




k. Depriving the “patient” of her opportunity to recover from the disease

process which was taking place at the time of her initial Emérgency Room visit on June 5,
1998.

1. Failing to take steps to remedy the disease process which was taking place at
the time of her initial Emergency Room visit on June 5, 1998,

m. Luring the “patient” into a false sense of security with regard to her medical
condition by discharging her following her initial Emergency Room visit of June 5, 1998.

n. Failing to immediately admit the “patient” to the hospital at the time of her
Emergency Room visit on the afternoon of June 5, 1998;

0. Failing to properly evaluate the various tests that were performed on the
“patient” at the time of her initial visit to the Emergency Room on June 5, 1998, .

p. Failing to promptly evaluate the various tests that were ferformed on the
“patient” at thevtime of her initial visit to the Emergency Room on June 5, 1998.

q. Failing to enact or promulgate, or if enacted or promulgated, in failing to
enforce sufficient rules and regulations relating to the treatment and care of patients in the
condition of this “patient” as described above; and

r. Failing to provide adequate supervision of its staff and employees to eﬁsure

the proper hospital practice and procedures were followed.
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix

of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY M. SROCK, :

Individually and on Behalf of the Next of
Kin of DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Plaintiff
VS.

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER,
GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.,
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER,
PC, and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD,

Defendants

| HEREBY CERTIFY THAT A TRUE AND
CORRECT COPY OF THE WITHIN WAS
MAILED TO ALL COUNSEL OF RECORD
THIS 28" DAY OF SEPTEMBER, 2000.

LW ATE

Att7neys for Named Defen nts

FILED
SEP 29 2000

Wiliam A. Shaw
Prothonotary

No. 00 - 623 CD

ISSUE: VERIFICATION IN SUPPORT
OF DEFENDANT’S ANSWER AND
NEW MATTER TO PLAINTIFF’S
AMENDED COMPLAINT

Filed on Behalf of Defendants,
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL
CENTER and

GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.

Attorney of Record for These Parties:

JOHN L. McINTYRE, ESQUIRE
PALD. #28015

PFAFF, McINTYRE, DUGAS HARTYE
& SCHMITT

P.O. Box 533

Hollidaysburg, PA 16648

(814) 696-3581



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix : No.00-623CD

of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY M. SROCK, :

Individually and on Behalf of the Next of

Kin of DOROTHY M. SROCK,
Plaintiff

VS.

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER,

GEORGE PALMER, JR.,D.O.,

REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER,

PC, and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD,
Defendants . JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

VERIFICATION IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT'S
ANSWER AND NEW MATTER TO PLAINTIFF’'S AMENDED COMPLAINT

DEFENDANT, DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER, hereby

supplements its Answer and New Matter previously filed in the above-captioned case by

attaching hereto a Verification in support thereof.

Respectfully submitted,

PFAFF, MCINTYRE, DUGAS, HARTYE
& SCHMITT

| Jepdo—

rneys for Defendants /
BOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER
and GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.
JOHN L. McINTYRE, ESQU|RE
PA ID# 28015
P.O. Box 533
Hollidaysburg, PA 16648-0533
(814) 696-3581
FAX (814) 696-9399
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VERIFICATION

|, GREGORY VOLPE, Risk Manager, do hereby verify that | have read the foregoing ANSWER
AND NEW MATTER TO PLAINTIFF’S AMENDED COMPLAINT. The statements therein are correct to
the best of my personal knowledge or information and belief.

This statement and verification are made subject to the penalties of 18 Pa.C.S. Section 4904
relating to unsworn fabrication to authorities, which provides that if | make knowingly false averments | may

be subject to criminal penalties.

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER

Date: 9“/’2 - dd




DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL

KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C. ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF
By: SAMUEL COHEN

ATTORNEY LD. NO.: 27544

117 SOUTH 17¢h STREET

SUITE 2010

PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103

(215) 636-0400

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix : COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY SROCK
Individually and on Behalf of the Next
of Kin of DOROTHY SROCK
CLEARFIELD COUNTY
VS.

CENTER, GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER : NO.: 00-623-CD
P.C. and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, M.D. :

PRAECIPE TO SUBSTITUTE VERIFICATION

TO THE PROTHONOTARY:

Kindly substitute Samuel Cohen’s Verification with that of Kimberly M. Miller,
Administratrix of the Estate of Dofothy Srock, Individually and on Behalf of the Next of Kin of
Dorothy Srock which was attached to Preliminary Objections to New Matter of Defendants which
was filed with the Court on September 25, 2000.

KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C.

0CT 06 2000

~~ SAMIUEL COHEN

William A. Shaw
Prothonotary




VERIFICATION

I, Kimberly M. Miller, Administratrix of the Estate of Dorothy M. Srock, Individually
and on Behalf of the Next of Kin of Dorothy M. Srock, verify that I am the Plaintiff in this
matter and that the averments of fact set forih in the foregeoing Plaintiff s Preliminary
Objections to New Matter of Defendants’ are true and correct to the best of my personal
knowledge, information and belief. I understand that this Verification is made subject to the

penalties of 18 Pa. C.S. Section 4904, relating to unswom falsification to authorities.

.._.m«-(-;: e
S
Kimﬁer‘S\M. Millé’- \ ‘.

Date: 4|1/ 06
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix :
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY M. SROCK, :
Individually and on Behalf of the Next of

Kin of DOROTHY M. SROCK,

~ Plaintiff

VS.

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER,
GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.,
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER,
PC, and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD,

Defendants

| HEREBY CERTIFY THAT A TRUE AND._.--

CORRECT COPY OF THE WlTHly,,WAé
MAILED TO ALL COUNSEL OF-RECORD
THIS 7" DAY OF

No. 00-623 CD

ISSUE: NOTICE OF SERVICE OF
INTERROGATORIES AND REQUEST
FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
DIRECTED TO PLAINTIFF

Filed on Behalf of Defendants,
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL
CENTER and

GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.

Attorney of Record for These Parties:

JOHN L. McINTYRE, ESQUIRE
PA 1.D. #28015

PFAFF, McINTYRE, DUGAS HARTYE
& SCHMITT

P.O. Box 533

Hollidaysburg, PA 16648

(814) 696-3581

NOV Og 2000

William A. Shaw
Prothonotary




IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix : No.00-623CD
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY M. SROCK, :

individually and on Behalf of the Next of

Kin of DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Plaintiff
VS.

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER,
GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.,
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER,
PC, and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD,

Defendants
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF

INTERROGATORIES AND REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
DIRECTED TO PLAINTIFF

TO: PROTHONOTARY
You are hereby notified that on the 7th day of NOVEMBER, 2000, Defendants,

Dubois Regional Medical Center and George Palmer, Jr., D.O. served Interrogatories
and Request for Production of Documents Directed to Plaintiff Dated 11/7/2000 by
mailing the original of same via First Class U.S. Mail, postage prepaid, addressed to the
following:

Samuel Cohen, Esquire

Suite 2010

117 S. 17" Street
Philadelphia, PA 19103



PFAFF, MCINTYRE, DUGAS, HARTYE &

W

Att};ime s for [5efen\dénts
JOHKN L. MCINTYRE, ESQUIRE

PA I.D #: 28015

P.O. Box 533
Hollidaysburg, PA 16648
(814) 696-3581
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL ACTION
KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix
Of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY M.
SROCK, Individually and on Behalf of :
- The Next of Kin of DOROTHY M. SROCK :
s . No. 00-623-CD
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER:
GEORGE PALMER, JR.,D.O., :
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER :
P.C. and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, M.D. :
ORDER
NOW, this 8" day of December, 2000, following argument and briefs into
Preliminary Objections filed on behalf of Plaintiff above-named to Defendants” New Matter,
it is the ORDER of this Court that said Obj ections be and are hereby sustained to the extent
that Defendants DuBois Regional Medical Center and George Palmer, Jr., D.O. shall file an

Amended New Matter to more specifically plead the factual basis for allegations of

paragraphs 42, 43 and 44 therein within 90 days from date hereof.

FILED \uﬁﬂ

President Judg
DEC 12 2000

William A. Sh
Prothonotar?:w







KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C. ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF
By: SAMUEL COHEN

ATTORNEY LD. NO.: 27544

117 SOUTH 17th STREET, SUITE 2010

PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103

(215) 636-0400

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY M. : CLEARFIELD COUNTY
SROCK, Individually and on Behalf :
of the Next of Kin of DOROTHY M.
SROCK

VS.

NO.: 00-623 CD

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL

CENTER, GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.
REYNOLDESVILLE MEDICAL CENTER :
P.C. and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, M.D. :
ORDER
AND NOW, to wit, this day of , 2000, upon consideration of
Plaintiff’s Preliminary Objections to New Matter of Defendants, and any response thereto, it is
hereby ORDERED AND DECREED that Plaintiffs Preliminary Objections are Granted and

paragraphs 42, 43 and 44 of Defendant’s New Matter are stricken with prejudice.

BY THE COURT:




To the Defendants:

Pursuant to Pa. R.C.P. 026(a), you are
hereby, notified to plead to the within
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS

within twenty (20) days

from service hereof or a default judgment
may be entered against you.

Samuel Cohen, Esquire

KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C. ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF
By: SAMUEL COHEN

ATTORNEY LD. NO.: 27544

117 SOUTH 17th STREET, SUITE 2010

PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103

(215) 636-0400

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY M. : CLEARFIELD COUNTY

SROCK, Individually and on Behalf D

of the Next of Kin of DOROTHY M. : F L E n

SROCK : Dy
Vvs. : SEP 2 5 70

: NO.: 00-623 CD
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL : William A. Shaw
CENTER, GEORGE PALMER_ JR_, D.O. - Prothonotary

REYNOLDESVILLE MEDICAL CENTER :
P.C. and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, M.D. :

PLAINTIFF’S PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS TO NEW MATTER OF
DEFENDANTS

COMES NOW, Plaintiff Kimberly M. Miller, Administrétrix of the Estate of Dorothy
M. Srock, Individually and on Behalf of the Next of Kin of Dorothy M. Srock by and through
her counsel, Katz, Cohen & Pricé, P.C. and hereby preliminary objects to the New Matter of
Defendants DuBois Regional Medical Center and George Palmer, Jr., D.O., and avers in
support thereof the following:

1. Plaintiffs filed an Answer with New Matter to Plaintifs Amended Complaint on or
about September 7, 2000. A true and correct copy of the Answer with New Matter is attached

hereto as Exhibit “A”.




2. In paragraph 42 of the New Matter, Defendants DuBois Regional Medical Center
and George Palmer, Jr., D.O. (hereinafter referred to as “answering Defendants”) allege as an
affirmative defense the following:

Plaintiff’s cause of action is barred in that the
death was the result of superseding,

intervening events, over which these defendant
[sic] had no control.

3. In paragraph 43 of the New Matter, the “answering Defendants” allege an
affirmative defense against Plaintiff as follows:
To the extent plaintiff proves a right of
recovery, while it is the result of actions
and/or mactions by others over whom these
Defendants had no right to control or
supervise.
4. In paragraph 44 of the New Matter, the “answering Defendants” allege an

affirmative defense against Plaintiff as follows:

Plaintiffs death was a result of pre-existing
conditions.

5. The allegations of paragraph 42 of the “answering Defendants” New Matter do not
set forth material facts which would enable Plaintiff to answer the allegations with specificity,
but rather generally alleges unspecified “superseding, intervening events” which represents
mere conclusions of law.

6. The allegations of paragraph 43 of the “answering Defendants” New Matter do not

| set forth material facts which would enable Plaintiff to answer the allegation with specificity,
but rather generally allege unspecified “actions and/or inactions” by unidentified individuals

and states general conclusions of law without specificity.




7. The allegations of paragraph 44 of the “answering Defendants” New Matter do not
set forth the pre-existing conditions to which they refer.

8. Mere conclusions of law and general allegations of “superseding, intervening
events”, “actions and/or inactions” by unidentified individuals, and unspecified “pre-existing
conditions™ in a pleading which fails to set forth the material facts upon which a defense in
based is violative of Pennsylvania Rule of Civil Procedure 1019(a).

9. Material facts giving rise to an answering Defendant’s affirmative defenses must be
pleaded in New Matter.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays this Honorable Court enter an Order directing that
paragraphs 42, 43 and 44 of the New Matter filed on behalf of Defendants DuBois Regional
Medical Center and George Palmer, Jr., D.O. be stricken.

Respectfully submitted,

KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C.

24

AMUEL COHEN T

Dated: 7/ /& 21/00




IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix

of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Individually and on Behalf of the Next of
Kin of DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Plaintiff
VvS.

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER,
GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.,
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER,
PC, and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD,

Defendants

| HEREBY CERTIFY THAT A TRUE AND

- CORRECT COPY OF THE WITHIN WAS
MAILED TO ALL COUNSEL OF RECORD

THIS 7""DAY OF SEPTEMBER, 2000.

»

&

/ 7

Attgfnéys fot Named Defendants

-

No. 00 - 623 CD

ISSUE: ANSWER AND NEW
MATTER

Filed on Behalf of Defendants,
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL
CENTER and

. * GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.

Attorney of Record for These Parties:

: _ JOHN L. McINTYRE, ESQUIRE

PA1.D. #28015

PFAFF, McINTYRE, DUGAS HARTYE
& SCHMITT :
P.O. Box 533
Hollidaysburg, PA 16648

(814) 696-3581



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix : No.00-623CD
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY M. SROCK, : :
Individually and on Behalf of the Next of

Kin of DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Plaintiff
VS,
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER,
GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O,,
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER,
PC, and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD,

Defendants

_ANSWER AND NEW MATTER
AND NOW, comes the Defendants, DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER
and GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O., by their attorneys, PFAFF, McINTYRE, DUGAS,
HARTYE & SCHMITT, files the following Answer and New Matter to the plaintiff's
Amended Complaint, and in support, sets forth the following:
1. In response to Paragraph 1, after feasonable investigation, these
answering defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information so as to form a

belief as to the truth, or falsity of said averments and strict proof thereof is demanded at

the time of trial. v /
2, Admitted.
3. Admitted.

4. — 5. Admitted.



6. In response to Paragraph 6 of the Plaintif’s Amended Complaint, said
-allegations constitute legel conclusions to which No response is ‘required. However, it is
believed and averred that the Wrongful Death and Survival Statutes pertain to the
pertinent darhages.

7. In response to Paragraph 7 of the plaintiff’s Amended Complaint, if is
admitted'that Dubois Regional Medical Center (hereinafter DRMC) is a corporation
where patients receive medical care, and in return, are requested to pay for their
services.

8. In response to Paragraph 8 of the plaintiff's Amended Complaint, itis
admitted that George Palmer, Jr., D.O., is licensed to practice medicine in the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and at the time, provided appropriate skilled and
competent medical care to patients who came to the emergency department at DRMC.

9. In response to Paragraph 9 of the plaintif's Amended Complaint, said
averments are denied in so far as plaintiff h.as not identified any agents, servants,
workmen or empioyees. Itis admitted that the hospital operates through its authorized
employees and strict proof of all claims of agency or employment is demanded, along
with the identity of the individuals in question, at the time of trial.

10.  Inresponse to Paragraph 10, said averments are denied as constituting a
legal conclusion.
| 11. Admitted.

12.-13. In Response to Paragraphs 12 and 13 of the plaintiff's Amended
Complaint, it is admitted that on June 5, 1998, Dorothy Srock was sent to DRMC where

she received appropriate medical and hospital care by those persons who treated her, in



accordance with the accepted standards of emergency department/hospital care. Strict
proof of plaintiff's allegations is demanded at trial.

14.  Inresponse to Paragraph 14 of the plaintifffs Amended Complaint, these.
defendants incorporate by reference, their prior answers as contained herein. By way of
further answer, strict proof of all employment and/or agency relationships is demanded
atthe time of trial. |

15, 16, 17, and 18. In response to Paragraphs 15-18 of the plaintiff's Amended
Complaint, said averments are not directed to these answering defendants. By way of

- further answer, after reasonable investigation, these answering defendants-are without
--sufficient knowledgé or information so as to form of belief of what occurred, as set forth
in Paragraphs 15 — 18 and proof of same is demanded of trial.

19. In response to Paragraph 19 of the plaintiff's Amended Complaint, it is
denied that the “patient” arrived at DRMC at or about 5:00 p.m. DRMC is unaware as to
what “the term ‘patient’ means” and strict proof of same is demanded at trial. By Way of
further answer, it is admitted that after 5:00 p.m., Dorothy Srock presented for outpati‘ent
testing as a result of orders issued by Albert L. Varacallo, M.D. Certain tests were
performed as referenced in the outpatient records. Dorothy Srobk was not, at or about
5:00 p.m., a patient in the Emergency Department at DRMC.

20. In response to Paragraph 20 of the plaintiff’s Amended Complaint, it is
specifically denied that Dorothy Srock came under the care of George Palmer, Jr. at
5:00 p.m. on June 5, 1998. Dorothy Sro-ck did not come to the Emergency Department

at 5:00 p.m. and strict proof of same is demanded at the time of trial. Further, Dr.



Palmer did not see or examine Dorothy Srock prior to 10:30 p.m. Dr. Palmer was not
on duty on or about 5:00 p.m. '
21.  Inresponse to Paragraph 21 of the plaintiff’'s Amended Complaint, it is
- denied that Dorothy Srock was discharged from DRMC and sent home. To the contrary,
Dorothy Srock was never discharged from DRMC on June 5, 1998 to her hbme. Strict
proof of gaid allegations contained in Paragraph 21 is demanded at the time of trial.
| é2. In response to Paragraph 22 of the plaintiff's Arﬁended Complaint, after
reasonable investigation, these answering defendants are without sufficient knowledge
or information so as to form a belief as to the.truth or falsity of vDorothy Srock’s éondition
during the course of the evening of June 5 and striét proof of same is demanded at the
time of trial.
23. In response to Paragraph 23 of the plaintitf's Amended Complaint, after
_ reasonable investigation, these answering defendants are without sufficient knowledge
- or information so as to form a belief as to the truth or falsity of said averments and strict
proof of same is demanded at the time of trial.

24.  Inresponse to Paragraph 24 of the plaintiff's Amended Complaint, its
admitted that Doﬂrothy Srock returned to DRMC and was suffering from certain problems
as identified in the medical records. The medical records speak for themselves as to
what problems Dorothy Srock had at the time she was seen in the Emergency
Department at DRMC.  Strict proof of plaintiff's allegations is demanded at trial.

25.  Inresponse to Paragraph 25 of the plaintiff's Amended Complaint, its

admitted that at approximately 1:00 a.m, the patient was life-flighted to West Penn



Hospital and that she subsequently died. Strict proof of the cause of her death is
demanded at the time of trial.

26. In response to Paragraph 26 of the plaintiff's Amended Complaint, said
allegations constitute legal conclusions to which no respocse is required. In so far asa ,
response is required, it is denied that any action or inaction on the part of DRMC or Dr.
George Ffalmer, Jr. constituted negligence or carelessness and strict proof of same is-
demanded at the time of trial.

27.  Inresponse to Paragraph 27 of the plaintiff’s Amended Complaint, said
averments are not directed to these answering defendants, hence, no response is
-required.

28. ‘ In response to Paragraph 28 of the plaintiff's Amended Compiaint, in
- accordance with Pennsylvania Rules of Civil Procedure, Rule 1029,-all averments are
denied. By way of further answer, these answering deféndants deny that they were
negligent, careless, or committed malpractice in any way. At all times, these ahswering
defendants provided a proper and thorough medical evaluation, obtained full and
complete history, conducted appropriate examinationé, obtained pertinent information-
from family and f}'iends, properly and adéquately diagnosed the patient’s condition, and
heart condition as it existed then and there under the circumstances, properly interpretéd ‘
tests. Itis denied that plaintiff was discharged from DRMC to her home. Appropriate
transfer arrangements were made to West Penn Hospital. At all times, the conduct of
these answering defendants was in accordance with the accepted standards of

emergency department and hospital care.



By way of further answer, George Palmer, Jr., D.O. never saw Dorothy Srock at
or about 5:00 p.m. on June 5, 1998. As such, he did not perform any examination of this
patient at or about 5:00 p.m. He did not read the electrocardiogram taken shortly at or
about 5:00 p.m. He did not allow or in anyway discharge the patient at or abbut 5:00
p.m. As to the “initial emergency room visit", there was only one visit which occurred at
or about "1 0:30 p.m. All care rendered by Dr. Palmer was appropriate and in accordance
with the accepted standards of Emergency Department Medicine. Strict proof of all
allegations in Paragraph 28 of the plaintiff's Amended Complaint, and said
subparagraphs, is demanded at the time of trial, |

COUNT |

29.. Inresponse to Paragraph.ég of the plaintiff's Amended Complaint, these
answering defendants incorporate by reference, their answers to Paragraphs 1 through
28, as though the same were set forth in length.

30.  Inresponse to Paragraph 30 of the plaintiff's Amended Complaint, said
averments constitute a legal conclusion to which no response is required.

