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LUJAN AGUIGUI & WOLFF LLP
300 DNA Building
238 Archbishop Flores Street
Hagatna, Guam 96910
Phone (671) 477-8064
Fax (671) 477-5297

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF GUAM

KRYSTAL Q. PANGELINAN and
MARK A.W. PANGELINAN, husband and
wife,

Plaintiffs,

Civil Action CV :. CV

COMPLAINT

vs .

GOVERNMENT OF GUAM, DEPARTMENT
OF PUBLIC WORKS, HAWAIIAN ROCK
PRODUCTS CORP., PARSONS
BRINCKERHOFF INTERNATIONAL, INC.,
GUAM MEMORIAL HOSPITAL
AUTHORITY, JOHN DOES 1-10; JOHN DOE
PARTNERSHIPS 1-10; JOHN DOE
CORPORATIONS 1-10 AND JOHN DOE
GOVERNMENT ENTITIES 1-10,

n9

4.19-14

DEMAND FOR TRIAL BY JURY OF SIX

Defendants.

JURISDICTION AND IDENTITY OF THE PARTIES

Plaintiffs Krystal Q. Pangelinan and Mark A.W. Pangelinan allege:

1. This Court has jurisdiction pursuant to 7 G.C.A. §§ 3105 and 4101.

2. Krystal Q. Pangelinan ("Krystal") at the time of the incident described herein was an adult

resident of Guam and was on duty as an enlisted member of the Guam Army National Guard.

3. Mark A.W. Pangelinan ("Mark") at the time of the incident described herein was an adult

resident of Guam.

4. Krystal and Mark are husband and wife and maybe referred to herein as "Plaintiffs."

5. Guam is an unincorporated territory of the United States.
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6. The Government of Guam ("GovGuam") is established by Congress and, with the consent

of the Legislature as evidenced by enacted law, maybe sued in tort for incidents committed in the

exercise of its lawful powers.

7. The Government Claims Act, 5 G.C.A ., Chapter 6, is a law enacted by the Legislature that

permits tort claimants to sue the government for damages arising from tort claims.

8. The Department of Public Works ("DPW") is and at all times relevant herein a department

and/or agency of the Government of Guam.

9. Guam Memorial Hospital Authority ("GMHA") is a public corporation and autonomous

instrumentality existing within the Government of Guam and that operates a hospital in Guam.

10. DPW and GMHA, as entities within the Government of Guam, are subject to suit in

accordance with the Government Claims Act.

11. Hawaiian Rock Products Corp. ("Hawaiian Rock") is a duly organized company doing

business in Guam.

12. Parsons Brinckerhoff International, Inc., also known as PB Americas, Inc., and licensed

by the Guam Contractors License Board as Parsons Commercial Technology Group, Inc., Parsons

Government Services, Inc., and Parsons Infrastructure & Technology Group, Inc. (all of which

are referred to collectively as "Parsons"), is a global consulting firm assisting public and private

clients to plan, develop, design, construct, operate and maintain critical infrastructure projects.

13. Upon information and belief, at the time of the incident herein complained of, GovGuam,

through DPW, had contracted with Parsons and Hawaiian Rock to design, manage and

reconstruct Route 4, a public highway in Guam.

14. Defendants John Does 1-10, John Doe Corporations 1-10, John Doe Partnerships 1-10 and

John Doe Government Entities 1-10, are sued herein under fictitious names for the reason that

their true names and identities are not now known to Plaintiffs. Plaintiffs believe that they were

PANGELINANS v. GOVERNMENT OF GUAM et al.
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connected in some manner with GovGuam, DPW, Hawaiian Rock and Parsons and/or were

persons, corporations, entities, agents, representatives, business entities, associations, employers,

employees, or governmental entities or agencies responsible for and/or engaged in the activities

alleged herein, and/or were in some manner responsible for the injuries and damages that the

Plaintiffs suffered. The Plaintiffs have made diligent and good-faith efforts to ascertain the

identities of those responsible, including a review of the materials generated in the investigation

of the incident which forms the basis of the action. Upon determining the true identifies of the

Doe Defendants, the Plaintiffs will seek leave of the Court to amend their Complaint in order that

the names may be added to the Complaint.

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS

15. The circumstances that gave rise to this action involve a motor vehicle accident that

occurred on July 24, 2012, on Route 4 within the jurisdiction of this Court.

