
IN THE I'NITED STATES DTSTRICT COT'RT FOR
TIIE SOIIIHERN DISTRICT OF CEORGIA

SAVAIiINAH DIVISION

ErFT  T \ l na  I  t r t r  MAT  Fv  i  n  r ' l  i  r r i  d r ra  I  I  r r

and  on  beha l f  o f  t he  Es ta te  o f
MaLLhew C l i n ton  Lo  f l i n ,
deceased ;  and  GENE LOE L IN ,
ind i v idua l  Ly ;

D l : i r f i f f c

C O R I Z O N  H E A L T H ,  ] N C .  ,  A
D e l a w a r e  C o r p o r a t i o n t  C O R I Z O N ,
L L C ,  a  M i s s o u r i  L i m i t e d

.  - . '  .  ' -HATHAM
! , r o r J ! t !  L y  \ - w l t P a r r y .  v

C O U N T Y ,  a  G e o r g i a  C o u n t y ;  R O Y
H A R R I S ;  E S T A T E  O E  A L  S T .
LAWRENCE; JOHN WILCHER,
i - r l  i v i d r r a -  r r r  a n r j  ' n  h i S
o F r i r - i a l  r - : n : r i  - r z  a s  J a i f
A d m i n i s t r a t o '  S C O T T  K E N N E  D Y ,
M .  D .  r  A D A M A R  G O N Z A L E Z ,  M .  D . ;
A N d  V J R G  I N I A  O ' N E ] ] , L ;

CASE NO.  CV416 -O6O

#;,h3lil$51-'??iEI.
Fllod tn Otllce

ORDER

Befo re  the  Cour t  i s  De fendan ts  Cor i zon  Hea . I t h ,  I nc .  '

V i rg in ia  O 'Ne i l -1 ,  and  Sco t t  Kennedy '  s  Mo t ion  to  L im i t  Exper t

Tes t imony ,  (Doc .  69 . )  I n  t he i r  mo t i on ,  De fendan ts  seek  l o  l im i t

t he  tes t imony  o f  P la in t i f f s '  r ned ica .L  expe r t ,  D r .  Char fes

Wick l i f f e .  Eo r  Lhe  f o l l ow ing  reasons ,  De fendan ts '  moL ion  i s

DENIED.

In  201A,  Ma t thew Lo f f i n  d ied  f rom med ica l  comp l i ca t i ons

wh i t e  i nca rce ra ted  a t  Cha tham Coun ty  De ten t i on  Cen te r  ( *CCDC" ) '

M a l e y  v .  C o r i z o n  H e a l t h ,  I n c .  e t  a l D o c .  1 0 0

D o c k e t s . J u s t i a . c o m
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I
(Doc .  92  aL  1 - -2 . \  A t  t he  t ime  o f  Lo f f i n ' s  de ten t i on .  De fendan t

Co r i zon  Hea f t h  I nc ,  ( "Co r i zon " )  p rov ided  med i ca l  se r v i ces  t o

de ta  j nees  a t  t he  CCDC pu rsuan t  t o  a  con t . r acL  w i t h  Cha rham

a . \ r r r j -  \ /  f T " l  : r  6  \  D e f e n d a n t .  D r .  S C O t t  K a n n a d r r  \ . r a q  a r i n  r - , r r c r t  h . , ;

DefendanL  Co r i zon  as  t he  Reg iona l  M€d i ca l  D i r ec to r .  ( I d .  a t  7 . )

D e f o n r l a n j -  \ / i r n i r i e  O ' l \ I a i  l l  r ^ r : c  a m n l n r r a r l  h r r  n a f a n r l r n  |  . ^ r : 1 ,w q D  s r ' r p f , v y E i \ , r  - r  - - - - . - -  .  ,  - C n  a S

t he  Hea l t h  Se rv i ces  Admin i s t r a to r .  ( I d .  a t  7 . )

A f t e r  h i s  dea th ,  l o l l . i n ' s  mo the r /  P Ia i nL i f f  B renda  Ma l -ey .

b rough t  su i t  j nd i v i dua l l y  and  on  beha l f  o f  t he  Es ta re  o f  MaL rhew

Lo f l i n .  {Doc .  1 .  )  f n  an  amended  comp fa in r ,  Lo f -L i n ,  s  f a the r ,

P la j  n t i f f  Cene  Lo f I i n ,  subsequenc l y  j o i ned  su i t  i n  h i s

'  I  D o c  q )  \  T n  l - h a  a m a n . l a . ]  n n m n  l  r  r  n r -L d P d \ - t  L y  J a .  t  L \ _ [ . L P r * - . _ _ ,

P la in t i f f s  a l l - ege  t ha t  De fendan ts  Co r i zon  Hea f t h ,  I nc . ,  Sco t t

O '  Ne i I I , de fendan ts  were

de l i be ra te l y  i nd i f f e ren t  t o  Lo f l j - n ,  s  c r i t i ca l  ned ica f  needs

wh i l e  Lo f l i n  was  de ta i ned  a t  t he  CCDC.  ( I d . )

I n  suppor t  o f  t he i r  c . l - a im ,  P fa in t i f f s  have  consu l ted  w i th