31, 32. In response to Paragraphs 31 and 32 of the plaintiff's Amended
Compilaint, after reasonable investigation, these answering defendants, without sufficient
knowledge or information, so as to a form of belief as to the truth of said averments and
strict proof is demanded at trial. |

33, 34, 35. In response to Paragraphs 33 - 35 of the plaintiff's Amended
Complaint, said averments constitute legal conclusions to which no response is required,
and in so far as a response is required, strict proof of all claims for damages as

contained in 33, 34 and 35 is demanded at trial.



WHEREFORE, the defendants, George Palmer, Jr., D.O., and DuBois
REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER, respectfully requests that Count 1 of the plaintiff's
Amended Complaint be dismissed with prejudice.

| COUNT Il

36.  Inresponse to Paragraph 36 of the plaintif’'s Amended Complaint, these
answering defendants hereby corporate by reference, that their prior answers to
Paragraphs 1 - 35, as though the same were set forth in length.

37.  Inresponse to Paragraph 37 of the plaintiff's Amended Complaint, said
averments constitute legal conclusions to which no response is required.

38.  Inresponse to Paragraph 38 of the plaintif’s Amended Complaint, said
ayerments constitute legal/medical conclusions to which no response is. required. Inso
far as a response is réquired, after a reasonable investigation, these answering
defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information so as to form a beliefasto
the truth or falsity of said averments as to damages and causation and strict proof is
demanded at trial.

39, 40, 41. In response to Paragraphs 39, 40 and 41 of the plaintiff's Amended
Complaint, after'a reasonable investigation, these answering defendants, without |
sufficient knowledge or information, so as to form a belief as to the truth or falsity of said
averments and strict proof is demanded at the time of trial. Strict proof of all claims for

.damages as cohtained in Paragraphs 39, 40 and 41 is demanded at trial.
NEW MATTER
By way of further answer, and in support of defendants, George Palmer, Jr., D.O.

and DuBois REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER, set forth the following New Matter:



42.  Plaintiff's cause of action is barred in that the death was the result of
superseding, intervening events, over which these defendant had no control.

43. - To the extent plaintiff proves a right of recovery, while it is the result of
actions and/or inactions by others over whom these defendants had no right to control or
supervise. - |

44.  Plaintiff's death was a result of pre-existing conditions.

45.  Plaintiff's claim is barred by the applicable Statute of Limitations.

46. The Defendant, George Palmer, Jr., D.O., did not see Dorothy Srock at
anytime, on June 5, 1998 prior to 10:30 p.m.

47. George Palmer, Jr., D.O., was not in anyway involved with any of the
- tests which were ordered and/or conducted on Dorothy Srock, with said tests being
referenced in Paragraph 19 of the plaintiff's Amended Complaint.

WHEREFORE, the Defehdahts, George Pélmer, Jr., D.O., and DuBois
REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER, respéctfully requests that the plaintiff's Amended
Complaint be dismissed with prejudice and judgment fn their favor.

Respectfully submitted.
PFAFF Mcf INTYRE, DpGAS HARTYE & SCHMITT

E/ //

/

/ £ ZL
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Attorneys for Deféndants

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER and
GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.

JOHN L. MCINTYRE, ESQUIRE
PA 1.D. #28015

P O Box 533

Hollidaysburg, PA 16648-0533
(814) 696-3581



TO: THE WITHIN NAMED PARTIES

You are hereby notified to Plead

to the Answer and New Matter

to Plaintiff’'s Amended Complaint
within TWENTY (20) DAYS from Service
hereof of a Default Judgment

may be filed :é/’a’inst )’,0}1/ ¢
/A !

Attorneys fo Deférdants 7/
/) £
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VERIFICATION

|, GEORGE PALMER, JR,, D.O., do hereby'verify th:at | have read the foregéing
ANSWER AND NEW MATTER TO PLAINTIFF'S AMENDED COMPLAINT. The
statements therein are correct to the best of my personal knowledge or information and belief.

This.statement and verification are made subject to ther penaltives of 18 Pa.C.S. Section
4904 relating to .unsworn fabrication to authoritiéé, which provides that if | make knowingly-false

-averments | may be subject to criminal penalti

‘Geqrge Palmer, Jr., D.O.

Date: _§~24 -2




VERIFICATION

I, SAMUEL COHEN, verify that I am the attomey for Plaintiff, Kimberly M. Miller,
Administratrix of the Estate of Dorothy M. Srock, Individually and on Behalf of the Next of
Kin of Dorothy M. Srock named herein, and that the averments of fact set forth in the
foregoing Preliminary Objections to New Matter of Defendants are true and correct to the best
of my knowledge, information and belief. I understand that this Verification is made subject to

the penalties of 18 Pa. C.S. section 4904, relating to unsworn falsification to authorities.

vz

SAMUEL COHEN

Dated: 77[ 2/ 2(/




CERTIFICATION OF SERVICE

I, Samuel Cohen, certify that a true and correct copy of the within Plaintiff’s
Preliminary Objections to New Matter of Defendants was forwarded via regular mail through

the United States Postal Service on September 22, 2000 to:

John L. Mclntyre, Esquire Marian Patchen Schleppy, Esquire
Pfaff, Mclntyre, Dugas, 300 Four PPG Place

Hartye & Schmitt Pittsburgh, PA 15222-5404

P. O. Box 533

Hollidaysburg, PA 16648-0533

yivz

4 SAMUEL COHEN

Dated: 4//? 2,/ 00
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Adm. of
Estate of DOROTHY M. SROCK,
individually, and on behalf of the
NEXT of KIN of DOROTHY M.
SROCK, '

Plaintiff,
VS.

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL
CENTER, GEORGE PALMER, JR.,
D.O., REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL
CENTER, P.C. and ALBERT
VARACALLO, M.D.,

Defendants.

FILED

FEB 08 2001

William A. Shaw
Prothonotary

CIVIL DIVISION

No. 00-623-CD

ANSWER TO AMENDED CIVIL
ACTION COMPLAINT

Filed on behalf of Reynoldsville
Medical Center, P.C. and Albert
Varacallo, M.D., Defendants

Counsel of Record for This Party:

Marian Patchen Schleppy, Esquire
PA1.D. # 72880

GACA MATIS BAUM & RIZZA
Firm #983

300 Four PPG Place

Pittsburgh, PA 15222-5404

(412) 338-4750

.JURY TRIAL DEMANDED



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Adm. of
Estate of DOROTHY M. SROCK,
individually, and on behalf of the
NEXT of KIN of DOROTHY M.
SROCK,

CIVIL DIVISION

No. 00-623-CD
Plaintiff,

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

Vs, )
: )
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL )
CENTER, GEORGE PALMER, JR., )
D.O., REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL )
CENTER, P.C. and ALBERT )
VARACALLO, M.D., )
)

Defendants.

ANSWER TO AMENDED CIVIL ACTION COMPLAINT

ALBERT L. VARACALLO, M.D., and REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER,
P.C., twé of the Defendants, by and through their attorneys, Gaca Matis Baum & Rizza and
Marian Patchen Schleppy, Esquire, in response to Plaintiff's Amended Civil Action Complaint
set forth the following:

1. If any factual allegations in the Plaintiff's Amended Civil Action Complaint are not
responded to in the following paragraphs, after reasonable investigation, these answering
Defendants are without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of
said allegations.

2. Each paragraph of this Answer incorporates by reference all other paragraphs of the

Answer.

3. Any allegation or implication that these Defendants were acting through agents,



servants and/or employees is denied as stated. To the contrary, it is averred that at all times
relévant hereto, any other physicians or health care providers who provided care to Dorothy Srock
were either acting as independent contractors or as agents, servants and employees of other
persons or entities.

4. After reasonable investigation, these answering Defendants are without knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the averments contained within Paragraphs
1,21, 22, 24 and 25. Same are deemed denied and strict proof of same is demanded at time of
trial.

5.  Theallegations contained within Pafagraphs 2, 3, and 28, including subparagraphs (a)
through and including (r), pertain to other Defendants and no 'response is required of these

answering Defendants. To the extent that a response is required due to allegations of negligence,

these allegations are denied.

6.  Paragraphs 4 and 5 are admitted.

7. Paragraphs 6, 7, 10 and 11 plead conclusions of law to which no response is required.

8.  The averments of Paragraph 8 are denied as stated. It is only admitted that Dr.
Varacallo is licensed to practice medicine in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. The remaining
averments of Paragraph 8 plead conclusions of law to which no response is required. The
allégations of Paragraph 8 directed to George Palmer, Jr., are directed to another Defendant and
no response is required of this answering Defendant with respect to those allegations.

9.  Paragraph 9 is specifically denied. These Defendants are unable to affirmatively state

whether unidentified "authorized agents, servants, workmen and/or employees" who allegedly



acted "within the course and scope of his or her agency and/or employment" with these
Defendants were or were not agents, servants, workmen and/or employees of these answering
Defendants or whether they were acting within the scope of any alleged agency or employment
with these Defendants. Same is specifically denied and strict proof of same is demanded at time
of trial.

10.  Paragraph 12 pleads conclusions of law to which no response is required. To the
extent that a response is required, Paragraph 12 is only admitted to the extent that the allegations
contained therein are consistent with the recordations contained within Dr. Varacallo's and the
Reynoldsville Medical Center records. To the extent these allegations are inconsistent with these
recordations or are not recorded at all, these answering Defendants are without knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the averments contained within this
paragraph. Said averments are deemed denied and strict proof of the same is demanded at time
of trial.

11.  Paragraphs 13 and 14 are specifically denied. It is specifically denied that any
unidentified doctors, nurses, staff and "othgr agents, servaﬁts and employees”, attendants or
technicians were the agents, servants or employees of these answering Defendants or that they
were acting within the scope of any alleged employment, agency or authority. Strict proof of
same is demanded at time of trial. |

12. Paragraph 17 is admitted in part. It is admitted that Chip Hull was the employee of
Reynoldsville Medical Center, P.C. Dr. Varacallo was not Chip Hull's employer.

13. Paragraphs 15, 16, 18, 19, 20 and 23 are admitted to the extent that the said



allegations contained therein are consistent with the recordations within Dr. Varacallo's and the
Reynoldsville Medical Center records; to the extent that these allegations are inconsistent with
these recordations or are not recorded at all, after reasonable investigation, these answering
Defendants are without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
averments contained within these paragraphs. Said averments are deemed denied and strict proof
of same is demanded at time of trial.

4. The averments of Paragraphs 26 and 27, including subparagraphs (a) through and
including (i), are denied. These answering Defendants were not careless or negligent, nor did
their conduct cause, contribute to or increase the likelihood of any allegéd harm to the decedent.
By way of further response, Paragraph 27(i) pléads conclusions of law to which no response is
required. To the extent that a response is required, the averments of Paragraph 27(i) are
specifically denied.

COUNT I - WRONGFUL DEATH

28. Thése answering Defendants incorporate herein by reference those paragraphs of the
foregoing Answer which are responsive to the paragraphs incorporated within Paragraph 28 ,of the-
Plaintiff's Civil Action Complaint.

29. Pafagraph 29 pleads conclusions of law to which no response is required.

30. After reasonable investigation, these answering Defendants are without knowledge or
information sufficient to form a }belief as the truth of the averments contained within Paragraphs
30, 32, 33, 34 and 35. Stxiict proof of the same is demanded at time of trial.

31. Paragraph 31 pleads conclusions of law to which no response is required. To the



extent that a reéponse is required, after reasonable investigation, these answering Defendants are
without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of said averments.
Same are deemed denied and strict proof of same is demanded at time of trial.

COUNT II - SURVIVAL ACTION

32. - These Defendants incorporate herein by reference those paragraphs of the foregoing
Answer which are responsive to the paragraphs incorporated within Paragraph 36 of the
Plaintiff's Civil Action Complaint.

33. ‘Paragraphs 37, 39, 40 and 41 plead conclusions of law to which no response is
required.

34, Paragraph 38 is denied. It is denied that these answering Defendants were negligent,
careless or that their conduct caused, contributed to or increased the likelihood of any alleged
harm to the decedent.

WHEREFORE, Defendants, ALBERT L. VARACALLO, M.D., and REYNOLDSVILLE
MEDICAL CENTER, P.C., respectfully requests this Honorable Court to enter judgment in their
favor and against Plaintiff with costs of suit sustained.

.

GACA MATIS BAUM & RIZZA

o

Mari?’h Patche eppy, Esquire
Attorneys for Reynoldsville Medical Center,
P.C.land Albert Varacallo, M.D., Defendants

/



27027
VERIFICATION

I, ALBERT L. VARACALLO, M.D., have read the foregoing ANSWER. The statements
therein are correct to the best of my personal knowledge or information and belief.
This statement and verification is made subject to the penalties of 18 Pa. C.S.A. §4904

relating to unsworn falsification to authorities, which provides that if I make knowingly false

averments, I may be subject to criminal penalties.

%,}.M,ﬁo

ALBERT L. VARACALLO, M.D.

Date: i /Z"’—/"o




27027

VERIFICATION

1, Alberd L Nocawll, & ” am Precidia~  of REYNOLDSVILLE

MEDICAL CENTER, P.%., and am authorized to make this verification on its behalf. I have

read the foregoing ANSWER and the statements therein are correct to the best of my personal

knowledge or information and belief.

This statement and verification -is made subject to the penalties of 18 Pa. C.S.A. §4904
relating to unsworn falsification to authorities, which provides that if I make knowingly false

averments, I may be subject to criminal penaities.
REYNOLDS MEDICAL CENTER, P.C.
/Zﬂ‘ J (/"}‘(%M
- /,
/

Date: _ ///LL/M




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, the undersigned, hereby certify that I served a true and correct copy of the foregoing

ANSWER upon all counsel of record by United States, First-class mail, postage prepa.ld this

(, 2 day of %M , 2001.

Samuel Cohen, Esquire
117 South 17" Street
Suite 2010

Philadelphia, PA 19103

John L. McIntyre, Esquire

Pfaff, McIntyre, Dugas Hartye & Schmitt
P.O. Box 533

Hollidaysburg, PA 166438
814-696-3581/FAX 696-9399

GACA MATIS BAUM & RIZZA




IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Adm. of
Estate of DOROTHY M. SROCK,
individually, and on behalf of the
NEXT of KIN of DOROTHY M.
SROCK,

CIVIL DIVISION

No. 00-623-CD

Plaintiff,

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL
CENTER, GEORGE PALMER, JR.,
D.O., REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL
CENTER, P.C. and ALBERT

" VARACALLO, M.D.,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
vs. )
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
Defendants. )

REPLY TO NEW MATTER

AND NOW, comes the Defendant, ALBERT L. VARACALLO, M.D., by and through
his attorneys, Gaca Matis Baum & Rizza and files the following Reply to New Matter of
Defendants, DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER and GEORGE PALMER, JR.,
D.O., and in support thereof avers as follows:

1. Answering Defendant incorporates herein by reference his Answer and New
Matter, previously filed of record, as though the same were fully set forth herein.

2. The averments of Paragraph 42 plead conclusions of law to which no response is
required. To the extent that a response is required, this Defendant js without knowledge or
information sufﬁéient to form a belief as to the truth of the averments in Paragraph 42. Strict
proof of same is demanded.

3. The averments of Paragraph 43 plead conclusions of law to which no response is



required. To the extent that a response is required, after reasonable investigation, this
Defendant is without knowledge or information sufficient to fonﬁ a belief as to the truth of the
averments in Paragraph 42. Strict proof of same is demanded.

4.  The averments of Paragraph 44 are believed to be true.

5.  The averments of Paragraph 45 are believed to be true.

6.  After reasonable investigation, this answering Defendant is withouf knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the averments contained within
Paragraph 46. Strict proof of same is demanded at time of trial.

7. After reasonable investigation, this answering Defendant is without knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the averments contained within
Paragraph 47. Strict proof of same is demanded at time of trial.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ALBERT L. VARACALLO, M.D., respectfully requests
that the within case against him be dismissed with judgment entered in his favor and cost of

suit sustained.

GACA MATIS BAUM & RIZZA

i

By:
fan Patcl( ;l;% py, Esquire
Att rneys for dsville Medical Center,
P.Q. and Albert Varacallo, M.D.,

Defendants



VERIFICATION
26.27027

I, Marian Patchen Schleppy, Esquire, state that I am counsel of record for Reynoldévi]le
Medical Center, P.C. and Albert Varacalio, M.D., Defendants, in the within action, that the
foregoing REPLY TO NEW MATTER is true and correct to the bést of my personal l_mowledge,
or information and belief.

This statement and verification is made subject to the penalties of 18 Pa. C.S.A. §4904
relating to unsworn falsification to authorities, which provide;s that if T make knowingly false

averments, I may be subject to criminal penalties.

Mariaé Patchen 7[hlepﬁu
Date: qu Zw|




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, the undersigned, hereby certify that I served a true and correct copy of the foregoing

REPLY TO NEW MATI'ER upon all counsel of record by United States, First-class mail, postage

prepaid, this &

day of —%W , 2001,

Samuel Cohen, Esquire
117 South 17" Street
Suite 2010

Philadelphia, PA 19103

John L. Mclntyre, Esquire

Pfaff, Mclntyre, Dugas Hartye & Schmitt
P.O. Box 533

Hollidaysburg, PA 16648
814-696-3581/FAX 696-9399

GACA MATIS BAUM & RIZZA

MMM -

Marfan P che'ﬁ/S&ILIc’ppy




FILED

FEB Og 2001
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix

of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Individually and on Behalf of the Next of
Kin of DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Plaintiff
VS.

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER,
GEORGE PALMER, JR.,D.O.,
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER,
PC, and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD,

Defendants

| HEREBY CERTIFY THAT A TRUE AND
CORRECT COPY OF THE WITHIN WAS
MAILED TO ALL COUNSEL OF RECORD
THIS 8" DAY OF AUGUST, 2001.

v/

Attornavs for}amed Defendants

No. 00 ~ 623 CD

ISSUE: NOTICE OF SERVICE OF
ANSWERS TO PLAINTIFF’S
INTERROGATORIES, EXPERT
INTERROGATORIES AND
REPONSES TO REQUEST FOR
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

Filed on Behalf of Defendants,
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL
CENTER and

GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.

Attorney of Record for These Parties:

JOHN L. McINTYRE, ESQUIRE
PAL.D. #28015

PFAFF, MCINTYRE, DUGAS HARTYE
& SCHMITT

. P.O. Box 533

Hollidaysburg, PA 16648

(814) 696-3581

FILED

AUG N9 2001

William A, Shaw’

Prothonotary

PR




of DOROTHY M. SROCK, by mailing the original of the same via first-class United

States Mail, postage prepaid, addressed to the following:

Samuel Cohen, Esquire

KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C.

117 S. 17" Street
Suite 2010
Philadelphia, PA 19103

PFAFF, MCINTYRE, DUGAS, HARTYE &
SCHMITT

Attcéf/r\'?éy for Defendants
DuB0is Regional Medical Center and
George Palmer, Jr., D.O.

John L. Mclntyre, Esquire
PA |.D. #: 28015

P.O. Box 533
Hollidaysburg, PA 16648
(814) 696-3581

(814) 696-9399 Fax



f—Vi‘

Williom A, Shawy
Prothonctary



KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C. ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFFS
By: SAMUEL COHEN

ATTORNEY LD. NO.: 27544

117 SOUTH 17th STREET

SUITE 2010

PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103

(215) 636-0400

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administrix . COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY SROCK
Individually and on Behalf of the Next : CLEARFIELD COUNTY
of Kin of DOROTHY SROCK :
VS.

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER
GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O. and : NO.: 00-623-CD
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER
P.C. and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, M.D.
ORDER

AND NOW, to wit, this 76>day of chsalx\ 200, upon consideration of Plamtiffs’
Motion to Compel Answers to Interrogatories and Response to Requests for Production of
Documents Addressed to Defendant, Albert L. Varacallo, M.D. and Reynoldsville Medical Center,
P.C., it is hereby ORDERED and DECREED, that said Defendants shall file full and complete
answers to Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories and full and complete responses to Plaintiffs’ Request for
Production of Document within twenty (20) days of the date of this Order or suffer appropriate

sanctions upon application to this Court.

EILED e

JAN 072002
05/01( ¢l-{1] CO

Wiliiam A, Sh
Pfgth@ngtagw W




KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C. ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFFS
By: SAMUEL COHEN

ATTORNEY LD. NO.: 27544

117 SOUTH 17th STREET

SUITE 2010

PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103

(215) 636-0400

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administrix :  COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY SROCK :

Individually and on Behalf of the Next :  CLEARFIELD COUNTY

of Kin of DOROTHY SROCK :

VS.

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER

GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O. and : NO.: 00-623-CD
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER

P.C. and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, M.D.

PLAINTIFES’ MOTION TO COMPEL ANSWERS TO INTERROGATORIES AND
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS ADDRESSED TO DEFENDANTS
ALBERT L. VARACALLO, M.D. and REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER, P.C.