16. On or about July 24, 2012, Krystal was a passenger in a 1991 Toyota Hilux pickup truck,

Guam license plate TM 1186, traveling north on the outer northbound land of Route 4 in Hagatna.

17. At approximately 6:20 a.m., the pickup in which Krystal was riding struck a manhole

protruding several inches or more above the Route 4 grade level.

18. DPW and/or Hawaiian Rock, in accordance with Parson's design and management, had

placed the protruding manhole in the lane in which the pickup was traveling.

19. The impact of the pickup against the protruding manhole was such that the pickup veered

off of the road, onto the unimproved shoulder of the northbound lanes of travel until the pickup

collided with a concrete utility pole. The severe impact of the collision with the pole near the

track's driver-side door crushed the interior and nearly split the truck in two.

PANGELINANS v. GOVERNMENT OF GUAM et al.
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20. In a traffic accident report, the Guam Police Department identified the road conditions as

circumstances that contributed to the accident and noted witness accounts which reported that the

protruding manhole in the pickup's lane caused the caused the vehicle to veer off the roadway.

21. DPW, Hawaiian Rock and Parsons had failed to place a visible warning to drivers of the

danger posed by the protruding manhole.

22. In a letter dated January 28, 2014, the Attorney General of Guam denied the claims the

Plaintiffs asserted against DPW. A copy of the letter is attached as Exhibit A.

23. In a letter dated August 1, 2013, GMHA acknowledged it had received the claims that the

Plaintiffs asserted against GMHA. The letter noted that GMHA had six months to respond to

"investigate and either grant, settle, or deny you claim." A copy of the letter is attached as

Exhibit B. More than six months have elapsed since August 1, 2013, and GMHA has not granted,

settled or denied the Plaintiffs' claims.

24. The Plaintiffs have complied with all of the conditions precedent mandated by Guam law

to file and pursue their claims against GOVGUAM, DPW and GMHA.

NEGLIGENCE OF GOVGUAM, DPW, HAWAIIAN ROCK AND PARSONS

25. The failure of DPW, Hawaiian Rock and Parsons to place a visible warning at the

protruding manhole was a violation of the Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices.

26. As the parties responsible for the reconstruction of Route 4 and on the date that the

accident occurred DPW, Hawaiian Rock and Parsons were negligent in allowing a dangerous

hazard to remain in the form of the protruding manholes which littered Route 4 and in their

failure to properly mark the hazards.

27. The hazardous condition of Route 4 was exacerbated by the long-standing failure of

DPW, Hawaiian Rock and Parsons to lay non-skid surfacing along Route 4, including the portion

where the accident occurred.

PANGELINANS v. GOVERNMENT OF GUAM et at
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28. Prior to the accident in which Krystal was injured, other accidents occurred at virtually the

same spot on Route 4

29. DPW, Hawaiian Rock and Parsons had actual notice or should have known of the hazards

that the dangerous condition/defective design of Route 4 presented to the Plaintiffs and the public

in general.

30. In spite of DPW, Hawaiian Rock and Parsons having knowledge and reasonable

opportunity to correct the highway defects, DPW, Hawaiian Rock and Parsons took no action to

remedy the hazardous condition that existed as a result of the protruding manhole.

31. The wanton, careless, reckless and negligent acts of DPW, Hawaiian Rock and Parsons

were a direct and proximate cause of the injuries Krystal suffered in the accident.

32. As a direct and proximate result of their negligence, Krystal 1) suffered serious physical

and psychological injuries; 2)suffered conscious pain and suffering since the accident and will

continue to suffer conscious pain and suffering into the future, 3) incurred past and future lost

wages, 4) suffered loss of earning capacity in the past and into the future,5) suffered loss of

household services in the past and into the future, 6) incurred medical expenses in the past and

will incur future medical expenses, 7) suffered mental anguish, 8) suffered permanent physical

injuries and disfigurement, and 9) was required to undergo extensive medical procedures and has

sustained other damages.

33. The Plaintiffs did not individually or jointly assume the risk of the damages and injuries

inflicted upon them by DPW, Hawaiian Rock and Parsons.

NEGLIGENCE  OF GMIIA

34. On July 24, 2012, GMHA provided medical services to Krystal in the form of an

examination and x-rays of her hands.