Dr .  Cha r fes  W ick f i f f e .  (Doc .  69 -2 ,  Ex .  1 .  )  D r .  W ick f i f f e  i s  a

ca rd io l og j sc  who  has  been  boa rd  ce r t i f i ed  i n  t he  f i e l d  s i nce

I91  6 .  (Doc  69 -2 ,  Ex .  3 . )  A f re r  r ev i ew ing  rhe  f ac t s  o f  t h i s  case l

n r  l i r l  i  r k l  i  f  f a  n n i  n a d  t h a l

l i l f  i e  m r r  n n i r i a n

r - a r t . e  i  n i \ '  ] -  h : ] -  M r

h i <  ^ ^ - ^ a e t i v a

^ ^ - l l ^ * . , ^ * ^ + L . ,\ - o r ! r r \ , i ' L y u P d L l r y .  r t , L 5

r i a l : r r  i n  i h i f  i : t - i ^ h

t o  a  reasonab l -e  deg ree  o f  med ica f
Lo f - l i n  d ied  o f  t he  comp l i ca t i on  o f
hea r t  f a i l u re  and  under l y ing

dea th  was  re la ted  to  the  marked
o f  app rop r i a te  r r ea tmen t  f o r  h i s



- ^ n d o q r i v a  h a : r i  f . r i  l r r r o  A l f h n r r a h  h i  c  n r n n n n c i c  : F

any  sLage  o f  managemen t  o f  h i s  unde r l y i ng
^ : r r l  i n m r r n n : f  h \ /  r ^ ' ^ r r  l d  h : r r o  h a c n  n r ' a r  o : r l i a r  f  r a a l f f a n f

improves  che  chances  o f  su  r v  i  va  l '  I t  i s  my
. n  i n  i . i n  l -  h a l -  i  f  n r ^ n a r  d i ; a n n e i  c  r n . ' l  r n ^ n ^ f l a r n o n l  h : r ]

been  in i t i a ted  a t  any  po in t  du r ing  the  cou . r se  o f  h i s
c l - o : r l i  l r r  d a t  a r i . \ r a l -  i n n  n n n d i  t  i n n  n r i ^ r  r  ^  M : r r h  ? 6 r - h

h is  chances  o f  su rv i va l  and  l ong  te rm and  sho r t  t e rm
ou t  comes  wou ld  have  been  imp roved .  [A1so , ]  i t
i s  my  add i t i ona l  op in ion  tha t  Ma t thew Lo f I i n  rece i ved
inadequa te  med ica f  ca re  wh i l e  i nca rce ra ted  a t  t he
Cha tham Coun ty  Deren r ion  Cenre r ,  I / i  i  t . h  adequa te
t rea tmen t  Ma thew Lo f f i n  cou l ,d  have  had  a  s ign i f i can t
r a m : i n i a a  1 i  f a  c_ r - _  J X p e c r a n c y

(Doc .  69 -2 ,  Ex .  1 .  )

\ , . - \ \ . ?  D e f e - d : n  q  c a e k  t O l im i t  t he  use  o f  P la i n t i f f s '

expe rL .  (Doc .  69 . )  D r .  W ick l i f f e  adm i  t . Led l y  has  no  expe r  i ence

u , n r l u  i n a  i n  r - h A  n n r r a n l -  i n n : l  c a r r  i n n  n -  ' . ^ - 1 , : n ^f  J c u L | r 9  w l | '  6 r " 9

hea l - th  d i rec to r . (Doc .  69 *2 ,  Ex . 6,  l s . )  As

Defendan ts  con tend  tha t  D r .  W ick l l f f e  f acks  the  qua l i f i ca t i ons

I  6  r ' ' f  f  < ' r  r c c r  i  m n n r r

r a r r  i  nn r  l

s n c r i f  i r - a - - . r  : n n - , r - a b f e  t O

- e o :  r d  i  n / r  *  h a  c -  a n d a  r d

D e f  e n . l a n t  K F ^ n F . l v  a S  a

o f  ca re

d i rec to r  o r  qenera - I . Ly  app f  i cab f  e  Lo  any  o the r  hea_L th  p rov j  de r  a t .

t he  CCDC, -  A f te r  ca re fu .L  rev iew ,  t he  Cour t

In  de te rm in ing  whecher  to  f im i t  D r

d i sag rees .

W ick l i f f e ' s  t es t imony ,

th i s  Cour t  mus t  cons ide r  t he  admiss ib i f i t y  o f  h i s  t es t imony  i n