Plaintiff, Kimberly M. Miller, Administrix of the Estate of Dorothy Srock, by and through
her attorneys, Katz, Cohen & Price, P.C., hereby move this Honorable Court to enter the
proposed Order attached hereto and assign in support thereof the following:

1. On or about November 22, 2000 counsel for Defendants named in the attached
correspondence was served with discovery requests pursuant to the Pennsylvania Rules of Civil
Procedure. A copy of the transmittal letter is attached hereto, made part hereof and marked
Exhibit “A".

FILED

JAN 04 2002

William A. Shaw
Prothonotary




2. On April 3, 2001, a letter was forwarded to counsel for Defendants inquiring as to
when we may expect answers to our discovery requests. A copy of the letter is attached hereto,
made part hereof and marked Exhibit “B”.

3. On June 14, 2001, a letter was forwarded to counsel for Defendants inquiring as to
when we may expect answers to our discovery requests. A copy of this letter is attached hereto,
made part hereof and marked Exhibit “C”.

4. On November 16, 2001, a letter was forwarded to counsel for Defendants inquiring as
to when we may expect answers to our discovery requests. A copy of this letter is attached
hereto, made part hereof and marked Exhibit “D”.

5. In excess of thirty (30) days have passed since the written Requests for Production
were served on counsel for Defendants.

4. This Motion is filed pursuant to the Pa. R.C.P. 4019.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs herein respectfully request that this Honorable Court enter the
Order attached hereto.

KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C.

" YAMUEL COHEN

Dated: ,ﬂ// /f/ﬂ(]




KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C.

By: SAMUEL COHEN

ATTORNEY LD. NO.: 27544

117 SOUTH 17th STREET, SUITE 2010
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103

(215) 636-0400

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administrix
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY SROCK
Individually and on Behalf of the Next

of Kin of DOROTHY SROCK

VS.

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER

GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O. and
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER
P.C. and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, M.D.

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFFS

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

CLEARFIELD COUNTY

NO.: 00-623-CD

MEMORANDUM OF LAW

The facts operative on the instant Motion are adequately set forth in the Motion itself.

On November 22, 2000, counsel for Plantiff served Request for Production of Documents

upon counsel for the Defendant named herein.

To date, the named Defendants has not produced documents in response to the Request

for Production, nor has Defendants served any objection thereto.

Plaintiff is unable to properly prepare their case and/or evaluate the case for potential

settlement absent Defendants responses to Request for Production of Documents.




The Court is empowered, pursuant to Pa. R.C.P. 4019, to compel Defendants to answer
the written discovery.
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, Kimberly M. Miller, Administratrix of the Estate of Dorothy M.
Srock, respectfully request that the Court enter an Order compelling the Defendants named herein
to answer and respond to the written discovery.
Respectfully submitted:

KATZ, gOHEN & PRICE, P,

SAMUEL COHEN

Date:




LAW OFFICES

KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C.

SUITE 2010
117 S. 17TH STREET
SAMUEL COHEN PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103 123A WEST CLEMENTS BRIDGE ROAD
MICHAEL G. PRICE*
‘ ) 215-636-0400 BARRINGTON, N.J. 08007
*PA AND NJ BAR 856-547-4201

FAX 215-636-0403

SAMUEL C. KATZ FAX 8356-547-1710

OF COUNSEL ' November 22, 2000
John L. McIntyre, Esquire Marian Patchen Schleppy, Esquire
Pfaff, McIntyre, Dugas ‘Gaca Matis Baum & Rizza
Hartye & Schmitt 300 Four PPG Place
P. O. Box 533 Pittsburgh, PA 15222-5404

Hollidaysburg, PA 16648-0533

Re: Kimberly M. Miller, Administratrix
of the Estate of Dorothy M. Srock,
Individually and on Behalf of the Next of
Kin of Dorothy M. Srock
C.C.P,, Clearfield County
No.: 00-623-CD

Dear Counsel:

Enclosed herewith is an original Request for Production of Documents addressed to your
clients. Please respond to said Discovery requests withiri the time prescribed by the Pennsylvama
Rules of Civil Procedure.

Thank you for your anticipated cooperation.

Very t

o~

SC/law
Enclosures

EXHEIT 3



LAW OFFICES

KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C.
SUITE 2010
117 S. 17TH STREET
SAMUEL COHEN PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103 123A WEST CLEMENTS BRIDGE ROAD

MICHAEL G PRICE* BARRINGTON, N.J. 08007
*PA AND NJ BAR

215-636-0300

FAX 215-636-0403 856-547-4201
SAMUEL C. KATZ FAX 856-547-1710
OF COUNSEL April 3, 2001 '
Marian Patchen Schleppy, Esquire John L. McIntyre, Esquire
Gaca Matis Baum & Rizza Pfaff, McIntyre, Dugas, Hartye & Schmitt
300 Fourt PPG Place - P. O. Box 533
Pittsburgh, PA 15222-5404 Hollidaysburg, PA 16648

Re: Kimberly M. Miller, Administratrix
of the Estate of Dorothy Srock vs.
DuBois Regional Medical Center, et al
C.C.P., Clearfield County

No.: 00-623-CD

Dear Counsel:

Enclosed herewith are Plaintiff’s Interrogatories addressed to each Defendant regarding the
captioned matter.

If you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Very t ours,

L CO

SC/law
Enclosures

L7 B



LAW OFFICES

KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C.

SUITE 2010
117 8. 17TH STREET
SAMUEL COHEN PHILADELPHIA, PA 18103 123A WEST CLEMENTS BRIDGE ROAD
I:IICHAEL G. PRICE* 215_&@} 00 BARRINGTON, N.J. 08007
PA AND NJ BAR FAX 215-636-0403 856-547-4201
SAMUEL C. KATZ E-MAIL KCPATTORNEYS@AOL.COM FAX 856-547-1710
OF COUNSEL June 14, 2001
Marian Patchen Schleppy, Esquire John L. Mclntyre, Esquire
- Gaca Matis Baum & Rizza Pfaff, McIntyre, Dugas, Hartye & Schmitt
300 Four PPG Place P. O. Box 533
Pittsburgh, PA 15222-5404 " Hollidaysburg, PA 16648

Re: Kimberly M. Miller, Administratrix
of the Estate of Dorothy Srock vs.
DuBois Regional Medical Center, et al
C.C.P., Clearfield County

No.: 00-623-CD

Dear Counsel:
* Would you kindly advise us to the status of your responses to our discovery requests.

Thank you for your cooperation.

SC/law

xthBir 0



LAW OFFICES

KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C.

SUITE 2010
117 S. 17TH STREET .
SAMUEL COHEN PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103 123A WEST CLEMENTS BRIDGE ROAD
MICHAEL G. PRICE* ' T ' BARRINGTON, N.J. 08007
. . 215-636-0400 s NuJ. 08¢
PA AND NJ BAR ‘ FAX 215.636-0403 856-547-4201
SAMUEL C. KATZ E-MAIL KCPATTORNEYS@AOL.COM FAX 856-547-1710
OF COUNSEL . "November 16, 2001
Marian Patchen Schleppy, Esquire : John L. McIntyre, Esquire
Gaca Matis Baum & Rizza Pfaff, McIntyre, Dugas, Hartye & Schmltt
300 Four PPG Place ' P. O. Box 533 ‘
Pittsburgh, PA 15222-5404 Hollidaysburg, PA 16648

Re: Kimberly M. Miller, Administratrix
of the Estate of Dorothy Srock vs.
DuBois Regional Medical Center, et al '
C.C.P., Clearfield County

No.: 00 623-CD

SECOND REQUEST
* Dear Counsel:
Would you kindly advise us to the status of your responses to our discovery Tequests.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Very truly yours,

7

SC/law

ExHBs T D" I






IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix : No.00-623CD
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY M. SROCK, :
Individually and on Behalf of the Next of

Kin of DOROTHY M. SROCK, ISSUE: NOTICE OF SERVICE OF
‘ . SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWERS TO .
INTERROGATORIES
Plaintiff

Filed on Behalf of Defendants,
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL
CENTER and

GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.
vS.

Attorney of Record for These Parties:
JOHN L. McINTYRE, ESQUIRE

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER, PA I.D. #28015
GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O., :

REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER, McINTYRE, DUGAS, HARTYE
PC, and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD, : & SCHMITT
: P.O.Box 533
Hollidaysburg, PA 16648
(814) 696-3581
Defendants
| HEREBY CERTIFY THAT A TRUE AND
CORRECT COPY OF THE WITHIN WAS
MAILED TO ALL COUNSEL OF RECORD
THIS 14™ DAY OF FEBRUARY, 2002.
| FEB 15 7000
QWAMCWI/MJ "‘(l,o:us(

Attérneys for Named Defendayfts  / William A, Shaw
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KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix

of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Individually and on Behalf of the Next of
Kin of DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Plaintiff
VS.
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER,
GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.,
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER,
PC, and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD,

Defendants

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

No. 00 - 623 CD

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

NOTICE OF SERVICE OF SUPPLEMENTAL
ANSWERS TO PLAINTIFF’'S INTERROGATORIES

TO: PROTHONOTOARY

You are hereby notified that on the 147“ day of February, 2002, defendants,

(o

GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O. and DUBQIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER, served Supplemental -
Answers to Plaintiff's Interrogatories by mailing the original of the same via first-class United States
Mail, postage prepaid, addressed to the following:

Samuel Cohen, Esquire

KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C.

117 S. 17" Street

Suite 2010 !

Philadelphia, PA 19103 |

MCINTYRE, DUGAS, HARTYE & SCHMITT

Qupban A - Mu%@@ :

Attothey for Defendants

DuBois Regional Medical Center and

George Palmer, Jr., D.O. '

John L. Mcintyre, Esquire |

PAID. #: 28015 '

P.O. Box 533 |

Hollidaysburg, PA 16648 |

(814) 696-3581

(814) 696-9399 Fax !
]
|

-



;‘::;!'

- FEB 152002

| Willlam.A'. Shaw
Prothonotary
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IN THE COURT OF COMMUON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION :

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Admi'nistri_x
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY SRQCK
Individually and on Behalf of the
Next of Kin of DOROTHY -SROCK

[

V.

DUBOIS REGIONAL. MEDICAL CENTER NO° 00 623 CD

GEORGE PALMER, JR. D:0O: AND
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER, et al '
' o Type of Action:

T?fpe éi\Pleb’diﬁg

Motlon to Compel

Filed on Behalf c_)f:
Plaintiff

Counsel of Record for this Party:

Samuel Cohen

Attorney No.: 27544 L
117 South 17th Street, Suite 2010 .
Philadelphia, PA 19103
215 636 0400 : s

FILED
FER 11 2062 -
M |ioSs/ho e

William A. Shaw
Prethenetary Q\(@



KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C. ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF
By: SAMUEL COHEN

ATTORNEY LD. NO.: 27544

117 SOUTH 17th STREET, SUITE 2010

PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103

(215) 636-0400

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administrix : COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY SROCK '
Individually and on Behalf of the Next

of Kin of DOROTHY SROCK
vs. ' 5 CLEARFIELD COUNTY
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER NO.: 00-623-CD

GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O. and :
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER :

- P.C. and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD

ORDER
AND NOW, to wit, this ﬁ&day of F&br\m\ , 2002, ‘upon consideration of Plaintiff’s
Motion to Compel Supplemental Answers to Interrogatories 6, 7 énd 10 from Defendants DuBois
Regional Medical Center and George Palmer, Jr., D.O., it is hereby ORDERED and DECREED
that Defendants shall file supplemental Answers to Interrogatories 6, 7 and 10 within ten (10) days

from the date of this Order or suffer appropriate sanctions.

FEB 19 2002

illiam A. Shaw
w%‘r'oﬂlonotaw
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F&EB 19 2002
W Iia/n< Ao
Prothonotary
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KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C. ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF
By: SAMUEL COHEN

ATTORNEY LD. NO.: 27544

117 SOUTH 17th STREET

SUITE 2010

PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103

(215) 636-0400

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administrix : COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY SROCK

Individually and on Behalf of the Next

of Kin of DOROTHY SROCK

VS. : CLEARFIELD COUNTY

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER: NO.: 00-623-CD
GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O. and X

REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER :

P.C. and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD

MOTION TO COMPEL UPON DEFENDANTS DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL
" "CENTER AND GEORGE PALMER JR., D.O. FOR FAILURE TO MAKE

DISCOVERY IN ACCORDANCE WITH Pa. R.C.P.

COMES NOW, Plaintiff Kimberly M. Miller Administratrix of the Estate of Dorothy
Srock, Individually and on Behalf of the Next of Kin of Dorothy Srock, and desiring to have the
Honorable Court impose sanctions upon Defendants DuBois Regional Medical Center and George
Palmer, Jr., D.O. for failing to make discovery in accordance with the Pennsylvania Rules of Civil
Procedure and the agreement of Counsel avers in support thereof the following:

1. The within matter mvolves a claim for the wrongful death and survival actions based

upon a theory of medical malpractice.




2. In accordance with the Pennsylvania Rules of Civil Procedure, Counsel for plaintiff

.. forwarded to Counsel for defendants, George Palmer, Jr., D.O. and DuBois Regional Medical
- Center (hereinafter referred to as “The Defendants™) a set of interrogatories. A true and correct

. .copy.of the transmittal letter is attached hereto and made part hereof and marked Exhibit “1". A

copy of the certified mail receipt indicating that Counsel for defendant received said
interrogatories on June 12, 2000, a copy is attached hereto, made part hereof and marked Exhibit
2.

3. A true and correct copy of the interrogatories propounded to “the defendants” is
attached hereto and made part hereof and marked Exhibit “3".

... w»4.zUnder cover letter dated August 8, 2001, Counsel for “the defendants” forwarded to

-Counsel for Plaintiff what reported to be Answers to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories as well as other

- material. A true and correct copy of the letter is attached hereto, made part hereof and marked

Exhibit “4". A true and correct copy of what purported to be Answers to Interrogatories is
attached hereto, made part hereof and marked Exhibit “5".

5. It is alleged that Dorothy Srock was seen on June 5, 1998 on two occasions at the
DuBois Regional Medical Center, once at 5:17p.m., again at approximately 10:30p.m.

6. The purported Answers to Interrogatories are responsive with regard only to the
second visit and do not address the first visit.

7. On September 14, 2001, Counsel for Plaintiff wrote to Counsel for “The Defendants”
indicating that he believed that the interrogatory answers were incomplete in view of the admission
of any reference to the 5:17p.ni visit. A true and correct copy of a letter from Counsel for

Plamtiff to Counsel for Defendants is attached hereto, made part hereof and marked Exhibit “6".
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8. When Counsel for “The Defendants” did not respond to September 14, 2001 letter,

- Counsel for Plaintiff wrote again to Counsel for Defendants and on October 1, 2001 requesting
1 the:information. - A true and correct copy of the. correspondence from Counsel for Plaintiff to

. Counsel for Defendant is attached hereto, made part hereof and marked Exhibit “7".

9. Shortly thereafter, Counsel for Plaintiffs and Counsel for Defendants spoke on the
telephone and Counsel for Defendants indicated that he would supplement his principals’
responses to the interrogatories promptly.

10. On November 16, 2001, Counsel again wrote to Counsel for Defendants in an attempt

~ to ascertain the status of the discovery request.. A true and correct copy of the correspondence

:is attached hereto, made part hereof and marked Exhibit “8".

. 11. -On. November 28, 2001, Counsel for Plaintiff again wrote to Counsel for Defendant
in an effort to secure the interrogatory answers without the necessity of Court intervention. A true
and correct copy of the letter of November 28, 2001 is attached hereto, made part hereof and
marked Exhibit “9".

12. On January 2, 2002, Counsel for Defendants wrote to Counsel for Plaintiff indicatiﬁg
that he would be sﬁpplying the Answer to Interrogatories “shortly.” A true and correct copy of
said Jetter is attached hereto, made part hereof and marked Exhibit “10".

13. Upon receipt of the letter marked Exhibit “10", Counsel for Plaintiff telephoned
Counsel for Defendant and asked how long “shortly” meant.

14. At that time, Counsel for Defendants indicated that he would supply the answers

within two (2) weeks.




15. More than two (2) weeks have now passed since Counsel agreed to supply

“supplemental responses, in despite said agreement, Counsel for Defendants have not supply

supplemental responses.

16. Plaintiff require the supplemental responses to Interrogatories in order to properly
prepare for the trial of this cause.

17. Plaintiff will be severely hampered if full and complete Supplemental Answers are not
supplied.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays this Honorable Court entered the attached Order compelling

- Counsel for Defendants, DuBois Regional Medical Center and George Palmer, Jr., D.O. to file full

|- -and complete Supplemental Answers to Interrogatories 6, 7 and 10 within ten (10) days or suffer

sanctions.

Respectfully submitted:

4

AAMUEL COHEN  —~——

Dated: 2/ %é -
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CERTIFICATION OF SERVICE
I, 'Samuel Cohen, certify that a true and correct copy of the within Motion to Compel upon
Defendants DuBois Regional Medical Center and George Palmer Jr., D.O. for failure to make

discovery in accordance with Pa. R.C.P. was forwarded via regular mail through the United States

Postal Service on to:

John L. McIntyre, Esquire Marian Patchen Schleppy, Esquire
Mclntyre, Dugas, Hartye & Schmitt Gaca Matis Baum & Rizza

P. O. Box 533 300 Four PPG Place
Hollidaysburg, PA 16648-0533 Pittsburgh, PA 15222-5404

KATZ, CQHEN & PRICE, P.C.

Dated: Z f 2




VERIFICATION
I, SAMUEL COHEN, verify that [ am the attorney for Plaintiff, Kimberly Miller,
Administratrix of the Estate of Dorothy Srock, Individually and on Behalf of the Estate of
Dorothy Srock named herein, and that the averments of fact set forth in the foregoing Motion
to Compel upon Defendants DuBois Regional Medical Center and George Palmer, Jr., D.O. for
Failure to Make Discovery in Accordance with Pa. R.C.P. are true and correct to the best of my
knowledge, information and belief. I understand that this Verification is made subject to the

penalties of 18 Pa. C.S. section 4904, relating to unsworn falsification to authorities.

) /L
/( ~ e
SAMUEL COHEN o

Dated:; .éﬁ /F 76T




KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C. ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF
By: SAMUEL COHEN

ATTORNEY LD. NO.: 27544

117 SOUTH 17th STREET

SUITE 2010

PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103

(215) 636-0400

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administrix : COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY SROCK
Individually and on Behalf of the Next

of Kin of DOROTHY SROCK
VS. : CLEARFIELD COUNTY
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER: NO.: 00-623-CD

GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O. and :
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER :
P.C. and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD
MEMORANDUM OF LAW

The pertinent facts of this matter are set forth in detail in the Motion and the Motion is
mcorporated by reference herein. Counsel for Defendants agreed to supply Supplemental
Answers and it is not done so despite this agreement.

Where Counsel for parties agrees to supply Supplemental Discovery and then fails to do
so, the Court ha.s the implicit power to enter an Order to Compel.

Accordingly, Plamtiff requests this Honorable Court enter the attached Order Compelling
Defendants, DuBois Regional Medical Center and George Palmer, Jr., D.O. to Supplement their

Answers to Interrogatories as agreed.

Respect submitted:

AMUEL COHEN

Dated: Z///J 'L.I
v




1 - LAW OFFICES

KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, PC.
‘ SUITE 2010
) 117 S. 17TH STREET

SAMUEL COHEN PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103 123A WEST CLEMENTS BRIDGE ROAD
MICHAEL G. PRICE* ' - 215-636-0400 ' BARRINGTON, N.J. 08007
., .

PA A.’\'D NJ BAR FAX 213-636-0403 856-547-4201

SAMUEL C. KATZ FAX 856-547-1710

OF COUNSEL

June 9, 2000

DuBois Regional Medical Center

c/o Frank J. Hartye, Esquire .

Pfaff, McIntyre, Dugas, Hartye & Schmitt
P. O. Box 533 ,

Hollidaysburg, PA 16648-0533

Re Kimberly M. Miller, Admmlstratnx
of the Estate of Dorothy Srock,
Individually and on Behalf of the Next
of Kin of Dorothy M. Srock

Vs.
DuBois Regional Medical Center,
George Palmer, Jr., D.O., Reynoldsville
Medical Center, P.C. and
Albert L. Varacallo, M.D.
C.C.P., Clearfield County
No.: 00-623-CD

Dear Mr. Hartye:

Enclosed herewith you will find an original set of Interrogatories to Defendants for the
captioned matter. Please respond to said Discovery requests within the time prescribed by the
Pennsylvania Rules of Civil Procedure. ‘

Thank you for your anticipated cooperation.