PANGELINANS v. GOVERNMENT OF GUAM et al.
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35. On July 24, 2012, GMHA medical personnel released Krystal into Mark's care after

advising the Plaintiffs that the pain that Krystal was experiencing was the result of her having

been in a "serious accident" and with no further prognosis or cautionary advice.

36. After being discharged from GMHA by GMHA medical personnel, Krystal continued to

experience severe back pain and conscious pain and suffering.

37. Because of the severity of Krystal's back pain, the Plaintiffs sought further examination

and treatment from U.S. Naval Hospital Guam on July 25, 2012.

38. A Navy physician determined that Krystal had multiple spinal fractures and referred her to

GMHA for a CAT scan to be performed by a neurologist.

39. When GMHA examined Krystal this second time, GMHA confirmed that Krystal had

multiple spinal fractures, which GMHA had failed to diagnosis and treat the day before.

40. Krystal was then returned to U.S. Naval Hospital Guam and thereafter air evacuated to

Tripler Army Medical Center in Honolulu, Hawaii.

41. Krystal underwent extensive treatment at Tripler and at the Rehabilitation Hospital of the

Pacific, located in Kalihi, Hawaii.

42. Krystal and Mark, who had accompanied her to Hawaii, returned to Guam three months

later on or about October 25, 2012.

43. Navy and Rehabilitation physicians have advised the Plaintiffs that Krystal will not

recover from her injuries for at least several years.

44. During the time Krystal was in GMHA'S care on July 24, 2012, GMHA owed a duty to

examine and treat Krystal within an acceptable standard of medical care within the medical

community.

45. GMHA negligently breached the standard of care it should have afforded Krystal by

failing to appropriately examine and treat Krystal's spinal fractures causing Krystal severe

PANGELINANS v. GOVERNMENT OF GUAM et al.
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continuing physical injury and compounding the extent of the injuries that she had suffered in the

accident.

46. As a direct and proximate result of the negligent breach of the applicable standard of

medical care by GMHA, which resulted in further injury to Krystal's spine, Krystal I) suffered

conscious pain and suffering in the past and will suffer conscious pain and suffering into the

future, 2) incurred past and future lost wages, 3) suffered loss of earning capacity in the past and

into the future, 4) suffered loss of household services in the past and into the future, 5) incurred

medical expenses in the past and will incur future medical expenses, 6) suffered mental anguish,

7) suffered permanent physical injuries and disfigurement, and 8) was required to undergo

additional medical procedures and has sustained other damages.

47. As a direct and proximate result of the negligent breach of the applicable standard of

medical care by GMHA in their treatment of Krystal, Mark suffered and continues to suffer a loss

of consortium.

48. As a direct and proximate result of the negligent breach of the applicable standard of

medical care by GMHA in their treatment of Krystal, Mark will be required to be a care giver to

Krystal throughout their lives together.

49. GMHA's negligent treatment of Krystal was a direct and proximate cause of the injuries

and damages sustained by the Plaintiffs from the treatment provided by GMHA.

50. Krystal and Mark did not individually or collectively assume the risk of the damages and

injuries inflicted upon them by GMHA's negligent treatment of Krystal.

COUNT I
Negligence and Failure to Properly Maintain Roadway
Against GovGuam DPW, Hawaiian Rock and Parsons

51. The Plaintiffs re-allege and incorporate by reference ¶¶ 1-33.

PANGELINANS v. GOVERNMENT OF GUAM et al.
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52. Upon information and belief, DPW and/or Hawaiian Rock and/or Parsons and the Doe

Defendants, by and through their supervisors, employees, agents and/or representatives, approved

the design, development, maintenance and/or construction of Route 4.

53. DPW and/or Hawaiian Rock and/or Parsons and the Doe Defendants knew, or should

have known, of the unreasonable risk of harm presented to motorists attempting to drive over the

uneven roadway caused by the unmarked protruding manholes.

54. DPW and/or Hawaiian Rock and/or Parsons and the Doe Defendants had a duty to

Plaintiffs to take reasonable steps to eliminate the hazardous conditions and/or unreasonable risks

of harm by providing a level roadway, proper lane markings and properly marking hazards where

they existed.

