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SETH I. ROSENBERG, ESQ. [SBN 215135]
MINAMI TAMAKI LLP

360 Post Street, 8" Floor
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BINDESRI PRASAD casEN1 14 €V 261411
Plaintiff, COMPLAINTFOR DAMAGES
Vs. Causet-of Action:
KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH ;: Ig]{z%ilf;;nﬁalpractice

PLLAN, INC., KAISER FOUNDATION
HOSPITALS, THE PERMANENTE
MEDICAL GROUP, INC., THE
PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP
KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS,
KAISER PERMANENTE SAN JOSE
MEDICAL CENTER, SUSAN KLUTNER,
M.D., SARALA RAJA, M.D., JULIE
HAGGERTY, P.T., and DOES-70

Defendants,

Plaintiff BINDESRI PRASAD alleges as follows:
GENERAL ALLEGATIONS

1. At all relevant times alleged herein, Plaintiff was a Canadian citizen visiting family

members who reside in Santa Clara County, California.

2. Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC,, KAISER
FOUNDATION HOSPITALS, THE PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP, THE
PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS, KAISER

PERMANENTE SAN JOSE MEDICAL CENTER, and DOES 1-10 (“KAISER”) are now,
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and at all times mentioned in this Complaint, were business of unknown form organized and
existing under the laws of the State of California, situated in Santa Clara County, California
and/or entities in Santa Clara County located at 250 Hospital Parkway, San Jose, Califoria
95119-1103, that provided medical care and treatment to Plaintiff at issue in this Complaint.

3. Defendants SUSAN KUTNER, M.D., SARALA RAJA, M.D., and DOES 11-40 are
medical doctors licensed in the State of California and provided medical care and treatment to
Plaintiff,

4. Defendants JULIE BAGGARTY, P.T. and DOES 41-70 aremoW, and at all times
mentioned in this Complaint, employees of KAISER, acting in the-cqurse and scope of their
employment, and responsible for providing medical care andfreatment to Plaintiff.

5. The true names of defendants sued as DOES are unknown to Plaintiff, who therefore
sues them by such fictitious names. Each of the deféadants, including DOES 1-70, were the
agents, employees, supervisors, employers and joint venturers of the other defendants, and
were acting in the course and scope of suchurefationship at the time of the acts and omissions
herein alleged.

6. This court is the propgr{court because at least one defendant now resides in its
jurisdictional area, becayse.rijdry to persons occurred in its jurisdictional area, and
compensation sought(for,Plaintiff’s injuries is within the jurisdiction of this court. The amount
in controversy.exceeds $25,000.

7. Orrer around June 15, 2013, Plaintiff BINDESRI PRASAD, was admitted to KAISER
to receive treatment and surgery for a hernia. Defendants KAISER, SUSAN KUTNER, M.D.,
SARALA RAJA, M.D., JULIE HAGGERTY, P.T., and DOES 1-70, and each of them,

provided medical care and treatment to Plaintiff at that time and all other times relevant to this
complaint. Following Plaintiffs June 16, 2013 surgery for his hernia, Plaintiff was at-risk for
falling and such risk was known by all Defendants. The Defendants knowing of the Plaintiff’s

condition, failed to use reasonable care, in part, by letting Plaintiff ambulate without

appropriate supervision or assistance and while using a rolling bedside table for support. On

or around June 21, 2013, while under the care of Defendants, Plaintiff was ambulating
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unsupervised, lost his balance when the bedside table rolled away from him, and Plaintiff fell
to the floor, injuring and damaging himself.

8. Defendants and each of them did negligently and carelessly diagnose, test, treat, advise,
administer to, and care for Plaintiff so as to cause him to suffer severe personal injuries,
including, but not limited to an internal brain bleed, causing permanent brain damage.

9. In addition, Defendants negligently and carelessly hired, promoted, trained, instructed,
failed to train and failed to instruct the KAISER staff, including, but not limited©0,the

physicians named as defendants, and others, which was a substantial contributing factor in

causing Plaintiff’s injuries, damages and permanent disability.

10. As a further and legal result of the negligence and careiessness of the defendants, and
each of them, Plaintiff suffered economic damage, including, bdt not limited to, past and
future medical expenses, hospital, rehabilitation and.therapy expenses, convalescent, increased

cost of travel health insurance, attendant and skilled nursing services.

FIRST CAUSEOF ACTION
(WEGLIGENCE)

11. Plaintiff incorporates by referefice each and every preceding allegation as though fully

set forth herein.
12. At all times meniioned herein, the Defendants failed to use reasonable care with respect

to Plaintiff.
13. Due t@ these unreasonable acts and omissions, Plaintiff was injured and damaged as

described hergin.
SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION

(MEDICAL MALPRACTICE)

14. Plaintiff incorporates by reference each and every preceding allegation as though fully

set forth herein.
15. At all times mentioned herein, the Defendants’ acts and omissions with respect to the

medical care and treatment of Plaintiff was unreasonable and below the applicable standard of

care.
.
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16. Due to these acts and omissions, Plaintiff was injured and damaged as described
herein.

WEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for judgment against Defendant as follows:

1. For non-economic damages according to proof;

2. For economic damages according to proof;

3. For attorneys’ fees;

4. For costs of suit; and

5. For such other and further relief as the Court may deeprjtist and proper.

Dated: February 27, 2014 MIINAMI TAMAKI LLP

By: %

Seth L. Ro¢nberg, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff, Bindesri Prasad