" Very truly yours,
SAMUEL COHEN
SCllaw
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(215) 636-0400

KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C. " "ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF |
By: SAMUEL COHEN ‘ ' ' : o
ATTORNEY LD. No.: 27544 ' ‘ e . 'l
117 SOUTH 17th STREET - o : C

SUITE 2010
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix  : - '
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY SROCK, :  COURT OF COMMON PLEAS -
Individually and on Behalf of the Next : * '

of Kin of DOROTHY M. SROCK. ' CLEARFIELD COUNTY o
VS.
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL : No.: 00-623-CD

CENTER, GEORGE PALMER, JR.,D.O.
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER
P.C. and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, M.D. :

PLAINTIFF’S INTERROGATORIES ADDRESSED TO DEFENDANTS b
: DUBOIS REGIONATL MEDICAL CENTER o : . ;

 The Plamtlff; by his attomeys Katz Cohen & Pnce P C and Samuel Cohen hereby‘ k,
propounds the following Interrooatones under and pursuant to the Pennsy}vama Rules of lef
Procedure No.: 4005. These Interrogatones ar_e deemed to be continuing and mformatmn
secured subsequent to the filing of these Answers is to be ﬁlrnished‘without noti&e. |

| “A. The term “Plaintiff”, as used herein, means tﬁe Plaintiﬁ"s dec:edent,‘Dor.othy M.
S;ock, and each and every person (as p.ers'c.m is deﬁneci ‘t;_elow) acting or purpgrting toacton. |
his behalf. | o

B. Tile term “Ij)e‘fendants’-’, as ﬁséd herein, mélm tvlié Defex_;dants, mﬁois Regional . - -

Medical Center, George Palmer, Jr., D.O., Reyndldsville Medical Center, P.C. and Albert L

EIHBIT 3




KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C.
By: SAMUEL COHEN
ATTORNEY LD. No.: 27544
117 SOUTH 17th STREET
SUITE 2010 :
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103
(215) 636-0400

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY SROCK,
Individually and on Behalf of the Next

of Kin of DOROTHY M. SROCK

VS.

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL
CENTER, GEORGE PALMER, JR.,.D.O.

REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER
P.C. and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, M.D. :

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF .

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

CLEARFIELD COUNTY

No.: 00-623-CD

PLAINTIFE’S INTERROGATORIES ADDRESSED TO DEFENDANTS
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER, P.C.

The Plaintiff, by his attorneys, Katz, Cohen & Pﬁce, P.C. and Samuel Cohen, hereby

propounds the following Interrogatories under and pursuant to the Pennsylvania Rules of Civil

Procedure No.: 4005. These Interrogatories are deemed to be continuing and information

secured subsequent to the filing of these Answers is to be furnished without notice.

A. The term “Plaintiff ’, asused heréin, means the Plaintiff’s decedent, Dorothy M. _

Srock, and each and every person (as person is defined below) acting or pui'porting to act on

his behalf

B. The term “Defendants”, as used herein, mean the Defendants, DuBois Regional

Medical Center, George Palmer, Jr., D.O., Reynoldsville Medical Center, P.C. and Albert L.




. KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C. ~ ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF
By: SAMUEL COHEN : o
ATTORNEY LD. No.: 27544
117 SOUTH 17th STREET
SUITE 2010
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103
(215) 636-0400

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix

of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY SROCK, 'COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
Individually and on Behalf of the Next :
of Kin of DOROTHY M. SROCK : CLEARFIELD COUNTY
Vs.
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL No.: 00-623-CD

CENTER, GEORGE PALMER, JR.,)D.O.
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER :
P.C. and ALBERT L. VARACALLOQO, M.D. :

PLAINTIFF’S INTERROGATORIES ADDRESSED TO DEFENDANTS
ALBERT L. VARACALLO. M.D.

The Plaintiff, by his attorneys, Katz, Cohen & Price, PC and Samuel Cohen, hereby‘
propounds thé following Interrogatories under and pufsuant to the Pennsylvania RMes of Civil
Procedure No.: 4005. These Interrogat‘oﬁés aré deemed to be continuing and information
secured subsequent to the filing Qf these Answers is to be furnished without notice.

A. The term “Plaintiff”, as used herein, means the Plaintiff’s decedent, Dorothy M.
Srock, and each and every person (as person is deﬁﬁed below) acting or purporting to act on

| his behalf.
B. The term “Defendants”, as used herein, mean the Defendants, DuBois Regional

Medical Center, George Palmer, Jr., D.O., Reynoldsville Medical Center, P.C. and Albert L.




-Varacallo, M.D.and each and every person (as person is defined below) acting or purporting
on his behalf.

C. The term ‘‘person”, as used herein, means any natural person, partnership,
'associétion,‘ corp oratién, governmental unit/ ehtity; brgaﬁiiation, or other entity (inclu.ding
nonprofit organizations) and all present and former officers, directors, managers, agents,

~ employees, attomeys, and other acting or purporting to act on behalf of such natural person,
partnership, éssociation, corporation, governmental unit/entity, organization 6r other entity.

D. The terms “document”, “report”, and “record”, as used herein, mean the original,
or if no original is available, all copies of any written, printed, typed or other graphic matter of |
any kind or nature and any other tangible thing in the possession, custody or control of

.Defendant (as.Defendaﬁt is.defined above) or known by Defendant (as Defend:int is defined
above) to exist, including but not limited to:

(i) All contracts, agreements, letter agreements, representatives, warranties,

certificates and opinions;

- (ii) All letters or other forms of correspondence or communication (as
correspondence and communication are defined below), includihg but
ndt limited to envelopes, notes, telegrams,_ cables, telex messages'and
messages, in.‘addition to all notes, memoranda, or other.tangiblé thngs
relating to any telephone conversations, conferences, or other verbal

communications;




(iif) All memoranda, test results, test data, ﬁnancial_stateménts, notes, scripts,
. transcripts, taBulations, studies, analyses, evaluations, projeétions, work
papers, corporate records, expressiqhs or stateﬁlents of policy, ]ists,_
comparisons, questionnaires, surveys, charts, graphs, summéries, extracts,
statistjcﬁl statements, compilation, and opinions of any person (as person

is defined above);

(iv) All minutes, notes, transcripts, or any other tangible things relating to any
meetings or conferences, in addition to any lists or other tangible things
~which may provide the names of any person (as person is defined above)

~who attended such -meetings or conference;
(v) All desk calendars, appointment books and diaries;

(vi) All summaries or other tangible things reléting to any interviews conducted

relative in any way to this action;

(vii) All books, articles, press releases, magazines, newspapers, booklets,
brochures, pamphlets, circulars, bulletins, notices, instructions and manuals

(whether published or unpublished);




(viii) All motion pictures and photographs (whether developed or undeveloped),
tape recordings (regardless of the medium), microfilms, phonographs,
tapes, punch cards, magnetic tapes, discs, data cells, drums, print-outs,

~and other data -compilations-frdm which information can be obtained; -

(ix) All drafts of any documents and revisions of drafts of any documents, in
addition to any original or preliminary notes which are in anyv way related

to such documents (as documents are defined herein);

(x) All doctor’s notes, nurse’s notes, progress notes, written medical papers;,

‘o1 any other tangible things relating to any medical aspect of this action;

(x1) All tangible things derived from any work done by any person (as person is

defined above) which are in any way related to this action.

E. The terms “co@Mcation” and “corresp oﬁdence”, as used herein, means all
statements, admission;, denials, inquiries, discussions, conversations, negotiations,vlet‘ters,
memoranda, agreements (document, document(s) is .deﬁned above), contracts, understandings,
meetings, telephone conversations, notes, telegrams, telexes, adveftisements’ or any other form
of written or verbal intercours_e.

F. The terms “relates to” and “relative to”, as used herein, means, constitutes; reflects;’
refers to, concerns, pertains to or any way logically or factually connécts the matter descﬂb’ed.‘,

in a particular Interrogatory with this action.




RULES OF CONSTRUCTION
In constnﬁng these Interrpgatories:
A. ‘The singular shall include the plural and the plufal shali inélude the singular.
B. ‘A masculine, feminine dr neuter pronoun _éhaﬂlnot exclude the oth.er gender.
C. The tense (past, present and future) used in a particular Interrogatory to denote a
particular point in time is not to be construed to exclude any other tense.

INSTRUCTIONS FOR INTERROGATORIES

A. Each Interrogatory is to be answered in writing within thirty (30) days after receipt
of service of same, |

B. In answering these Interrogatories, the answering party shall fumlsh all information
available to said party or within said party’s possession, custody or control, or in the
possession, custody or cvontrol of any person (és person is defined abové) acting or purporting
to act on said party’s behalf, | |

C. Each Interrogatory shall be answered separately and as completely as possible.  The
fact that investigation is continuing but is not complete is not an excuse for failure to answer ’.
each Interrogatory as fully as possible.v If unable to answer an Interrogatory completely after
there has been an aftetnpt to obtain the requested information, the answering party is to answer
thét particular Interrogatory to the extént possible. The party answering these Interrogatories
isto ﬁlrthe.r proVide what information said party has concerning thé unanswered portion of the

particular Interrogatory.




D. Ifany form of privilege or other protection from disclosure is claimed as a ground

for withholding responsive information as requested in-a particular Interrogatory, the

; answenng party is to set forth with respect to that mformatlon the date, title, 1dent1ty of author,
subject matter (w1thout revealing the information for whmh the privilege is claimed), and any
and all facts and reasons supporting such grounds. The claim should contain suoh specificity as -
to permit the Court to make a full determination of its validity.

E. If any Interrogatory or any part of any Inter_rogatory is objected to, state the
objection and proceed to answer the remaining Interrogatories and their sub-parts. The fact
that an objection is made is not an excuse of failing to answer the remaining Interrogatories or
any of their sub-parts. The fact that an objection is made to a sub-part of any Iﬁterrogatory is

.10 excuse for failing to answer thé .remaining sub-parts of that Interrogatory or any other
Interrogatory. Accordingly, answer each and every Interrogatory and sub-part thereof uﬁless
specifically objected to in the space provided.

F. For each Interrogatory, identify the person who has answered the Interrogatory.

G. When any of the aforesaid items or information is requested, they are to include,
not only those in the answering party’s possession, (:‘MStOdy or control, bu_t likewise, that of
said party’s attorneys, consultants, sureties, indemnjfors, insurers, agep’_ts, and/or person (as
person is defined above) acting or purporting to act on said party’s behalf.

H. These Interrogatories are deemed to be continuing insofar as any additional
information is éecured or comes within the control of the party to whom the Interrogatories are

dlrected subsequent to the date herein.




-I. In-accordance with the applicable Pennsylvania Rules of Civil Procedure, written
answers shall be inserted in thé spaces provided in the Interrogatories. If there is insuﬁicient.
space to answer an Interrogatory, the remainder of the answer shall follow on a supplemental
sheet.

J. No answer is to be left blank. Ifthe answer to an Interrogétory or sub-part of an
Interrogatory is “none” or “unknown” such statement must be written in the answer. Ifthe

question is inapplicable, “N/A” must be written in the answer.

1. State your name, address and telephone number (both professional and residential).

2. To the extent you were associated or in partriership with any other medical
practitioner at the time of the occurrences complained of in this action, state:
a. The name, address, telephone number, and specialty and qualifications of

each person with whom you were associated or in partnership;

b. The nature of your business relationship;




c. The date you formed the relationship;

d. Whether the relationship still exists, and, if not, the reason and date it was

terminated; and

e. Whether any written agreement existed between you and your associates or
partners, and, if so, the name, address and telephone number of the person who has custody of

the agreement.

3. What is the name and address of each medical school you attended, and the

inclusive dates you attended each school and state whether you graduated.




4. What is the name and address of the medical institution at which you served your

internship and the inclusive dates you served such internship?

5. In what states are you now, or have you ever been licensed to practice medicine,

and in which year did you receive your license to practice in each such state?

6. If you ever had a medical license suspended, revoked or terminated in any state or

county, for each such license indicate:

a. The state or authority which granted it; and

b. Whether it was suspended, revoked or terminated, and whether it was ever

reinstated or renewed, and, if so, on what date.




trained;

7. If'you have confined your medical practice to any particular specialty, state:

a. The name of each specialty; and
b. The inclusive dates you have practiced such specialty.

8. If you have had training in a medical specialty, for each such training, state:

a. The name of the specialty involved;

b. The name, address and telephone number of each institution where you

¢. The inclusive dates of your training;




d.. A description of the training program;

e. The length of time you spent in each of the following:

f. The diagnosis, treatment, and operative and post-operative care of problems

in the specialty; and

- g. The application of the basic sciences such as anatomy, pathology, zoology,

bacteriology and biochemistry to the specialty.




9. If'you are now, or ever have been, a member or diplomat of any specialfy board, for
~each specialty board, state:

a. The name, address and telephone number of the speciality board;

b. The inclusive dates of your membership;

. Ifno longer a member, the reason for the termination of your menabership;

o

[«

. The qualifications required in order to take the membership examination;

o

The date you qualified to take the membership examination;

f. The number of times you took the examination and the dates thereof: and




g. The place you took the examination.

10. Ifyou have or ever have had any staff privﬂegés at, or association with, any
hospital, for each hospital, state:

a. Its name, address and telephone number;

b. The nature of your relationship to it;

¢. A description of each such privilege granted to you; and

d. The inclusive dates each such privilege was held by you.




11. Ifyou have ever had any staff privilege revoked or curtailed at any hospital, for

-each such privilege, state:

a. A description of'it;

b. Whether it was revoked or curtailed, and,A if curtailed, in what way;

c. The date it was revoked or curtailed;

d. The reason it was revoked or curtailed; and

e. The name of the disciplinary body which evoked or curtailed it.




12. Ifyou have ever been connected in a teaching capacity with any medical
-institution, for each institution, state:

a. Its name, address and telephone number;

b. A description or designation of each position you hold or held and the

inclusive dates thereof; and

¢. The.name of each subject taught by you.

13. Ifyou have ever written, co-written or contributed to a medical textbook, paper or

article, state:

a. Itstitle;

b. If you were a co-author, the name, address and telephone number or each

other author;




c. The name and address of the publisher;

d. The date of the original publication and of each reprint;

. If'you were a co-author, what part was written by you;

. -Whether you have ever made any alterations in it, and, if so, which part you

altered and for what reason;

g Whether it is a required book in a medical school;

h. The subject matter on which you wrote; and




i. The title, edition, and name and address of the publisher of each printed

publication in which it has appeared.

14. If at any time in your medical career you have received any award or honor, for

each award or honor, state:

a. A description or designation of it;

b. The name, address; and telephone number of the institution from which it

came;

c. The achievement for which it was given; and

d. The date and place you received it.




15. -If you referred to, or relied on, any book or publication in treating plaintiffs
decedent or in forming an opinion concerning the.diagnosis and treatment of plaintiff’s

decedent condition, for each book or publication, state:

a. The title, the name of the author, the name of the publisher and the date of

publication;

b. The pége reference of the part you referred to;

c. The reason you referred to this particular book; and

d. The date and place of each occasion when you referred to it.

16. Ifthe relationship of physician and patient existed between you and piaintiﬂ‘s
“decedent, state the date, place and reason for each professional dealing or contact you had with

plaintiff’s decedent.




17. If you ever made any agreements, oral or in writing, with the plaintiff's decedent

concerning his/her treatment, for each agreement, state:

a. The date and place it was made;

b. A description of each promise made by you under the agreement;

c. A description of each promise made by plaintiff under the agreement;

d. The name, address, and telephone number of each person present at the time

it was made;




e. If oral, whether a written record was made of the agreement, and, if so, the

name, address, and telephone number of the person who has custody of any written record;

£ If written, name, address, telephone number and present whereabouts of

person having custody of same; and

g Please attach a copy of any written agreement made between you and

plaintiff's decedent.

18. To the extent you ever represented that you could successfully treat or cure
plaintiff's decedent’s complaint, for each representation, state:

a. A description of it;

b. The date and place you made it; and




c. The name, address, and telephone number of each person to whom you

made it.

19.. To the extent you ever refused to attend to plaintiffs decedent or indicated that

you were unable to do so, for each such occasion, state:

a. Whether you refused or whether you were unable to attend to Plaintiffs

decedent;

b. The date and time of such refusal or inability; and

¢. The reason you refused or were unable to attend to plaintiff’s decedent.

20. State the date the phyéician/patient relationship between you and plaintiff’s
decedent terminated, and your version of the facts which caused the termination of the

relationship.




2]. To the extent you obtained any information concerning plaintiff’s decedent medical

history prior to treatment and/or operating, for each occasion when you obtained such

information, state:

a. Whether you obtained the information from plaintiffs decedent;

b. Whether you obtained the information from a person other than plaintiff’s
decedent, and, if so, the name, address, telephone number and relationship to plaintiff's

decedent of each such person;

c. The date and place you obtained the information;

d. A description of the information you obtained; and

e. Identify each record ydu made of the information.




 state:

22. Ifyou made a physical examination of plaintiff's decedent, for each examination,

a. The date and place it was made;
b. The reason it was made;

¢. A description of each procedure used in making it;

d. The name of the instrument(s) used in making it;

¢. The information plaintiff’s decedent gave you concerning each complaint

suffered by her at the time;




£ The conclusions you drew concerning plaintifP's decedent physical condition

as a result of this examination;

g. Ifa written record was made of the examination, in what record and at what

time; and
h. Please attach a copy of any records made concerning examination of

plaintiff’s decedent.

23. Ifyou had Plaintiff’s decedent undergo a laboratory test, such as a blood count,

urinalysis, or any other test, for each test state:

a. The name and description of the test;

3

b. The date and time it was made;

c. The name, address and telephone number of the place where it was made;




d. The name, address, capacity or job title, and qﬁéliﬁcations&bf each person"
who made it;

e. The name and description of the procedure used in making it;

f. The name or description of each instrument used in making it;

g. The result;

h. The conclusion or interpretation you made from each result;




i. Ifarecord or report was made of the test, the name of each record or report,
the date each record or report was made and the name and address of the person who has

custody of each record or report; and

j. Ifin your possession, attach a copy of any and all results of the laboratory

tests taken.

24. If you personally took or had a third person take x-rays of the plaintiff’s decedent,
including arteriograms, venograms, or other like tests, for each occasion that an x-ray,
arteriogram, venogram, etc. was taken, state;

a. The date and place;

b. The number of x-rays taken;




¢. Whether taken by roentgenogram or fluoroscope; |

d. Each view taken;

e. The name, address, telephone number, job title or capacity of the person

who took the x-rays;

f The name, address, telephone number, job title or capacity, and qualifications

in radiography of the person who evaluated the x-rays;

g. The date each x-ray was evaluated;




h. The nature of the evaluation made of each X-ray;

i. The date you first saw each x-ray;

j- Whether you examined each x-ray;

k. A description of the findings you made from each x-ray;

1. The name, address, and telephone number of the person who has custody of .

each x-ray;




m. If any record or report was made of the x-rays, the name, address and

‘telephone number of the person who has custody of each record or rep 6rt; and

n. Ifin your possession, please attach a copy of any and all x-ray reports

concerning the plaintiff’s decedent.

25. To the extent you made a diagnosis of plaintiff’s decedent condition, for each

diagnosis, state:

a. The date and time you made it;

b. Whether it was a preliminary or final diagﬂosis;

c. A description of the diagnosis you made;




d. A description of the symptoms or facts on which you based your diagnosis;

e. If ybu consulted anyone or studied some medical treatise in arriving at the
diagnosis, the name, address and telephone number of each person consulted and the titles,

name, author and page reference of each medical treatise you consulted; and

f Ifyou made a record of the diagnosis, whether the record is in your custody

or control; and, if so, please attach a copy of said record(s).

26. Ifyou ever changed any diagnosis you made of plaintiff's decedent COndition,_ for
each change, state:

a. A description of it;

b. The date and time ybu made it; and




. ¢. The reason that you made the change, indicating each fact on which the

change in diagnosis was based.

27. To the extent you ever consulted with or called in any other medical practitioner
concerning the diagnosis and treatment of plaintiff's decedent condition, for each practitioner
you consulted, state:

a. His name, address, telephone number, and specialty and qualifications;

b. Each date you consulted him;

c. The method by which you communicated with him;

d. The reason that you consulted him;




e. A description of.each matter concerning plaintiff’s decedent about which you

consulted him;

f A description of each opinion and piece of advice he gave;

g. Whether you agreed with his opinion or advice, and, if not, a description of

each matter in which you disagreed and of the reason you disagreed;

h. Ifa record was made of the consultation, identify each record and the name .

and address of the person who hés custody of it; and




i If said consultation record is in your possession, please attach a copy of any

and all records.

. ..28. To the extent you ever advised plaintiff's decedent to seek additional medical help,
for each occasion you so advised plaintiff’s decedent, state:

a. The date and place; and

~ b. A description of the reason that prompted you to give plaintiff’s decedent

such advise.

29. To the extent you ever referred plaintiff’s decedent to another medical
pracﬁtioner, for each such referral, state:
a. The name, address, telephone number, specialty, and qualifications of each

practitioner to whom you referred the Plaintiff;

b. The date; and




e A description of the reason that prompted you to refer plaintiffto each such

practitioner.