55. DPW and/or Hawaiian Rock and/or Parsons and the Doe Defendants had a duty to

adequately warn the Plaintiffs and the public in general of the hazardous conditions and/or

unreasonable risks of harm that existed along Route 4.

56. DPW and/or Hawaiian Rock and/or Parsons had a duty to the Plaintiffs to exercise

reasonable care for her safety while Krystal was traveling on Route 4 where it was under

construction.

57. DPW and/or Hawaiian Rock and/or Parsons and the Doe Defendants wantonly and

negligently breached their duty to the Plaintiffs and the damages that the Plaintiffs suffered were

directly and proximately caused by the negligence of DPW and/or Hawaiian Rock and/or Parsons

and the Doe Defendants.

58. The wanton and negligent acts and/or omissions of DPW and/or Hawaiian Rock and/or

Parsons and the Doe Defendants, include, but are not limited to, the following:

a) Failure to design and/or re-construct Route 4 without providing and/or maintaining a

safe roadway and/or sufficient warning;

PANGELINANS v. GO VERNMENT OF GUAM et al.
Complaint Page 8
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b) Failure to provide sufficient warning to the Plaintiffs of the hazardous conditions and

defects permitted to remain on Route 4;

c) Failure to take necessary and reasonable precautions to prevent or minimize the

unreasonable risk of harm to Plaintiffs by adequately marking protruding obstacles

that existed within the lanes of Route 4;

d) Failure to take necessary and reasonable precautions to prevent or minimize the

unreasonable risk of harm to Plaintiffs while Krystal was traveling in a vehicle on

Route 4 and/or unfinished roadways that lacked asphalt covering;

e) Failure to take necessary and reasonable precautions to prevent or minimize the

unreasonable risk of harm to Plaintiffs by not properly markings lanes in which it

would be safe for motorists to drive;

f) DPW and/or Hawaiian Rock and/or Parsons and the Doe Defendants permitted

unmarked defects and/or obstructions to exist on Route 4 thus causing an unreasonable

risk of harm to the Plaintiffs and motorists in general who drove on Route 4;

g) DPW and/or Hawaiian Rock and/or Parsons and the Doe Defendants failed to

adequately warn Plaintiffs of, or eliminate the Route 4 defects, thereby creating an

unreasonable risk of harm that they knew, or should have known about;

h) DPW and/or Hawaiian Rock and/or Parsons and the Doe Defendants failed to prevent

the hazardous conditions and/or the unreasonable risk of harm from existing and that

led to the accident that resulted in damages to the Plaintiffs;

i) DPW and/or Hawaiian Rock and/or Parsons and the Doe Defendants failed to warn or

otherwise provide notice to Plaintiffs regarding the hazardous conditions and/or

unreasonable risk of harm;

PANGELINANS v. GOVERNMENT OF GUAM et al.
Complaint Page 9
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j) DPW and/or Hawaiian Rock and/or Parsons and the Doe Defendants failed to exercise

reasonable care for the safety of the Plaintiffs on Route 4.

59. The wanton and negligent acts and/or omissions of DPW and/or Hawaiian Rock and/or

Parsons and the Doe Defendants were the direct and proximate causes of the injuries and damages

the Plaintiffs suffered as a result of the accident in which Krystal was involved.

60. As a direct and proximate result of the above-described acts and/or omissions of DPW

and/or Hawaiian Rock and/or Parsons and the Doe Defendants, Plaintiffs sustained injuries and

damages as alleged herein.

61. DPW, Hawaiian Rock, Parsons and the Doe Defendants are liable to the Plaintiffs for the

injuries and damages alleged in an amount to be determined at trial.

COUNT II

Against All Defendants

62. The Plaintiffs re-allege and incorporate by reference ¶¶ 1 through 61.

63. As a further direct and proximate result of the above-described acts and/or omissions of

the Defendants, Krystal has suffered and will continue to suffer severe physical, mental and

emotional injury and/or trauma.

64. GMHA, DPW, Hawaiian Rock, Parsons and the Doe Defendants are liable to the

Plaintiffs for the injuries and damages alleged in an amount to be determined at trial.

COUNT III

Against All Defendants

65. Plaintiffs re-allege and incorporate by reference ¶¶ 1-64.

66. As a further direct and proximate result of the above-described acts and/or omissions of

the Defendants, Krystal has sustained, and will continue to sustain in the future, general damages,

including severe emotional trauma, pain and suffering, and mental distress.