'  I n  t he i r  r no t i on ,  De fendanLs  a f so  cha l l enge  t ha t  D r .  W ick l i f f e
has  no  expe r i ence  as  a  hea f rh  adm in i s t r a ro r  and  can ,  t he re fo re ,
noL  o f f e r  an  expe r t  op in i on  as  Lo  t he  scanda rd  o f  ca . re
app l  i cab le  Lo  De fendan r  O 'Ne i l l .  r l oweve r ,  De fendan t  O ,Ne i l . I  was
p rev jous l y  d j smrssed  f r om Lh j s  ac I  i on  Dy  t h i s  Cou r r ' s  p r i o r
o rde r .  (Doc .  91  , \  Acco rd ing l y ,  t he  Cou r t  w i I I  no t  add ress
whe the r  D r .  W ic r l i f f e  Ls  qua l - i I i ed  Lo  o f f e r  an  expe r t  op . i n i on
w i t h  r espec t  t o  De fendan t  O 'Ne l l l ,



o f  Ev idence  702 Dauber t  v .  Mer re - l f  Dow

579 ,  589  (1993 ) Ru le  702  o f  t he  Fede ra l

ca rd io l ogy .  (Doc .  59 -2 ,  Ex .

a v n e r i a n ^ a  r . r - - r - k r  r r . r  i n  t h e3  .  )  Wh i l e  D r .  W ick l i f f e  has  no

co r rec t i ona l  f i e l d ,  t h i s  f ac t  . i s  immate r ia l

o f fe red  no  au tho r i tV  tha t  t he  s tandard  o f  ca re

Federa f  Ru le

Inc .  ,  509  U .S .Pha rm .

Ru .Les  o f  Ev idence  n rov ides :

A  w i rness  who  i s  qua l i f i ed  as  an  expe ru  by  know ledge ,
c k i  I I  a v n c r i  o n c a  f  r , e i n i n . r  n r  a r l l n : r i  r a c t i f r r

i n  t he  f o rm  o f  an  op in i on  o r  o the rw i se  i f :  ( a )  t he
expe r r  ' s  sc i en t j  f  i c ,  t echn j  ca I ,  o r  oLhe r  spec ia l  i  zed
k n o w  i e r i r r a  w i  I  I  h e l n  i - n p  I  r i F r  . \ f  f a c c  c o  u n d e r s L a n d
t he  ev i -dence  o r  t o  de te rm ine  a  fac t  i n  i ssue ;  (b )  t he
res t imony  i s  based  on  su f t Lc i en t  f ac t s  o r  da ta ;  ( c )
r h a  r a c f  i m . \ n v  i c  r h a  n r ^ / l i r - i  t - \ f  r a l  i r h l o  n r i n n i n l a c

a n d  m e t h o d s ;  a n d  ( d )  L h e  e x p e r L  h a s  r e l i a b l y  a p p l i e d
t h e  p r i n c i p . l e s  a n d  m e t h o d s  t o  t h e  f a c t s  o f  t h e  c a s e ,

a  r . ^ . , ^ h  r h 6  a ^ , , . r -  r . . q -  r r s e  r h e  o . r , d o l  r r c q  n r n ' r i d a r J  i n  R r r 1 9  7 Q l

t o  de te rm ine  whe the r  D r .  W ick l i f f e  can  o f fe r  an  op in ion  tha t  i s

bo th  re f i ab le  and  re l evanL ,  " I r ] he  i nqu i r y  env i s i oned  by  Ru Ie

7A2  t s  [ ]  a  f t ex i b l e  one . "  Da r :be r t ,  509  U .S .  a t  594

In  t he  Cou r t ' s  v i ew ,  D r .  W ick l i f f e  i s  qua l i f i ed  unde r  Ru le

742  Lo  t es t i f y  noL  on l y  as  Lo  Lo f - i n ' s  med i ca l  cond i t i on ,  bu t

a l so  to  the  s tandard  o f  ca re  tha t  he  shou ld  have  been  Drov ided

wh i l e  a t t h e  C C D C . > L a !  L , L I V  P ! r r r r L / Dr .  W lck l i f f e  has

a v - a n q '  o n r a  I n  t h e  f i e L d  o f

As

n ^ r ^ ^ , . ^ - +

i s  d i f f e ren t  1n

the  co r rec t i ona l  se t t i nq ,  Wh i l e  De fendan ts  a re  co r rec t  t ha t  D r .

W ick l i f f e  has  no  expe r ience  as  a  reg iona l -  heaL th  d i rec to r  o r  as

a  p rov ide r  t ha t  has  co  wo rk  w i t h i n  ce r t a i n  f im i t ac i ons  c reaLed



h r ;  l - h c  - n r r p . r i n n : l  c a r r ; n / r  n a f a n / j . n i < t  , ^ h . l l 6 h ^ a c  t - ^
!  v v e e j , , Y ,

b l r ck l .  j  f  f e ' s  Lesc imony  a re  more  app - rop r i a te .Ly  d i r ec ted  aL

we ighL  LhaL  shou fd  be  g i ven  ro  h i s  r es t imony ,  r a the r  Lhan

admiss ib i f i t y .  Because  the  Cour t  f i nds  no  reason  to  I i n i t

W ick l - i f  f e ' s  t es t lmony ,  De fendan ts '  mo t i on  (Doc .  69 )  i s  DENIED.

Dr .

the

i t s

DI .

r r r e ' s  t es t tmony ,  l j e l endan ts '  mo t ron  (Doc .  69

^4
SO ORDERED th i s  E t  auy  o f  Feb rua rv  2018 .

W I L L I A M  T .  M O O R E ,
U N I T E D  S T A T E S  D ]  S T
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF

CT COURT
GEORGIA