30. If you prescribed or administered any drug or medication to plaintiff ‘s decedent
for each such drug or medication, state:

a. Its name, or description;

b. The name of its manufacturer;

c. The date and time of each occasion when you prescribed or administered it; -

d. For what length of time you prescribed or administered it;

e. The dosage and concentration you prescribed or administered;




f Whether you made each prescription in writing or by telephone;

g. A description of the purpose for which you prescribed or administered it;

h. A description of the effect it had on plaintifP's decedent; and

i. A description of all side effects.

31. To the extent you were ever aware that plaintiff’s decedent condition was not
responding satisfactorily to your treatment, for each such occasion that led to such awareness,
state:

a. The date and time;

b. The means by which you received the notice;




c. The name, address, and telephone number of each person who gave you

notice;

and

d. If you changed the treatment or took any other action, indicate the change

made or action taken, the date and the result.

32. Ifat the time of the occurrences complained of in this action, there was a policy of
insurance covering you against claims arising out of malpractice, for each policy, state:

a. The name, address, and telephone number of the insurer;

b. The number of the poHcy;

c. The effective dates of the policy;




d. The limits of liability;

e. The name, address and telephone number of the custodian of the policy; and

f. The named assured on said policy.

33. To the extent you have or know of the existence of any report, corfespbndence,-or
other record relating to the treatment of plaintiff’s decedent, for each such document, state:

a. Itsidentity and subject matter;
b. The date it was made;

c. The name, address and telephone number of each person who made it;




d. The reason it was made; and

e. The name, address and telephone number of the person who has custody of

it.

34. Ifyou have ever been an expert witness in a malpractice suit, for each lawsuit

appearance, state:

a. The names of the parties to the suit;

b. A description of the suit involved;

¢. The name of the party for whom you gave evidence; .




d. The name of the Court in.which the suit was filed: and
e...The name of the attorey. representing the part for whom you gave evidence.

33. To the extent you contend that a person other than yourself was responsible for

planitiff’s decedent injuries, for each such person, state:

a. His name, address, telephone number, job title or capacity; and

b. The facts on which you base your contention that he was responsible for

plaintiff’s decedent injuries. .

36. If any statements were obtained by you or on your behalf from any person
concerning any matter relating to this action, for each statement state:

a. The name, address, telephone number and occupation of the person who

made it;




b. The name, address, telephone number and occupation of the person who

obtained it;

c. The date and time it was obtained; and

d. Whether written, sound recorded or oral, and if written or sound recorded,

the name, address and telephone number of the person who has custody of it.

37. Please attach a copy of each statement to your answers to these interrogatories.

38. Ifthere are any individuals who have knowledge or information concerning this
case whose name and address is not listed in the preceding answers to interrogatories, for each

such person, state:

a. His name, address and telephone number;

b. The address of the place where he is employed; and




c. His occupation and job title.

~-39.. To the extent.you believe that there-are any.errors, whether typographical or -
otherwise, contained within any medical records involved in the instant action, describe in

detail the error which you believe exists, and what you believe the record should state.

40. Please provide information and/or copies of any transcripts, tape recordings,
mterview, computer tapes - floppies or hard drives, relating to any interviews or this client’s
case in general.

KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C. .

| <~ SAMUEL COHEN
Dated: ) :




c. His occupation and job title.

39. .To the extent you believe that there are-any errors, whether typogfaphical or
otherwise, contained within any medical records involved in the instant action, describe in

detail the error which you believe exists, and what you believe the record should state.

40. Please provide information and/or copies of any transcripts, tape recordings,
interview, computer tapes - floppies or hard drives, relating to any interviews or this client’s
case in general.

KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C.

Wz

AMUEL COHEN

Dated:z{ }) dd _




: Dated:-{ // AA

c. His occupation and job title.

39. .To the extent you believe that there are any errors, whether typographical or
otherwise, contained within any medical records involved in the instant action, describe in

detail the error which you believe exists, and what you believe the record should state.

40. Please provide information and/or copies of any transcripts, tape recordings,
interview, computer tapes - floppies or hard drives, relating to any interviews or this client’s
case in general.

KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C. ..

SAMUEL COHEN




c. Hls occupation and job title.

39. To the extent you believe that there are any errors; whether typographical or
otherwise, contained within any medical records involved in the instant action, describe in

detail the error which_you believe exists, and what you believe the record should state.' :

40. Please provide information and/or copies of any transcripts, tape recordings,
interview, computer tapes - floppies or hard drives, relating to any interviews or this client’s -
case in general.

. KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C.

| E / : .~ SAYIUEL COHEN ,
Dated: AU -
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August 8, 2001 '
Our Reference: MI{X 093 MH

Samuel Cohen, Esquire
KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C.
117 S. 17" Street '
.Suite 2010

Philadelphia, PA 19103

Re:  Kimberly M. Miller, Admx. of the Estate of Dorothy M. Srock,
Indiv. and on behalf of the next of kin of Dorothy M. Srock vs.
DuBois Regional Medical Center, George Palmer, Jr.,, D.O.,
Reynoldsville Medical Center, PC and Albert L. Varacallio, MD
No. 00 - 623 CD

Dear Mr. Cohen:

Enclosed please find the Answers to Plaintiff's Discovery of behalf of Dr. Palmer and
DuBois Regional Medical Center. | am enclosing the Hospital's Answers to Interrogatories,
Expert Interrogatories, and Responses for Request for Production of Documents.

Dr. Palmer has also responded to Interrogatories, Expert Interrogatories, and Plaintiff's
Request for Production of Documents.

With regard to the depositions of Dr. Palmer and Shiriey McNaulty, please let me kn'ow
when you intend to schedule them in the future. We will be more than happy to try and
accommodate everyone’s schedules. Thank you. :

JLM:jlc
Enclosure
cc:  Marian Patchen Schleppy, Esquire

ST



KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C. ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF
By: SAMUEL COHEN
ATTORNEY LD. NO.: 27544
117 SOUTH 17th STREET
SUITE 2010
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103 .
(215) 636-0400 - '

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix : COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

ofthe ESTATE OF DOROTHY M. CLEARFIELD COUNTY
. SROCK, Individually and on Behalf ‘ '
of the Next of Kin of DOROTHY M.
SROCK :
VS.
L  NO.: 00-623 CD
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL

CENTER, GEORGE PALMER, JR,D.O. :
REYNOLDESVILLE MEDICAL CENTER :
P.C. and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, M.D. :

DEFENDANT, DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER'S, ANSWERS TO

PLAINTIFF’S INTERROGATORTES ABDDRESSED TO EACH DEFENDANT

‘The Plaiﬁtiﬂi by his attorneys, Katz, Coben & Price, P.C. and Samue] Cohen, hereby
| prop"ounds the fqllowing _Int'errogatdxies under and pursuant to the Pennsylvania Rules of Civil
Proéedure No.: 4005. These Interrogatories are deemeci to be coﬁtinuing aﬁd infonnation secured
subsequent to the filing of these Answers is to be fumnished withoqt notice.

A. Theterm “Plaiﬁtiﬂ”, astused herem, means the Plaintiff’s Decedvent,; Dor@thy M. Sr(;ck, ‘
and each an&eve;y person (as person is defined below) acﬁﬁg Or purporting ‘t(_) act on his behélf

o B. The ferm “Defendants”, as used .here'in, _méan_‘ the befendants, DuBois Regional
Medical Center, George Pa;[mer, Ir, D.O, Reynoldesvﬂlé Medical Center, P.C. and Albert L.
»Varacallo, M.D. and each and every pérson (as person is defined below) actingi(:):r purﬁorﬁng on

his behalf

Fyrsr 57




C. The term “person”, asrused herein, means any hatural pérsbn, partnership,
association, . corporation, governmental unit/entity, .organization, or other entity (inchuding
nonprofit organizatiéns) and all present and former officers, directors,» managers, agents,
employees,'.artoﬁeys,. and- other acting or purporting to act on bei;alf.of such natural person,
partnership, associaﬁon, corporation, governmental unit/entit?, organization or other entity.

D. The terms “document”, “report”, and “record”, és used herein, mean the oﬁginal, or
ifno original is available, a]l copies of any Mitten, printed, typed or other graphic matter of any
kind or nature and any other tangible th'mé in the posses.sion éustody or control of Defendant (as
Defendant is defined above) or known by Defendant (as Defendant is defined above) to exist,
including but not limited to:

(i) All contracts, agreements, letter agreements, representatives, warranties,
certificates and opinions; |

(i) All letters or other forms of corresporidence or communication (as
correspondence and communication are deﬁnéd below), including but

- not limited to envelopes, notes, felegrams, cableé, télex'messages and
messages, in additio-n to all nétes‘, memoranda, or other tangible things
relating to any té]ephone conversations, conferences, or other verbal
conﬁmunicationé;
(i) All memoranda, test results, test data, financial sfateménts; -noteé, scripts,

' transcripts, tabulétions, studies, analyses, evaluations, projections, work




papers, corp orate records, éxpressions or staiemeﬁts of i)olicy, lists,
‘comparisons, questionnaires, surveys, charts, graphs, summaries, extracts;_
statistical étatements, com;iilation; and opinions‘ of any person (as person
is defined above); |

(iv) All minuteé, notes, transqripts, or any other tangible things relating toA any

meetings oi conferences., in'a.ddition to any lists or other tangii)le things
which may provide the names bf any person (as persén is defined abové) |
who attended such meetings or conference;

(v) All desk calendars, appointment books and diaries; i

(vi) All suniman'esor other tangible things relating to any interviews conducted

relative in ansr way to this action;

(vii) All books, articles, press releases, magazines, NeWSpapers, bookléts,

| brochures, pamphlets, cii'culars; bulletins, notices, instructions and manuals
(Wheﬂier' published or unpubliéhéd);

(vii) Al mi)tion pictures and photographs (whether developed or undeveioped),
tape recordings (1'egard1ess of the medinm), :microﬁ]ms, phonqgraphs,
tapes, punch cards, magnetic iapes, discs, data cells, drums, print-outs,

and other data éorﬂpilatiohs from which information can be obtain;d; _

(ix) All draﬂ§ of any (‘_io'cuments aﬁd revisions of drafts of aiiy docuiilénts, m :

| addition to any original obr‘ preliininary notes which are in any way _r¢iatéd

to such documents (as documents are defined herein);




(x) All doctor’s notes, nursg’s notes, progress notes, written medical papers,
or any other tangible things relaﬁng to any medical aspect of this action;

(xi) All tangible things derived ﬁom any Work done by any person (as person is

~ defined above) which are in any way related to this action.

E. The terms “communication” and “corréspondenpe”, as used herein, means all
statements, admissions, denials, inquhies, discussions, conversations, negotiations, letters,
memoranda, agréenients (document, dooumént(s) is defined above),v contracts, understandings,
meetings, télephone com)ersations, notes, felegrams, teiexes, advertiséméﬁts or any other form of
written or verbal intercourse.

F. The ten;ns“‘relates to” and “relative t0”, as used herein, means, constitutes, reflects,
refers to, concerns, p éﬂains to or any way logically or factually connects the matter described in

a particular Interrogatory with this action.

| RULES OF CONSTRUCTION
In construing these Inteﬁogatoﬁes:
A. The singular shall include the plural and the plural shall 'inchu.ie the singqlar.
B. A masculine, feminine or neuter pronoun shall not exclude the obther gender.
C. ‘The fense (past, present and future) used in a particular Interrogatory to denote a

particular point in time is not to be construed to exclude any other tense.




INSTRUCTIONS FOR INTERROGATORIES

.A. Each Interrogatory is to be answered in wntmg within thirty (30) dqys after receipt of
service of same. | |
- B: -In-answering these Interié gatories, the answering party- shall furnish all information
available to said party or within said party’s possession, custody or control, or in the possession, -
custody or control of any person (as person is defined above) acting or purporting to act on said
party’s behalf.

C. Each Interrogatory shall be answered separately and as ,Compietely as possible. The
fact that mvestigation is éontmumg but is not complete is not an excuse for failure to answer each
Interrogatory as fully as possible. If unable to answer an Interro gatory completely after there has
been an aﬁempt to obtain the requested information, the ansvxéﬁng party is té answer that
particular Inteﬁogatory to the extenf possible. The party answering these Interrogatories is to
fllrther provide what information said party has conceﬁm’ng the unans?vered portion of the
farticular Interrogatory.

D. Ifany form of privilege or other protection from disclosure is claifned as a ground for |
withholding responsive infor;nation_ as reciﬁested in a particular Interrogatory, the |

answering party is to set forth with respect to that information the date, title, identity of author;

‘subject matter (without revealing 'the information for which the privilege is claimed), and any ;md

all facts and reasons supporting such grounds. The claim should contain such specificity as to

permit the Court to make a full determination of its validity.




.E. If any Interrogatory or any part of any Interrogatory is objected to, state the objection
and proceed to answer the remaining Interrogatories and their sub-parts. The fact that an

objection is made is not an excuse of failing to answer the remaming Interrogatorieé or any of their

.sub-parts. The fact that an objection is made to a sub-part of any Interrogatmy is no excuse for

failing to answer the remaining sub-parts of that Interrogatory or any other Interrogatory
Accordmgly .answer each and every Interrogatory and sub-part thereof unless specifically objected - -
to in the space provided.
- F. For each Interro gatory, identify the person who has answered the Interrogatory. |
G. When any of the aforesaid iterns or information is rcqﬁested, they are to include, not

only those in the answering party’s possession, custody or control, but likewise, that of said

paity’s attorneys, consultants, sureties, indemnitor, msurers, agents, and/or person (as person is

defined above) acting or purporting to act-on said party’s behalf.

FH. These Interrogatories are deemed to be continuing insofar as any additional

information is secured or comes within the control of the party to whom the Interrogatories are

directed subsequent to the date heren.
I In accordance with the app]iéable Pennsylvania Rules of Civil Procedure, written

answers shall be inserted in the spaces provided in the Interrogatories. - If there is insufficient

space to answer an Interrogatory, the remainder of the answer shall follow on a supplemental

sheet,

J. No answer is to be left blank. If the answer to an Interrocatory or sub-part of an

- Interrogatory is “none or unLnown” such statement must be written in the answer. If the

question is inapplicable, “N/A” must be written in the answer.




1. Are Defendants Health care providers?
YES

2. Ifthe Defendants are incorporated, state:

(a) The name and address of each Defendant; -

DuBois Regional Medical Center
100 Hospital Avenue
DuBois, Pennsylvania

(b) State of Incorporation; and
Pennsylvania '

(c) Date of Incorporation.
-~ April 1, 1985
- 3. If'the Defendants are a Corporation, with respect to each, state:
(a) Whether it is a profit or non-profit;

non-profit

(b) Names, addresses and télephone numbers of the Corporate Officers;

(c) Names, addresses and telephone numbers of Members of the Board;

(d) Names, addresses and telephone numbers of any Stockholders who hold more

than ten percent (10%) of the outstanding stock issued as of the date of the incident in question;

and (a) - (d) - These Interrogatories are objected to as requesting
- : information which is overly burdensome, vexatious
and not designed to Tead to any relevant discovery
on any issues pertaining to the litigation filed
in this matter.




(e) Name, address and telephone number of the Hospital Administrator,

4. If Defendants are licensed by the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania for each state:

(a) The date of licensing; and

(b) The nature of the services provided.

Please see attached "iicehse.

5. To the extent that there are any governmental restrictions or limitations on the nature
of the Health care services provided by Defendants, state for each;

(a) Nature of limitations or restrictions;
~ (b) The reason for the limitations or restrictions;
(c) Name, address and telephone number of the entify that placed the restriction

upon each Defendant; and

(d) The date these limitations or restrictions were imposed.

‘None.




6. Please set forth the exact inchisive dates when Plaintiff's decedent was a patient at any

- of Defendants’ facility. :
The decedent, Dorothy Srock, was a patient at DuBois Regional

Medical Center on June 5, 1998 .at approximately 10:30 p.m.
If plaintiff is seeking other dates, please qdvis_e.'_

7. With regard to each of the preceding dates, under whose service was Plaintiff’s

Decedent provided care?
| ~ This Interrogatory is objected to as requiring a legal/medical
conclusion. The records speak for those physicians who rendered

care and treatment to the plaintiff's decedent at the time she

came in on June 5, 1998. By way of further answer, see the
Answer and New Matter of DRMC and George Palmer, Jr., D.0.

8. To the extent PlaintifP's Decedent made any agreements, oral or in writing, with any of

the Defendants’ concerning the nature of the treatment, procedure, operations or tests to be

administered, for each agreement, state:

"(a) The date and place it was made;

(b) A description of each promise made by Plaintiff’s Decedent under the

agreement;

(c) A description of each promise made by Defendant’s under the agreement;




- () The name, address and telephone. number of each person present at the time it

was made; and

((e) If written, the name, address and telephone number of person having custddy

" of same,

N/A

9. To the extent Defendants, through its agents and employees, engaged in conversation
with Plaimtiff’s Decedent or members of PlaintifP's Decedent’s family concerning the risks involved
in any tests or surgical procedures, for each conversation state:

(a) Date and place;
(b) Name, address and telephone number of person so engaged;
(c) Substance of said conversation;

(d) Names, addresses and telephone numbers of other persons present;

(e) If oral, whether a written memorandum was made of the conversation; and




(£) If written,-name, -address and telephone number of persoh having custody of

same.
N/A
10. State the name, address and telephone number and present whereabouts of each
employee of Defendant institution who rendered medical, psychiatric or nursing services while
Plaintiff’s Decedent was a patient, aﬁd, with regard to each individual named above, state:

(2) Nature of the services rendered;
- (b) Dates said services were rendered;
(c) Place where said services were rendered; and

(d) Reason for refusal or inability to attend to Plaintiff's Decedent

See the medical record, which plaintiff has in her possesswn
regarding the names of those persons who provided treatment
to Dorothy Srock on June 5, 1998. : :

11. If PlaintifPs Decedent, while a patient on Defendant’s premises, underwent any
surgical procedure, state:

- (2) Exact time and date of said procedure;

(b) Exact time Plaintiff's Decedent was prepared for surgery;




(c) Trade name and dosage of all types of anesthesia used;,
(d) Exact time the surgical procedure oomnienced; and

() Exact time the surgical procedure terminated.

N/A

12. Are Defendants in possession of the complete setv of medical records pertaining to all

care and treatment by Defendants to Plaintiff's Decedent at any time?
Yes '

13. If any additions, deletions or corrections were made to said records following the date
of completion, please state:

a) Date of any addition, deletion or correction; .
To éh% best of Xch1’s ans’werir%g defen a_nth knowledge and belijef,

- there was no additions, deletions or corrections made to the

medical records following the date that the medical records

would have been completed. .
(b) Name, address and telephone number and present whereabouts of the person

who made same;

N/A

() Reason for any additions, deletion or corrections:
N/A ‘




(d) Name, address and telephone number and present whereabouts of the person

Who authonzed said additions, deletions or corrections;
N/A '

(e) Place where said additions, deletions or correction was made; and
N/A '

(f) State the nature of the said change(s).
N/A

14, Ifany physician had access to Plaintiff's Decedent’s medical records following the date

said records were completed, state:

(a) Name, address and telephOﬁe number and present whereabouts of said

physician;
(b) Date he/she had access to said records;

~ (c) Reason the access to said records was necessitated; and




(d) Name, address, telephone number. and present whereabouts of any of

Defendant’s employees present when said records were made available.

N/A

15. If x-rays were taken of Plaintiff’s Decedent, for each such occasion an X-Tay was
taken, state:
() Date and place;
(b) Number of x-rays taken;
(c) Whether x-rays were taken by roentgenogram or fluoroscope; , V

(d) Each view taken;

(¢) Name, address, telephone number, job title or capacity of the persbh who took

the x-rays;




(f) Name, -address, telephone number, job title or capacity and qualifications in

radiology of the person who evaluated the X-13y;
- (g) The interpretation made of each x-ray; and

(b) Name, address and telephone number of person who had custody of each x—ra§. :

Please refer to the medical records in question.

16. Ifany report was made of the x-ray, give name, address and telephone number of the

person who has custody of each record or report.
Please see answer to Interrogatory 15.

)

17. If x-ray plates or films were reviewed by any physician other than those referred to
in previous interrogatories subsequent to the time of their initial reading, state:

- (a) Date and place;

(b) Name, address, t.elephone number and job title or capacity of the person

reviewing same; and -




(c) Name, address, telephone number and present whereabouts of the person who

authorized said review.

None.

18. If at the time of the occurrences-complainedv()f in this action, there was a policy of
insurance covering you against claims arising out of malpractice for each policy state:

- (a) Name, address and telephone number of the insurer;

Medical Inter-Insurance Exchange

(b) Number of the policy;

(c) Effective dates of the policy;

(d) Limits of Lability in dollars; and

(e) Name, address and telephone number of the custodian of the policy.
The policy with MIIX was in full force.and effect on June 5, 1998.
The primary limits were $ 300, voo  ooThe CAT Fund provided the
remainder of the money up to $1.2 million. '

19. To the extent you contend to the person or perséns other than those employed by
Defendants was/were responsible for Plaintiff s Decedent death, fbr each pérson state:

(2) Name, address, telephone number and job title;

Discovery is ongoing and pursuant to the allegationsiin:the
Complaint, others may be responsible for the decedent's death.
This will be fully answered at the time any information is-
available. ’ '




(b) Facts upon which you base your contention that he or she was responsible for
Plaintiﬁ’ s Decedent’s death.

.20.. If any statements where obtained by you or on yOuf behalffrom any‘p erson concerning

any matter relating to this action, for each statement, state:

(2) Name, address, telephone number and occupation of person who made it;

(b) Name, address, telephone number and occupation of person who obtained it;
and

(c) Whether written, sound recorded or oral, and if written or sound recorded, the

name, address and telephone number of the person who has custody of it.

None.

21. Please attach any statements referred to in the preceding iterrogatories to your

answers to these interrogatories.

None




22. To the extent there is a person who has knowledge or information concerning this

case, Whose name and address is not listed in the, precedmg answers to interrogatories, for each

such person state:

(2) Name, address and telephone number;

(b) Address ofthe Place were he/she is employed; and

(c) His/her occupation and job title;

See those individuals who are identified in the medical records.

23. To the extent you believe that there are any errors, whether typographlcal o1

otherwise, contamed within any medical records involved in the instant action, describe in detail

th
€ error \g?lecahs%roggjeehéa%/teaeﬂstds and what you believe the error should state.

KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C.

7

SAMUEL COHEN
Respectfully submitted,

Dated: _ /

PFAFF, McINTYRE, DUGAS, HARTYE & SCHMITT

)
Atforneys for Named Defendant

QUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER
JOHN L. McINTYRE, ESQUIRE

PA ID# 28015

P.0. Box 533

" Hollidaysburg, PA 16648-0533




23.

There is an error on the emergency department records. The registration
time states: "17:17". This is the time Dorothy M. Srock came for
outpatient testing. The outpatient testing was ordered by Dr. Varacallo.

The actual time of presentation to the emergency room was 22:30 hours,
approximately five plus hours after the tests ordered by Dr. Varacallo.
To the best of answering Defendants knowledge and belief, there -are no
other errors in the chart, although if any are found, the same will be
supplemented.
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VERIFICATION

|, GREGORY VOLPE, Rick Manager, do hereby verify that | have read the foregbing

DEFENDANT, DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER'S ANSWERS TO PLAINTIFF'S

INTERROGATORIES. The statements therein are correct 1o the best of my personal knowledge or

information and belief.

This statement and verification are made subject to the penalties of 18 Pa.C.S. Section 4904

relating to unsworn fabrication to authorities, which provides that if | make knowingly false averments | may

be subject to criminal penalties.

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER

o Yo s

Gré&bryﬂolpé/h@(’l\nanager 4

Date: ? c7)" -0
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" KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C. ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF
By: SAMUEL COHEN - -
ATTORNEY LD. NO.: 27544
117 SOUTH 17th STREET
SUITE 2010
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103
(215) 636-0400

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix : COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY M. : CLEARFIELD COUNTY
SROCK, Individually and on Behalf : ‘
of the Next of Kin of DOROTHY M.
SROCK
VS. .

| NO.: 00-623 CD

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL

CENTER, GEORGE PALMER, JR,, D.O. -: -
REYNOLDESVILLE MEDICAL CENTER :
P.C. and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, M.D. :

___DEFENDANT, GEORGE PALMER, JR.. D.0.'S A ‘
PLAINTIFF’S INFERROGATORIES ADDRESS)%D %‘?ﬁ&?{ DEFENDANT

The Plaintiff, by his attorneys, Ifatz, Cohen & Price, P.C. and Samuel Cohen, hereby
prdpounds the following Interrogatories under and pursuant to the Pennsylvania Rules of Civil
Procedure No.: 4005. These Interrogatories are deemea to be continuix-lg. and _informatiog secured
éubsequent to the filing of these Answers is to be furnished without notice.

A The term “Plaintiff ', as uéed herein, means the Plaiﬁtiﬂ’s Decedent? Dbrothy M. Sro-ck,'
and each and every person (as person is defined beloW) acting or.puxporting to act on his behalf.

B.‘ The term ‘Defendants”, as used herein, mean the Defenvdant‘s, DuBois‘ Regional
Medical Center, George Palmer, Jr., D.O, Reynoldesvﬂle Medical Center, P.C. and Albert L.
Varacallo, M.D. and each and every person (as person is defined below) acting or puli)onihg on

his behalf,




C. The term “person”, as used herein, means any natural person, partnership,
association, corporation, governmental unit/entity, organization, or- other entity (including
nonprofit »or.ganizations) and all present and former oﬁ’icers, directors, managers, agents,
employeés, vattorn‘eys, and other acting or purporting to act on behalf lof suéh natural bérson,
| pa-rtnershjp, association, corporation, governmental unit/entity, organization or other entity.

D. The terms “document”, “report”, and “record”, as used herein, mean the priginal, or
~ ifno original is available, all copies of any written, printed, typed or other graphic matter of any

kind or nature and any other tangible thing in the possession, custody or control of Defendant (as
Defgﬁdant is defined above) or known by Defendant (as Defendant is defined above) to exist,
including but not limited to: | |

(1) All contracts, agreements, letter agreements, representatives, warranties,

certificates and opinions;

(i) All letters or other forﬁls of corresponidence or communication (as
correspondence and communication are defined below), including but'
1ot imited to envelopes, notes, telegrams, cables, telex messages and
messages, in addition to a]l notes, memoranda, or other tangible things
rélating to any tglephone éonversations, conferences, or other \'/erbal
communications; . o

(i) All memoranda, test results, test data, financial statements, notes, scripts,

transcripts, tabulations, studies, analyses, evaluations, projections, work




papers, corporate records, expressions or statements of p oli;y, lists,

- comparisons, questionnaires, surveys, charts, graphs, summaries, extracts,
statistical statements, compﬂation; and opinioné of any pefson (as person
is defined above);

(iv) All minuteé, notes, transcripts, or any other tangible things relating to any
meetings or conferences, in addition t§ any lists or other tangible things
which may provide the names of any peréon (as person is defined above)
who attended such meetings or cénference;

(v) All desk calendars, appointment books and dialiés;

(vi) All summaries or other tangible things relating to any intefviews cénducted
relgtive in any way to this action;

(vii) All books, articles, press releases, magazines, newspapers, booklets,
brochures, pamphlets, circulars, bulletins, notices, instruotioné and manuals -

(whetﬂer published or unpublished);

(viii) All motion pictures and photographs (whether developed or undevelop ed),
tape recordings (regardless of the medium), microfilms, phonographs,
tapés, punch cards, magngtic tapes, discs, data cells, drums, print-outs, -
and other data compilations from which information can be obtained,; |

() All draﬁé of any documents and revisidgs of drafts of any documénis, n
addition to any original or preliminary notés which are in any way related

to such documents (as documents are defined herein);




(x)‘All doctor’s notes, nurse’s notes, progress notes, written medical papers, |
or any other tangible things relating to any medical aspect of this action;
(xi) All tangible things derived from any wbrk done By any persbn (as person is

.+ defined above) which are in any way relafed to this action.

E. The terms “communication” and “corresp ondence”, as used herein, means all -
statements, admissions, denials, inquiries, discussions, conversations, negotiations, letters,
memoranda, agreements (document, document(s) is defined above), contracts, undérstandings,
meetings, télephone conversations, notes, felegrams, telexes, advertisements or any other form of
written or yerﬁ al intercourse.

F. The terms “relates to” and “relative.to”, as used herein, means, constitutes, reflects, |
reférs to, concerns, pertains to or any way logically or factually connects the matter described in
a particular Interrogatory with this action.

RULES OF CONSTRUCTION

In construing thesé Interrogatories:

A. The singular shall include the plui‘al and the plufal shall include the si_ngular.'

B. A rr;ascuhne, feminine or neuter pronoun shall not exclude the other gender.

C. The tense (past, present and future) used in a particular Interrogatory to denote a’

particular point in time is not to be construed to exclude any other tense.




IN STRUCTIONS FOR‘INTERROG‘ATORIES

A. Each Interrogatory is to be answered in writing within thirty (30) days after receipt of
service of same. |

‘B.- In-answering these Interrogatories, the answering party shall furnish all information
available to said party or within said party’s possession, custody or control, or in the bossessipn, o
¢ustody or control of any person (as person is defined above) acting or purporting to act on said - :
party’s behalf.

C. Each Interrogatory shall be answered separately and as completely as possible. The
fact that investigation is continuing but is not complete is not an excuse for failure to answer each
Interrogatory as fitlly as possible. If unable to answer an Interrogatory completely after there has
been an attempt to obtain'th.e requested information, thé answeriﬁg party is to answer that
particular intenogatory to the extent possible. The party answering these Iﬁterrogaton'es 18to
fuﬁher provide what information said party has- concerning the uﬁanswere& portion of the |
particular Interrogatory. |

D. Ifany form of privilege or other protection from disclosure is claimed as a ground for
withholding responsive infc‘)rmation as requested in a particular Interrogatory, the
answering party is to set forth with respect to that information the date, title, identity of author,
subject matter (without revealing the information for which ‘the privilege is claiméd), and any and
all facts and reasons mppoﬁing such grounds. The claim shoulci contain such specificity as to .

permit the Court to make a full determination of its validity.




E. Ifany Intenogatory or any part of any Interrogatory is objected to, state the objection
and proceed to answer the remaining Interrogatories and their sub-parts. The fact that an
objection is made is not an excuse of failing to answer the rexﬁaining Interrogatories or any of their
sub-parts. Thg fact that an objection is made to a sub-part‘ of any Interrogatory is no excuse for
failing to answer the remaining sub-parts of that Interrogatory or any other Interrogatory.
Accordingly, answer each and every Interrogatory and sub-part tﬁereof unless specifically objected
to in the space provided. | |

- F. For each Interrogatory, identify the person Wﬁo has answered the Interrogatory.

G. When any of the aforesaid items or information is requested, they are to include, not
only those in the answeling party’s p.ossession, custody or control, but likewise, that of said
party’s attorneys, consultants, sureties, indemnitor, insurers, a gents, and/or person (as person is
defined above) acting or purporting to act on said party’s behalf.

H. These Interrogatories are deemed to be continuing insofar as any additional
information is secured or comes W1thm the control of the party t‘o whom the Interro_éatoﬁes are
directed subsequent to the date herein. |

1L vIn accordance with the applicable Pennsylvania Rules of Civil Précedure, written
answers shall be inserted in the spaces provided in the Interrogaton'éé. If there is insufficient
space to answer an Interrogatory, the remainder of the answer shall follow on a supplemental
sheet.

J. No answer is to be left blank. If the answer to an Interrogatofy or sub-part of an
- Interrogatory is 4“none” or “unknown” such statement must be written in the answér. If the

question is inapplicable, “N/A” must be written in the answer.




1. Are Defendants Health care prdviders?
Yes.

2. Ifthe Defendants are incorporated, state:

0. ‘ - o
(a) The name and address of each Defendant;
(b) State of Incorporation; and
(c) Date of Incorporation.

3. Ifthe Defendants are a Corporation, with respect to each, state:

(a) Whether it is a profit or non-profit;

(b) Names, addresses and telephone numbers of the Corporate Officers;

(¢) Names, addresses and telephone numbers of Members of the Board;

(d) Names, addresses and teléphone numbers of any Stockholders who hold more

than ten percent (10%) of the outstanding stock issued as of the date of the incident in question;

and




| (¢) Name, address and telephone number of the Hospital Administrator.

N/A

4. If Defendants are licensed by the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania for each state:

(a) The date of licensing; and

(b) The nature of the services provided.
Please see attached copy of Ticense.

5. To the extent that there are any governmental restrictions or limitations on the nature
of the Health care services provided by Defendants, state for each;

(a) Nature of limitations or restﬁctions;
(b) The reason for the limitations or restrictions;
(c) Name, address and telephone number of the entity that placed the restriction

upon each Defendant; and

(d) The date these limitations or restrictions were imposed. -

None




6. Please set forth the exact inclusive dates when Plaintifs decedent was a patient at any
of Defendants’ facility.

The plaintiff's decedent was not a patient at any facility of
Dr. Palmer. '

7. With regard to each of the preceding daies, under whose service was Plaintiff’s -
Decedent provided care?

N/A

8. To the extent PlamtifP's Decedent made any agreements, oral or in writing, with any of

the Defendants’ concerning the nature of the treatment, procedure, operations or tests to be

_administered, for each agreement, state:

(a) The date and place it was made;

" (b) A description of each promise made by Plaintif’s Decedent under the

agreement;

(¢) A description of each promise made by Defendant’s under the agreement;




(d) The name, address and telephone number of each person present at the time it

was made; and

-(e) If written, the name, address and telephone number of person héving custddy

of same.

None.

9. To the extent Defendants, through its agents and employees, engaged in conversation
with Plaintiff’s Decedent or members of Plaintiff's Decedent’s family concerning the risks involved
m any tests or surgical procedures, for each conversation state:

(a) Date and place;
(b) Name, address and telephone number of person so engaged;
(c) Substance of said conversation;

(d) Names, addressesv and telephone numbers of other persons present;

(e) If oral, whether a written memorandum was made of the conversation; and




() If written, name, address and telephone number of person having custody of

same.

None.

10. - State the name, address and telephone number and present whereabouts of each
employee of Defendant institution who rendered medical, psychiatﬁc or nursing services while
Plaintiff’s Decedent was a patient, and, with regard to each individual named ab ove, state:

(2) Nature of the services rendered,;
(b) Dates said services were rendered;
(c) Place where said services were rendered; and

(d) Reason for refusal or inability to attend to PlaintifP's Decedent.

Please see DuBois Regional Medical Center's Answers to
- Interrogatories. :

11. If Plaintiff's Decedent, while a patient on Defendant’s premises, underwent any

surgical procedure, state:

(a) Exact time and date of said procedure;

(b) Exact time Plaintiff’s Decedent was prepared for surgery;




() Trade name and dosage of all types of anesthesia used;
(@) Exact time the surgical procedure commenced; and

(e) Exact time the Surgical procedure terminated.

None.

12. Are Defendants in possession of the complete set of medical records pertaining to all

‘care and treatment by Defendants to Plaintiff's Decedent at any time?

Please see DuBois Regional Medical Center's Answers to
Interrogatories.

13. If any additions, deletions or corrections were made to said records following the date

of completion, please state:

(a) Date of any addition, deletion or correction;

(b) Name, address and telephone number and present whereabouts of the person

who made same;

(c) Reason for any additions, deletion or corrections;




A

'y

(d) Name, address and telephone number and present whereabouts of the person

who authorized said additions, deletions or corrections;

(e) Place where said additions, deletions or correction was made; and

(f) State the nature of the said change(s).

To the best of Dr. Palmer's knowledge and belief, the answer
is none. »

14. Ifany physician had access to Plaintiff's Decedent’s medical records following the date

'said records were completed, state:

(a) Name, address and telephone number and presentyvhereabo.\-ns of said

physician;
(b) Date he/she had access to said records;

- () Reason the access to said records was necessitated; and




(d) Name, address, telephone number and present whereabouts of any of -

Defendant’s employees present when said records were made available.

Please see DuBois Regional Medical Center's Answers to
Interrogatories.

15. If x-rays were taken of Plaintiff's Decedent, for each such occasion an X-1ay Was
taken, state:
(a) Date and place;
(b) Number of x-rays taken;
(c) Whether x-rays were taken by roentgenogram or fluoroscope;

(d) Each view taken;

(e) Name, address, télephone number, job title or capacity of the person who took

the x-rays;




() Name, address, telephone number, job title or capacity and ‘qualiﬁcations in

radiology of the person who evaluated the x-ray;
(g) The interpretation made of each x-1ay; and

(h) Name, address and telephone number of person who had custody of each x-ray.

Please see the medcial records.

16. If any report was made of the X-13y, give name, address and telephone number of the

person who has custody of each record or report.
Please see the medical records.

17. If x-ray plates or films were reviewed by any physician other than those referred to
in previous interrogatories subsequent to the time of their initial reading, state:

~ (a) Date and place;

(b) Name, address, telephone number and job title or capacity of the person -

reviewing same; and




(c) Name, address, telephone number and present whereabouts of the person who

authorized said review.

Please see the medical records.

18. If at the time of the occurrences complained of in this action, there was a policy of
insurance covering you against claims arising out of malpractice for each policy state:

Yes. '

(a) Name, address and telephone number of the insurer;
‘Medical Inter-Insurance Exchange provided primary liability
coverage on the date of the incident in question. Said policy
was in full force and effect. The primary limits are $30q 000, 0D,

The CAT Fund is responsible for the additional coverage up to
$1.@ el '.oftllepglioy; g . P

(c) Effective dates of the policy;

(d) Limits of liability in dollars; and
(¢) Name, address and telephone number of the custodian of the policy.
19. To the extent you contend to the person or persons other than those employed by’

Defendants was/were responsible for Plaintiff's Decedent death, fo_r each person state:

(2) Name, address, telephone number and job title;




[y

(b) Facts upon which you base your contention that he or she was responsible for

Plaintiff’s Decedent’s death.

Discovery is ongoing and pursuant to the allegations in the _
Complaint, others may be responsible for the decedent's death. -
This will be fully answered at the time any information is

20.%18 Jn]yagtg?e'ments where obtained by you or on your behalf from any person concerning
any matter relating to this action, for each statement, state:

(a) Name, address, telephone number and occupation of person who made it;

(b) Name, address, telephone number and occupation of person who obtained it;

and

(c) Whether written, sound recorded or oral, and if written or sound recorded, the

name, address and telephone number of the person who has custody of it.
None. ' |

21. Please attach any statements referred to in the preceding interrogatories to your

answers to these interrogatories.

N/A




22. To the extent there is a person who has knowledge or mformatmn concerning this

case, whose name and address is not listed § 1 the preceding answers to mterrogatones for each

such person state:

(2) Name, address and telephone number; |
(b) Address of the place were he/she is employed; and

(c) His/her occupation and job title;
Please see the medical records.

23. To the extent you believe that there are any errors, whether typographical or

otherwise, contained within any medical records involved in the instant action, describe in detail

 the error which you believe exists, and what you believe the error should state .
P] ease see attached

KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C.

/%

g ‘ SAMUEL COHEN
Respectful ly submitted,

Dated:

)]

PFAFF, McINTYRE, DUGAS, HARTYE
& SCHMITT

George Palmer, Jr., D.O.
JUHN L. McINTYRE, ESQUIRE
PA 1D# 28015

P.0. Box 533

[ & B - “ - -

Atto{r‘neys\meJNamed Defendant
g




23.

There is an error on the emergency departmeht records.. The registration
time states: "17:17". This is the time Dorothy M. Srock came for .
outpatient testing. The outpatient testing was ordered by Dr. Varacallo.

The actual time of presentation to the emergency room was 22:30 hours,

‘approximately five plus. hours after the tests ordered by Dr. Varacallo..
To the‘best,ofxanswering*Defendants'know1edge and belief, there are no

other errors in the chart, although if any are found, the same will be

- supplemented.
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VERIFICATION

I, Gedrge Palmer, Jr., D.O,, do hereby verify that | have read the foregoihg DEFENDANT,
" GEROGE PALMER, JR., D.0.’S ANSWERS TO PLAINTIFF'S INTERROGATORIES. The statements
theréin are correct to the best of my persohal knowledge or information and beliet.
This statement and verification are made subject to the penatties of 18 Pa.C.S. Sectioh 4904
relating to unswom fabrication to authorities, which provides that if | make knowingly false averments | may

be subject to criminal penalties.

Govbrge Palmet, Jr., D.O.

Date: g~




LAW OFFICES -

KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C.
~ SUITE 2010 '
117 S. 17TH STREET

SAMUEL COHEN _ : PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103 123A WEST CLEMENTS BRIDGE ROAD

MICHAEL G. PRICE*

215-636-0400 BARRINGTON, N.J. 08007

*PA AND NJ BAR : ) ' 856-547-4201

SAMUEL C. KATZ . E-MAIL KCPATTOR;\'EYS@AOL.COMZ

OF COUNSEL

John L.

FAX 215-636-0403 .
FAX 856-547-1710

September 14, 2001
McIntyre, Esquire - '

Pfaft, Mclntyre, Dugas, Hartyé & Schmitt

P.O.B

Hollidaysburg, PA 16648

ox 533

Re: Kimberly M. Miller, et al
VS.
DuBois Regional Medical Center, et al

A No.: 00-623-CD

Dear Mr. tyre:

~you do

In reviewing the answers of DuBois Regional Medical Center to Plaintiff's interrogatories,
not indicate that she was a patient at DuBois Regional Medical Center on June 5, 1998 at-

apprommately 5:17p.m. Isit your contention that she was not a patient at the hosp1ta1 at that time?
. The records would appear to indicate otherwise.

- Ifyou determine after receiving this letter that your answer to interrogatory 6 is incomplete

by wvirtue of the record of 5: 17p.m. on June 5, 1998, please supplement your answers to -
“interrogatories promptly.

With regard to interrogatory 7, I can not understand how same could require any kind of

conclusion at all, either legal or medical. Is it your contention that at any given time you can not
determine under whose service a patlent is receiving treatment? -

With regard to interrogatory 10, I would appreciate your responding same in the context of

the approximately 5:17p.m. at approximately 10:30p.m. records of Ms. Srock. In light of the
» allegations in the complaint, certainly interrogatory lO(d) is not addressed by a simple reference to
the records. - ‘

With regard to the response to request for production of documents Inote that there are no

documents attached. Would you kindly advise us as to whether the ¢ copies of the records which were
supplied by way of response to Defendants’ request are full, complete and accurate.

© SC/law

1 look forward to hearing from you with regard to each of the matters set forth herein.

Thank you for your anticipated cooperation. 4

Very truly ygurs,

SAMUEL COHEN

f XHiBm G



LAW OFFICES

KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C.
SUITE 2010
117 S. 17TH STREET

SAMUEL COHEN ' . PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103 ' 123A WEST CLEMENTS BRIDGE ROAD
MICHAEL G. PRICE* v V, N.J.

SIoRARL O PRI 215-636-0400 BARRDG-TOL\,NJ 08007

FAX 215-636-0403 . 856-547-4201

FAX 856-547-1710

SAMUEL C. KATZ . E-MAIL KCPATTORNEYS(@AOL.COM
OF coUNSEL October 1, 2001
- John L. McIntyre, Esquire
" Pfaff, McIntyre, Dugas, Hartye, & Schmitt _
P. O. Box 533. o SECOND REQUEST
Hollidaysburg, PA 16648 - ' _
E ' . Re: Kimberly M. Miller, et al
VS.
DuBois Regional Medical Center, et al
No.: 00-623-CD
Dear Mr. McIntyre:

: " - In reviewing theanswers of DuBois Regional Medical Center to Plaintiff's interrogatories,
“%. you do not indicate that she was a patient at DuBois Regional Medical Center on Juge 5, 1998 at
-+ .-approximately.5:17p.m. -Is it your. contenfion that she was not a patient at the. hosp1ta1 at that time?
. The 1ecmds would appear to indicate otherwise.

< Ifyou determine after receiving this letter that your answer to interrogatory 6 is mcomplete
N :::.f--by wrtue of ‘the record of 5:17p.m.-on June 5,::1998, please supplement your answers to
+ - interrogatories promptly. - .

With regard to interrogatory 7, 1 can not understand how same could require any kind of
conclusion at all, either legal or medical. Is it your contention that at any given time you can not
determine under whose service a patient is receiving treatment?

With regard to interrogatory 10, I would appreciate your responding same in the context of
the approximately 5:17p.m. at approximately 10:30p.m. records of Ms. Srock. * In light of the
allegations in the complaint, certainly j mtexmgatory 10(d) is not addressed by a simple reference to .
the records.

With regard to the response to request for production of documents, I note that there are no
documents attached. Would you kindly advise us as to whether the copies of the records which were
supphed by way of response to Defendants’ request are full, complete and accurate. '

I look forward to hearing from you with regard to each of the matters set forth herein.

Thank you for your anticipated cooperation.

Very truly yours,

7 -

—YAMUEL COHEN S

- SC/law £ ,{/y/ﬁ 7’ ‘g u



LAW OFXFICES

KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, PR.C.
SUITE 2010
: ‘ 117 S. 17TH STREET - .
SAMUEL COHEN  PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103 123A WEST CLEn‘m;\"rS'BRmGi: ROAD

?IICHAEL E} PRICE* 215-636-0400 ‘ BARRINGTON,- N.J. 08007
PA AND NJ BAR ' FAX 215-636-0403 i . . 856-547-4201 ]

SAMUEL C. KATZ . § . "E-MAIL KCPATTORNEYS(@AOL.COM FAX 856-547-1710
OF COUNSEL - . . "November 16, 2001 |

Marian Patchen Schleppy, Esquire - = John L. McIntyre Esqmre . - )

Gaca Matis Baum & Rizza Pfaff, McIntyre, Dugas, Hartye & Schmltt

300 Four PPG Place - P. O.Box 533 R

Pittsburgh, PA 15222-5404 Ho]]1daysburg, PA 16648 . L

- Re: Kimberly M. Miller, AdImmstratnx
of the Estate of Dorothy Srock vs. .
DuBois Regional Medical Center, et al _
C.C.P., Clearfield County
No.: 00 623-CD :

SECOND REQUEST
Déar Counsel: o
Would you kindly advise us to the status of ybur responses to our discovefy .Ieﬂﬁ6$fé.- ‘_ o
Thank you for yoﬁr cooperation. ' S _-

Very truly yours,

SAMUEL COHEN

SC/law
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LAW OFFICES

KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C.
SUITE 2010
117 S. 19TH STREET

SAMUEL COHEN PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103 123A WEST CLE‘MENTS. BRIDGE ROAD
MICHAEL G. PRICE* . BARRINGTON, N.J. 08007

215-636-0400

*PA AND NJ BAR | 856-347-4201

. SAMUEL C. KATZ E-MAIL KCPATTORN’EYS@AOL.COMI :
OF COUNSEL

FAX 215-636-0403
FAX 856-347-1710

November 28, 2001

John L. McIntyre, Esquire

Pfaff, McIntyre, Dugas, Hartye, & Schmitt
P. O. Box 533 '
Hollidaysburg, PA 16648

Re: Kimberly M. Miller, et al -
VS. o :
- DuBois Regional Medical Center, et al
No.: 00-623-CD

Dear Mr. MclIntyre:

Lrefer you to our previous correspondence dated September 14, 2001 and October 1, 2001.
Subsequent to our October 1, 2001, you indicated that you would supply amended responses to our

- discovery request. You indicated that same would be forthcoming within two (2) weeks It has now, :

been approximately two (2) months and depositions are scheduled.

At this point, I must insist on full and complete responses within one (1) weeks or I shall have -
no alternative but to file an appropriate motion. It is my hope that same will not be necessary in v1ew
of our past cordial dealings. :

Please give this matter your prompt attention.

Very truly yours,

SClaw

Extrsr 9"

A A e



KAREN L. GRABILL

LAW OFFICES
MCINTYRE, DUGAS, HARTYE & SCHMITT

P. 0. BOX 533
JOHN L. McINTYRE
STEPHEN L. DUGAS HOLLIDAYSBURG, PA 16648-0533
FRANK J. HARTYE
LOUIS C. SCHMITT, JR. ‘ .
* HEATHER A. HARRINGTON (814) 696-3581
MICHAEL A. SOSNOWSKI : FAX (814) 696-9399

www.mdhslaw.com

January 2, 2002 -
Our Reference; MIIX 093 MH

Samuel Cohen, Esquire
KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C.
117 S. 17" Street

Suite 2010

Philadelphia, PA 19103

Re:  Kimberly M. Miller, Admx. of the Estate of Dorothy M. Srock,
Indiv. and on behalf of the next of kin of Dorothy M. Srock vs.
DuBois Regional Medical Center, George Palmer, Jr., D.O.,
Reynoldsville Medical Center, PC and Albert L Varacallo MD
No. 00-623CD - ‘: Lo

Dear Mr. Cohen:

- | am-writing toinform you that DRMC will-be filing Supplemental' Answers to Piaintiff's .
Interrogatories #6, #7, and #10. These should be to you shortly. -

fn looking at the discovery which has been conducted to date, | note that | do not have
plaintiff's Responses to the hospital's Request for Production of Documents. | am sure this was
an oversight on your part. Would you please provude me with Responses and approprlate
documents at your convenience.

| looked at the hospital’'s Response to plaintiff's Request for Pfoduction of Documents
and there are no additional documents requested, which need to be produced.

If you have any questions or would like to discuss the above, please feel free to call.
Thanks for your cooperation. Happy holidays to you and your family.

_ Veiy tru y yours,

JLM/eh

Lm0’



FILED

MAY 132003
William A. Shaw
Prothenotary
KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C. ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF
By: SAMUEL COHEN
ATTORNEY LD. NO.: 27544
117 SOUTH 17th STREET
SUITE 2010
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103
(215) 636-0400
KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administrix ; COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY SROCK
Individually and on Behalf of the Next
of Kin of DOROTHY SROCK
VS, X CLEARFIELD COUNTY
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER: NO.: 00-623-CD

GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O. and :
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER :
P.C. and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD

ORDER
AND NOW, this ]g&day of m S , 2003 upon consideration of the within
Petition for consideration for approval of compromise settlement and appor;ionment of
proceeds, it is hereby ORDERED and DECREED that the Petition is APPROVED;
It is further ORDERED and DECREED, that distribution be made as follows:

To:  Katz, Cohen & Price, P.C.
(reimbursement of costs) $2,942.03

To:  Katz, Cohen & Price, P.C.
(counsel fee) : $35,000.00




To:

To:

Survival Act - (10%) $6,705.80

Wrongful Death Act - (90%) $60,352.17
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William A. m:ms&
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FILEL

MAY 13 2003

Wéniam A. Shaw
e &
KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C. ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFE Y
By: SAMUEL COHEN
ATTORNEY LD. NO.: 27544
117 SOUTH 17th STREET
SUITE 2010
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103
(215) 636-0400
KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administrix : COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY SROCK
Individually and on Behalf of the Next
of Kin of DOROTHY SROCK

V. : CLEARFIELD COUNTY
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER: NO.: 00-623-CD

GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O. and :
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER :
P.C. and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD

PETITION FOR APPROVAL OF COMPROMISE
SETTLEMENT AND DISTRIBUTION OF PROCEEDS

Pursuant to Rule 2206 of the Pennsylvania Rules of Civil Procedure, Plaintiff, Kimberly
M. Miller, Administratrix of the Estate of Dorothy Srock by her attorneys, Katz, Cohen and
Price, P.C., respectfully petitions this Honorable Court for an Order approving the
Compromise Settlement and Apportionment of Proceeds and in support thereof asserts the
following:

1. The within matter was commenced by the filing of a Writ of Summons on May 25,

2000.




2. On August 7, 2000, an Amended Civil Action Complaint was filed which sets forth
the pertinent facts. A true and correct copy of said Amendend Civil Action Complaint is
attached hereto and marked Exhibit 1.

3. At the time of her death, Ms. Srock was sixty-two (62) years of age.

4. At the time of the filing of the Complaint, Dorothy Srock had two (2) survivors, her
mother and her daughter, however, her died during the pendency of this lawsuit

5. An offer has been made to settle the claims of the survivors and Estate of Dorothy
Srock for the sum of $105,000.00, with $90,000.00 to be paid by Defendant Reynoldsville
Medical Center and $15,000.00 to be paid by Defendant Dubois Regional Medical Center.

6. All remaining Defendants have been dismissed voluntarily from the lawsuit.

7. In order to recognize the significant disparity in the amount of damages that would
have been awarded under the Wrongful Death Claim as compared to those damages that would
have been awarded under the Survival Claim, counsel for Plaintiff respectfully submits that the
settlement be apportioned 90% under Wrongful Death Act and 10% under the Survival Act.

8. With respect to the Survival Clailn, Plaintiff would have difficulty in attempting to
prove pain and suffering for more than a period of several hours. Plaintiff lost no potential
earnings as she had not worked for a considerable period of time before her death. The
significantly larger part of this case would have fallen under the Wrongful Death Act for Mrs.
Srock’s adult daughter’s non-pecuniary damages for the loss of her mother.

9. Counsel for Plaintiff believes that the proposed settlement and apportionment of
proceeds is fair and reasonable. (See attached statement of counsel)

10. Administratrix Kimberly M. Miller, daughter of Dorothy Srock,deceased,concurs
and believes that the proposed settlement and apportionment of proceeds is fair and

reasonable. (See attached verification).




11. Pursuant to a written agreement between Plaintiff’s and Counsel for Plaintiff, the
law firm of Katz, Cohen & Price, P.C. has charged and Plaintiffs have agreed to pay a one-
third (1/3) contingency fee.

12. The costs incurred to date for litigation for this matter, which Plaintiffs have agreed

to reimburse counsel, are set forth below:

Register of Wills-Letters of Administratrion $38.00
Clearfield County Legal Journal- Advertising $32.00
The Clearfield Progress-Advertising $51.53
Summons- filing fee $80.00
Expert statement $412.59
Constable fees . $145.00
Reimbursement-Travel Expenses-Depostion $374.79
Reimbursement-Travel Expenses-Deposition $359.43
Sargent’s Court Reporting Service Inc.-Depositions 12/3/01 $639.20
Reimbursement - Travel Expenses-Deposition $304.10
MLP Reporting, Inc., Depositions 5/22/02 $461.79
436 Photostatic Copies $43.60
TOTAL $2,942.03

13. The beneficiary of Plaintiff’s Decedent’s Estate is her adult child, Kimberly Miller

Administratrix of the Estate of Dorothy Srock.




WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully request this Honorable Court to approve the
proposed settlement and apportionment and enter an Order in the form attached hereto.
Respectfully submitted,

KATZ, C N & PRICE; B.C.

-~
SAMUEL COHEN

Dated: & 27{ 47




STATEMENT OF COUNSEL

Samuel Cohen, Esquire of the law firm of Katz, Cohen & Price, P.C., being duly sworn
according to law, hereby deposes and says that he is the attorney for the plaintiff herein and
that the proposed settlement and distribution of proceeds as set forth herein is fair and

reasonable.

7

SAMUEL COHEN

Dated; 7/23/0?




VERIFICATION

I, Kimberly M. Miller, Administratrix of the Estate of Dororthy Srock deceased, state
that I have read the foregoing Petition for Approval of Settlement; and that I hereby approve
of the settlement and distribution and apportionment of the proceeds as set forth herein; and
requests the Honorable Court to approve same.

Further, as Administratrix of the Estate, I approve of the fee and expenses of counsel as
set forth herein, and requests this Honorable Court to hereby approve same for reimbursement

to counsel.

Sworn to and subscribed
before me this &  day

of May , 2003

%uw &{ZMM

Notary Pub!ﬁ'

Notarial Seal
Nancy Colling, Notary Public
Pike Twp., Clearfield County
My Expires Mar. 24, 2007
Mamber, Penneyivania Assoctation of Notarias




VERIFICATION
I, Kimberly M. Miller, state that I am the Adminstratrix for the Estate of Dorothy
Srock, deceased; that I am acquainted with the facts set forth in the foregoing Petition to
Approve Settlement; that the facts contained therein are true and correct to the best of my
knowledge, information and belief; and that this statement is made subject to the penalties of

18 Pa. C.S.A. §4904, relating to unsworn falsification to authorities.

Dated: 5 /(’/ 03




THIS IS NOT AN ARBITRATION MATTER.

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

AN ASSESSMENT OF DAMAGES HEARING WILL BE
NECESSARY. :

RULE 238 DELAY DAMAGES DEMANDED

KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C. ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF
By: SAMUEL COHEN
ATTORNEY LD. NO.: 27544 < e
117 SOUTH 17th STREET T o
SUITE 2010 oA
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103 R T
(215) 636-0400 < s
- n
KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix COURT OF COMMO™ PLPAS
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY SROCK CLEARFIELD COUNTY
Individually and on Behalf of the Next '
of Kin of DOROTHY SROCK
VS.
: NO.: 00-623-CD
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL : MRy L.
CENTER, GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O. : 87 aMeved QLK U TR Ul
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER - statertem fiied i 300,
P.C. and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD : AUG 1 7. 2000,
AMENDED ‘ -
CIVIL ACTION COMPLAINT “"°%% Gl A
Prothonotary

COMES NOW, Plaintiff Kimberly M. Miller, as Administratrix of the Estate of
Dorothy M. Srock, individually, and on behalf of the next of kin of Dorothy M. Srock, by her
attorney Samuel Cohen and, Katz, Cohen & Pricé, P.C., and desiring to recover compensation |
as permitted by law due to the negligence, carelessness, recklessness and malpractice of
Defendants avers in support thereof the following:

1. Plaintiff Kimberly M. Miller, is an adult individual who ws duly appointed

Administratrix of the Estate of Dorothy M. Srock by the Registrar of Wills of Clearfield




County and who is a citizen and resident of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania residing at 511
South Main Street, DuBois, Clearfield County.

| 2. Defendant DuBois Regional Medical Center is a corporation organized and existing
under the laws of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania having an office address at 100 Hospital
Avenue, DuBois, PA 15801, Clearfield County.

3. Defendant George Palmer, Jr. is an adult individual who is licensed to practice
medicine in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and who regularly conducts business at the
DuBois Regional Medical Center, 100 Hospital Avenue, DuBois, PA 15801.

4. Defendant Reynoldsville Medical Center, P.C., is a professional corporation
organized and existing under the laws of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania having an office
address at 5 North Third Street, Reynoldsville, PA 15851, Clearfield County.

5. Defendant Albert L. Varacallo is an adult individual who is licensed to practice
medicine in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and who regularly co;1ducts businéss at
Reynoldsville Medical Center, 5 North Third Street, Reynoldsville, PA 15851, Clearfield
County.

6. This action is brought against each Defendant under Pennsylvania Rules of Civil
Procedure Section 2201 et seq. and 42 Pa. C.S.A. Section 8301 (“Wrongful Death Actions”)
and 42 Pa. C.S.A. Section 8302 (“Survival Actions™). |

7. Defendants DuBois Regional Medical Center and Reynoldsville Medical Center,
P.C. (herein after the “corporate defendants”) are corporations where patients were received

and treated and did, for valuable consideration, provide medical care of patients.




8. Defendants George Palmer, Jr. and Albert L. Varacallo are individuals licensed to
practice medicine in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and at all times relevant hereto held
themselves out to the public as skilled and competent providers of medical care, who received
and treated patients for valuable consideration.

9. Defendants at all times relevant hereto acted by and through their authorized agents,
servants, workmen and/or employees, each of whom was acting within the course and scope of
his/her agency and/or employment with said Defendants.

10. Additionally, each of the individual Defendants, also acted mdividually.

11. When used heremafter the term “patient” shall refer to Dorothy M. Srock,
deceased.

12. On or about June 5, 1998, Defendants, for a compensation which the “patient”
agreed to pay, undertook the care of the “patient” and further agreed to perform all reasonable
and necessary procedures, and to use due, reasonable and proper skills in rendéﬁng such care.

13. The “patient” came under the care of Defendants as a patient for the purpose of
treatment and/or examinatidns by the individual defendants and by the doctors, nurses, staff
and other agents, servants and employees of all of the Defendants.

14. The acts performed by the various nurses, doctors, attendants and technicians in the
treatment and/or examination of the “patient” were done individually and/or in connection with
their duties as agents and/or servants of Defendants, and said nurses, doctors, attendants and
technicians were acting in and about the discharge of their respective duties individually and/or
as agents and/or servants of Defendants on behalf of said Defendants and within the scope of

their authority.




15. On the moming of June 5, 1998, the “patient” was not feeling well and attempted
to schedule an appointment with Defendants Reynoldsville Medical Center and Albert L.
Varacallo.

16. On or about the aforementioned date, an appointment was scheduled for the
“patient” to be seen at 4:00p.m. at the offices of Defendants Albert L. Varacallo and
Reynoldsville Medical Center.

17. On or about the aforementioned date, at or about 4:00p.m., Plaintiff was seen by
an iﬁdividual known as “Chip” who, upon information and belief, was the agent, servant,
workman and/or employee of Defendant Albert L. Varacallo and Reynoldsville Medical
Center, P.C.

18. At the time of the aforementioned appointment, “Chip” informed the “patient” that
he believed her heart was fine and instructed her to go to the DuBois Regional Medical Center
for some testing.

19. On or about June 5, 1998, shortly after 5:00p.m., the “patient” arrived at the
DuBois Regional Medical Center, and went for various tests imcluding, but not limited to blood
tests, urinalysis, x-rays and an electrocardiogram.

20. At the time of her visit at approximateiy 5:00p.m. on June 5, 1998, Defendant
George Palmer, Jr. was the Emergency Room Physician in charge of the “patient’s” care.

21. At the conclusion of the various testing the “patient” was discharged from the

hospital and then sent home.




22. During the course of the evening of June 5, 1998, the “patient” continued not to
feel well.

23. At or about 10:00p.m. on June 5, 1998, Plaintiff contacted the physician on call at
Defendant Reynoldsville Medical Center and was instructed to report to the Emergency Room
of Defendant DuBois Regional Medical Center immediately.

24. The “patignt” immediately reported to the Emergency Room of the DuBois

Regional Medical Center and was admitted suffering inter alia, with cardiogenic shock,

pulmonary edema and unstable angina.

25. At approximately 1:00a.m., the “patient” was life-flighted to Wést Penn Hospital
where she subsequently died as a result of her heart problems.

26. The care and treatment rendered to the “patient” by Defendants was performed
carelgssly and negligently and, as a result, the “patient” was caused to suffer sever and serious
injuries and damages which resulted in her death.

27. The injuries, losses, damages and death of the “patient” were caused as the direct
and prdiimiite result of the carelessness, negligence and malpractice of Defendants,
Reynoldsville Medical Center and Albert L. Varacallo, M.D.

a. Failing to recognize the. “patient’s” condition at the time of the examination;,

b. In luring the “patient” into a falsé sense of security concerning her medical
condition;

c. In failing to discover the true nature of the “patient’s” condition;

d. In failing to properly and promptly diagnose the “patient’s” condition;




e. In failing to ascertain that the “patient” was suffering from heart problems at
thethneéftheevﬂuaﬁon;

f. In failing to take proper tests to determine the “patient’s” condition;

g In failing to follow-up with the “patient” relative to her medical condition;

h. In failing to discover the true nature and extent of the “patient’s” condition;

i. No act or failure to act on the part of theb“patient” causing and contributed
to the happening of her déath which in nature and/or extent of her injuries which resulted in her
death.

28. The injuries, losses, damages and death of the “patient™ were also caused as the
direct and proximate result of the carelessness, negligence and malpractice of Defendants
Dubois Regionél Medical Center and George Palmer, Jr. in any and all the following respects:

a. Failure to obtain a thorough medical evaluation.

b. Failure to perform a full, complete and proper physical examiation.

¢. Failure to obtain a proper history.

d. Failure to obtain information from family and friends.

e. Failure to properly and adequately diagnose the “patient’s” heart condition.

f. Failure to recognize the “patient’s” abnormal heart condition.

g. Failure to properly and promptly read the electrocardiogram which was
taken shortly after 5:00p.m. on June 5, 1998.

h. Allowing the “patient” to leave the hospital after her initial visit on June 5,

1998.




1. Failure to take steps to minimize the “patient’s” injuries as a result of the

heart condition that was taking place at the time of her initial Emergency Room visit on June 5

b

1998.

J- Depriviﬁg the “patient” of her opportunity to recover from the heart
condition which was taking place at the time of her initial Emergency Room visit on June 5,
1998.

k. Failing to take steps to remedy the heart condition which was taking place at
the time of her initial Emergency Room visit on June 5, 1998.

1. ‘Providing the “patient” with adequate, inaccﬁrate and improper information
at the time of her discharge, at the time of her initial Emergency Room visit on June 5, 1998.

m. Failing to immediately admit the “patient™ to the hospital at the time of her
Emergency Room visit on the afternoon of June 5, 1998;

n. Failing to properly evaluate the various tests that were performed on the
“patient” at the time of her initial visit to the Emergency Room on June 5, 1998.

o. Failing to promptly evaluate the various tests that were performed on the
“patient” at the time of her initial visit to the Emergency Room on June 5, 1998.

p. Failing to enact or promulgate, or if enacted or proﬁdgated, in failing to
enforce sufficient rules and regulations relating to the treatment and care of patients with the
heart condition of this “patient” as described above; and

q. Failing to provide adequate supervision of its staﬁ to ensure the proper
hospital practice and procedures were followed with regard to a patient having the heart -

condition of the “patient”.




COUNT 1
WRONGFUL DEATH

29. Plaintiff hereby incorpofates be reference the allegations set forth in paragraphs 1
through 28, inclusive, as fully as if the same were set forth at length herein at length.

30. This count is brought pursuant to the Pennsylvania Wrongful Death Act, 42 Pa.
C.S.A. Section 8301 and pursuant to Rule 2201 of the Pennsylvania Rulés of Civil Procedure.

31 Plaintiﬁ’ s decedent did not bring an action for personal injuries during her lifetime
and no other action for the death of the decedent has been commenced against the Defendants
herein.

32. Plaintiff’s decedent, Dorofhy Srock, was sixty-two (62) yeafs of age at the time of
her death and left surviving her the following persons entitled to recover damages for her death

and on whose behalf this action is brought:

NAME ADDRESS RELATIONSHIP
Kimberly M. Miller 511 South Main Street, DuBois, PA 15801 Daughter
Grace Hilliard 1006 West Long Avenue, DuBois, PA 15801 Mother

33. By reason of the death of Plaintiff’s decedent, her survivors have suffered

pecuniary loss, including, but not limited to funeral expenses and medical bills.




34. As a further result of the death of Plaintiff’s decedent, her survivors have suffered
in the past and will, for an indefinite time into the future, suffer a lo.ss of services she would
have continued to provide, but for her freﬁ:ature death.

35. As a further result of the death of Plaintiff’s decedent, her survivors have suffered
the loss of support, guidance, society, comfort, services and/or care which decedent would

have continued to provide to them in the future, but for her premature death.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays this Honorable Court enter judgment in his favor and

against Defendants for a sum in excess of Twenty Thousand Dollars ($20,000.00).

COUNT I
SURVIVAL ACTION

36. Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference the allegations set forth in paragraph 1
through 35, inclusive, as fully as if the same were set forth at length herein at length.

37. This count is brought pursuant to the Pennsylvania Sﬁrvival Act 42 Pa. C.S A
Section 8302 and 20 Pa. C.S.A. Section 3371

38. As a direct and proximate result of tﬁe negligence, carelessness, recklessness and
other liability-producing conduct of the Defendants herein, individually, and/or severally, as set
forth herein, Plaintiff’s decedent suffered conscious pain, mental anguish and suffering and fear

of impending death prior to her death.




39. Plamtiff claims, on behalf of his decedent’s Estate, the pecuniary damages suffered
by reason of the death of the decedent as well as for the physical pain and emotional pain and
suffering suffered by his decedent.

40. Plaintiff also claims on behalf of his decedent’s Estate the loss of earnings and/or
eamning capacity, occasioned by the death of decedent.

41. Plaintiff also claims on behalf of his decedent’s Estate various other expenses,
losses and damages for an indefinite time into the future.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays this Honorable Court enter judgment in his favor for a.

-sum in excess of Twenty Thousand Dollars ($20,000.00).

/XIN & PRIC

L COHEN

Dated: //( /Z/ﬁ Vi




YERIFICATION

I, SAMUEL COHEN, verify that I am the attorney for Plaintiff, Kimberly M.
Miller, Administratrix of the Estate of Dorothy Srock, individually and on Behalf of
the Next of Kin named herein, and that the averments of fact set forth in the foregoing
Amended Civil Action Complaint are true and correct to the best of my knowledge,
information and belief. Tunderstand that this Verification is made subject to the

penalties of 18 Pa. C.S. section 4904, relating to unsworn falsification to authorities.

SMMUEL COHEN

Dated: )[ é éb
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

KIMBERLY M. MILLER,

"Administratrix of the Estate of

DOROTHY M. SROCK, Individually
and on Behalf of the Next of Kin of
DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Plaintiff,
Vs.

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL
CENTER, GEORGE PALMER, JR.,
D.O., REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL
CENTER, P.C., and ALBERT
VARACALLO, M.D.,

Defendants.

FILED

 MAR 1872002
M 104GInocc

William A. Shaw
7 Prothonotary

- CIVIL DIVISION

~ No. 00-623-CD

Code:
Issue No:

NOTICE OF SERVICE OF
ANSWERS TO
INTERROGATORIES AND
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF
DOCUMENTS '

Filed on behalf of Reynoldsville
Medical Center, P.C., and Albert
Varacallo, M.D., Defendants

Counsel of Record for This Party:

Marian Patchen Schleppy, Esquire
PALD. #72880

GACA MATIS BAUM & RIZZA
Firm #983 '

300 Four PPG Place

Pittsburgh, PA 15222-5404

- (412) 338-4750

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED




“

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

KIMBERLY M. MILLER,
Administratrix of the Estate of
DOROTHY M. SROCK, Individually
and on Behalf of the Next of Kin of

) CIVIL DIVISION

)

)

)
DOROTHY M. SROCK, )

)

)

)

)

No. 00-623-CD

Plaintiff,
Vs.

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL
CENTER, GEORGE PALMER, JR.,
D.O., REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL
CENTER, P.C., and ALBERT
VARACALLO, M.D.,

Defendants.

NOTICE OF SERVICE OF INTERROGATORIES

TO: PROTHONOTARY OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY

Please take notice that on the 15th day of March, 2002, we served Reynoldsville Medical
Center's Answers to Interrogatories, Albert L. Varacallo M.D's Answers to Interrogatories
and Response to Request for Production of Documents upon Kimberly Miller's attorney,
Samuel Cohen, Esquire .

GACA MATIS BAUM & RIZZA

Attorneys for Reynoldsville Medical Center,
P.C., and Albert Varacallo, M.D.,
Defendants



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| I, the undersigned, hereby certify that I served a true and correct copy of the foregoing

Notice of Service of Answers to Interrogatories and Request for Production of Documents upon

all counsel of record by United States, First-class mail, postage prepaid, this 15 day of March,

2002.

Samuel Cohen, Esquire
117 South 17" Street
Suite 2010
Philadelphia, PA 19103

John L. McIntyre, Esquire

Pfaff, McIntyre, Dugas Hartye & Schmitt
P.O. Box 533

Hollidaysburg, PA 16648
814-696-3581/FAX 696-9399

ACA MATIS BAUM & RIZZA

Mayian Patchen Schieppy




IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD, PENNSYLVANIA

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administrix of
the ESTATE OF DOROTHY SROCK INDIVIDUALLY

and on behalf of the next of kin of ¥

DOROTHY SROCK *
PLAINTIFF *  NO. 00-623-CD

VS *

DEFENDENT *

*
DRMC GEORGE PALMER, JR. and REYNOLDS
VILLE MEDICAL CENTER P.C. AND ALBERY

L. VARACCALLO, MD AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA:

SS:
COUNTY OF CLEARFIELD
I, R. sTUART AUBER , BEING FIRST DULY SWORN AND ACCORDING TO
LAW, DEPOSES AND SAYS:

1. THAT HE IS A CONSTABLE FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARFIELD

AND THE STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, AND NOT A PARTY TO THE
WITHIN ACTION. '

2. THATONTHE 16 DAY OF guLy ,2002 ,HE SERVED A
TRUE AND CORRECT COPY OF A SUBPOENA UPON
DR. JAY ASEELAN AMBROSE AT HOSPITAL AVE. SUITE 113 R
IN THE CITY, BORO, VILLAGE OF DUBOIS -, TOWNSHIP OF
,COUNTY OF __ CLEARFIELD - PENNSYLVANIA,
BY THEN AND THERE AT THE PLACE AND TIME NOTED ABOVE,
DELIVERED TQ ROSE ANN SCHOEDEL RN A TRUE AND CORRECT

COPY OF THE ABOVE STATED DOCUMENTS. TIME OF THIS SERVICE
WAS AT 1320 HOURS.

R D

R. STUART AUBER, CONSTABLE F F I
215 1/2 STATE STREET Eime b, lod
CURWENSVILLE, PA 16833
(814) 236-1407

JUL 18 2002

William A. Shaw
Prothonotary
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William A. Shaw
Prothonotary



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix

of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Individually and on Behalf of the Next of

Kin of DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Plaintiff

VS.

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER,

- GEORGE PALMER, JR.,D.O,,

REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER,
PC, and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD,

Defendants

| HEREBY CERTIFY THAT A TRUE AND
CORRECT COPY OF THE WITHIN WAS
MAILED TO ALL COUNSEL OF BECORD
THJ] 20".DAY OF NOVE , 2002.

Aft"‘r’ﬁ%«/(o( Named Defendants

No. 00 - 623 CD

ISSUE:
PROPOSED ORDER OF COURT

Filed on Behalf of Defendants,
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL
CENTER and

GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.

Attorney of Record tor These Parties:

JOHN L. McINTYRE, ESQUIRE
PA L.D. #28015

McINTYRE, DUGAS, HARTYE
& SCHMITT

P.0. Box 533

rHollidaysburg, PA 16648

(814) 696-3581

et

FILED

NOV 2 & 2007

Willlam A. Shaw
Prothenetary



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix : No.00-623CD
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY M. SROCK, :

Individually and on Behalf of the Next of

Kin of DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Plaintiff
vs.
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER,
GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.,
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER,
PC, and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD,

Defendants JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

PROPOSED ORDER OF COURT
AND NOW, this day of , 2002, pursuant to the

Stipulation executed by all counsel, it is hereby ORDERED, JUDGED and DECREED
that George Palmer, Jr., D.O. is hereby dismissed from the within litigation, with
prejudice. The Prothonotary is directed to remove the name of George Palmer, Jr., D.O.

from the caption of the within litigation.
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix : No.00-623CD
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY M. SROCK, :

individuaiiy and or: Behaif of the Nexi of

Kin of DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Plaintiff
VS.
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER,
GEORGE PALMER, JR.. D.O.,
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER,
PC, and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD,
Defendants - JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

STIPULATION TO DISMISS GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.

AND NOW, this day of July 2002, it is hereby agreed amongst all
counsel and their clients, that George Palmer, D.O. is hereby dismissed from the within

litigation, with prejudice.

Samuel Cohen, Esquire

UYL

/A FILED

NOV 2 2 2002

William A. Shaw
Prothenotary



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL DIVISION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix : No.00-823CD
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Individually and on Behalf of the Next of

Kin of DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Plaintiff
Vs,
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER,
GEORGE PALMER, JR,, D.O,,
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER,
PC, and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD,
Defendants JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

 STIPULATION TO DISMISS GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.

AND NOW, this day of July 2002, it is hereby agreed amongst all
counsel and their clients, that George Palmer, D.O. is hereby dismissed from the within

litigation/with prejudice.

Samuel Cohen, Esquire Marian Patchen Schieppy, Esquire

John L. Mcintyre, Esquire
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL ACTION

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix
he ESTATE OF DOROTHY M. SROCK,
ndividually and on behalf of the Next of
Kin of DOROTHY M. SROCK
-vs- : No. 00-623 -CD
DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER
GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O.,
REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER,
P.C., and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, M. D
ORDER
NOW, this 22" day of November, 2002, pursuant to the Stipulation executed by
all counsel, it is hereby ORDERED that George Palmer, Jr., D.O. is hereby dismissed from the

within litigation, with prejudice. The Prothonotary is directed to remove the name of George

Palmer, Jr., D.O. from the caption of the within litigation.

, Z yay
dtard

By the

FILED

NOV 2 2 2002

William A. Shaw
Prothonotary




J
FILEDace p ciun

353 CQ. Ay Sche
z%\mﬁ% 2 (C. My Sehiegpy
& CC g%m{ﬂd@

William A. Shaw
Prothenetary 7



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

KIMBERLY M. MILLER,
Administratrix of the Estate of
DOROTHY M. SROCK, Individually
and on Behalf of the Next of Kin of
DOROTHY M. SROCK,

Plaintiff,
Vs.
DuBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL
CENTER, REYNOLDSVILLE
MEDICAL CENTER, P.C., and
ALBERT VARACALLO,M.D.,

Defendants.

FILED

MAY D 6 2003

William A, sh
Pre‘thenotar?,w

CIVIL DIVISION
No. 00-623-CD
Code:

Issue No.:
STIPULATION TO DISMISS

Filed on behalf of Reynoldsville Medical
Center, P.C., and Albert Varacallo,
M.D., Detendants

Counsel of Record for This Party:

Marian Patchen Schleppy, Esquire
PA I.D. #72880

"GACA MATIS BAUM & RIZZA

Firm #983

300 Four PPG Place
Pittsburgh, PA 15222-5404
(412) 338-4750

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

KIMBERLY M. MILLER,
Administratrix of the Estate of
DOROTHY M. SROCK, Individually
and on Behalf of the Next of Kin of
DOROTHY M. SROCK,

CIVIL DIVISION

No. 00-623-CD

Plaintiff,

DuBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL
CENTER, REYNOLDSVILLE
MEDICAL CENTER, P.C., and
ALBERT VARACALLO,M.D.,

Defendants.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
VS. : )
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

STIPULATION TO DISMISS

WE, the attorneys for the respective parties, do hereby stipulate that Albert L. Varacallo,
M.D., be dismissed from this action with prejudice, without the payment of any money, and that

the Prothonotary is directed to indicate the dismissal on the docket.

KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C.

AT

§’amuel Cohen, Esquire

Attorneys for Kimberly M. Miller,
Administratrix of the Estate of Dorothy
M. Srock, Individually and on Behalf
of the Next of Kin of Dorothy M. Srock,
Plaintift




MCcINTYRE, DUGAS, HARTYE & SGAMITT

A4
ntyre,“Esqu‘ ire

s for DuBois Regional Medical,
Defendant

GACA MATIS BAUM

Defendants
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

KIMBERLY M. MILLER,
Administratrix of the Estate of
DOROTHY M. SROCK, Individually
and on Behalf of the Next of Kin of
DOROTHY M. SROCK,

CIVIL DIVISION

No. 00-623-CD

Plaintiff,

)

)

)

)

)

)

) .

) FILED
Vs. ) <
. ) '
DuBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL )
CENTER, REYNOLDSVILLE )
MEDICAL CENTER, P.C., and )
)
)
)

ALBERT VARACALLO, M.D.,

MAY 132003
Williarn A. Shaw
Prathonotary

Defendants.

ORDER OF COURT

AND NOW, to wit, this ‘D@'day of (“av\ , 2003, Albert L.
Varacallo, M.D., is hereby dismissed from this case with prejudice. The caption shall be
amended to the following:

Kimberly M. Miller, Administratrix of the Estate of Dorothy M. Srock,
Individually and on Behalf of the Next of Kin of Dorothy M. Srock,

Plaintiff,
Vs.
DuBois Regional Medical Center and Reynoldsville Medical Center, P.C.,
Defendants.
IT IS SO ORDERED.
BY THE[CGURT
)

U VAN J







KATZ, COHEN & PRICE, P.C.

By: SAMUEL COHEN, ESQUIRE

Attorney LD. #27544
117 S. 17th Street

Suite 2010

Philadelphia, Pa. 19103

(215) 636-

0400

KIMBERLY M. MILLER, Administratrix
of the ESTATE OF DOROTHY SROCK
Individually and on Behalf of the Next

of Kin of DOROTHY SROCK

VS.

Attorney for Plaintiff

CLEARFIELD COUNTY

CIVIL DIVISION

DUBOIS REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER:

GEORGE PALMER, JR., D.O. and

NO.: 00-623-CD

REYNOLDSVILLE MEDICAL CENTER :
P.C. and ALBERT L. VARACALLO, MD

ORDER TO SETTLE, DISCONTINUE and END

TO THE PROTHONOTARY:

Kindly mark the captioned matter settled, discontinued and ended upon

payment of your costs only.

POEETREN

<,

JuL 30 2003

William A, Shaw
Proihonotary

e

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

~~SAMUEL COHEN, ESQUIRE

Attorney for Plaintiff







IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF
CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

CIVIL DIVISION C
- N
N
Kimberly M. Miller Tl
Dorothy M. Srock e
Vs. No. 2000-00623-CD

DuBois Regional Medical Center
Reynoldsville Medical Center, PC

CERTIFICATE OF DISCONTINUATION

Commonwealth of PA
County of Clearfield

I, William A. Shaw, Prothonotary of the Court of Common Pleas in and for the County
and Commonwealth aforesaid do hereby certify that the above case was on July 30, 2003,
marked:

Settled, Discontinued and Ended.

Record costs in the sum of $83.00 have been paid in full by Attorney.

[N WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto affixed my hand and seal of this Court at
Clearfield, Clearfield County, Pennsylvania this 30th day of July A.D. 2003.

William A. Shaw, Prothonotary



CIVIL ACTION

DOCKET 282

179

SEPTEMEER 2000

Willism R.

IN RE: CONDEMNATION OF REAL

Strong, Esq.

{ESTATE OF GREENDOT, INC.

SEPTEMBER 1, 2000, DECLARATION OF TAKING BY THE DUBOIS AREA SCHOOL
DISTRICT, filed by William R. Strong, Esq. : i
Three Certified Copies to Attorney

SEPTEMBER 1, 2000, MEMORANDUM, filed. /s/Will 'iam//stroug, Esq.

0CT. 05, 2000, CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE, N

DECLARATTON of TAKLNG, UPON JOHN B.

PTCE_OF CONDEMNATION and the l>/
CHOCK, s/WJILLIAM R. STRONG, ESQ.

OCTOBER 6, 2000, CONDEMNEE'S PBZﬁMINARY OBJECTIONS TO DECLARATION

00-1081-CD

OE _TAKTNG,filed—by Atty. Ope”Cert.to-Atty.-Steven

L

OCTOBER 16, 2000, PRABEIPE T0 ENTER APPEARANCE, filed by Atty.
Stevenson e

="

rinted Ry: IMA | Limitod|- Form H-611

Kathryn J.
Stevenson

OCT. 30, 2000, GONDEMNOR'S ANSWER TO PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS, filed
by s/WILLTAM BR< STRONG, ESQ.

Atty. fo
Congzmnee‘s

(Green—DPot—FNG)

VERTFJCATTO

[Pro BY ATTY 80.00

0OCT. 30/2000, CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE, ANSWER UPON KATHRYN J.
STEVENEON, ESQ.: s/WILLTAM R. STRONG, ESQ.

/