PANGELINANS v. GO VERNMENT OF GUAM et al.
Complaint Page 10
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67. GMHA, DPW, Hawaiian Rock, Parsons and the Doe Defendants are liable to the

Plaintiffs for the injuries and damages alleged in an amount to be determined at trial.

COUNT IV

Against All Defendants

68. Plaintiffs re-allege and incorporate by reference 111-67.

69. As a direct and proximate result of the Defendants negligent acts and/or omissions, the

Plaintiffs have incurred thousands of dollars in medical expenses and will continue to incur

medical expenses in the future.

70. GMHA, DPW, Hawaiian Rock, Parsons and the Doe Defendants are liable to the

Plaintiffs for the injuries and damages alleged in an amount to be determined at trial.

COUNT V

Against All Defendants

71. The Plaintiffs re-allege and incorporate by reference ¶¶ 1-70.

72. As a direct and proximate result of the Defendants negligent acts and/or omissions, the

Plaintiffs have incurred and will continue to incur a loss of earnings and an impairment of their

earning capacity.

73. GMHA, DPW, Hawaiian Rock, Parsons and the Doe Defendants are liable to the

Plaintiffs for the injuries and damages alleged in an amount to be determined at trial.

COUNT VI

Against All Defendants

74. The Plaintiffs re-allege and incorporate by reference ¶¶ 1-73.

75. As a direct and proximate cause of the above incorporated matters, Krystal is prevented

from taking part in and enjoying the physical fitness and recreational activities in which she

PANGELINANS v. GOVERNMENT OF GUAM et at.
Complaint Page 11
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engaged prior to the physical injuries she suffered as a result of the vehicle accident and the

mistreatment of her condition at GMHA.

76. Krystal's inability to engage in the physical fitness and recreational activities that were a

regular and continuing part of her pre-accident life style has not only affected her emotional and

mental outlook, but impairs her long-term physical condition.

77. Krystal's inability to engage in the physical fitness and recreational activities that were a

regular and continuing part of her pre-accident life style has also impaired her ability to interact

with and attend to the needs of her minor children.

78. GMHA, DPW, Hawaiian Rock, Parsons and the Doe Defendants are liable to Krystal for

the injuries and damages alleged in an amount to be determined at trial.

COUNT VII

Against All Defendants

79. The Plaintiffs re-allege and incorporate by reference ¶¶ 1-78.

80. Mark's loss of consortium, the society and relationship normally experienced by a married

couple, has damaged him and will continue to damage him in an amount to be proved at trial.

81. GMHA, DPW, Hawaiian Rock, Parsons and the Doe Defendants are liable to Mark for the

injuries and damages alleged in an amount to be determined at trial.

COUNT VIII

Against All  Defendants

82. The Plaintiffs re-allege and incorporate by reference ¶¶ 1-81.

83. Because of the care taker responsibilities imposed upon Mark as a result of the injuries

inflicted upon Krystal, Mark's quality of life has been impaired, his earning capacity has been and

will continue to be diminished, and his general health and physical well-being will be negatively

affected.

PANGELINANS v. GOVERNMENT OF GUAM et al.
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84. GMHA, DPW, Hawaiian Rock, Parsons and the Doe Defendants are liable to Mark for the

injuries and damages alleged in an amount to be determined at trial.

COUNT IX

Negligence - Medical Malpractice Against GMHA

85. The Plaintiffs re-allege and incorporate by reference ¶¶ 1-24 and 34-50.

86. GMHA deviated from the acceptable standard of medical care during the examination and

treatment of Krystal when she was admitted to the hospital as a patient on July 24, 2012.

87. GMHA compounded its rendering of services in a manner that was below the acceptable

standard of medical care when its personnel discharged Krystal from the hospital without their

having diagnosed and treated the multiple spinal fractures that she had suffered in the accident.

88. GMHA's deviation from the required acceptable standard of medical care was the direct

and proximate cause of the damages that the Plaintiffs suffered that are attributable to the medical

service that was rendered.

89. GMHA is liable to the Plaintiffs for the injuries and damages alleged in an amount to be

determined at trial.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

Plaintiffs pray for judgment against Defendants for such general, special, punitive and

exemplary damages to which the Plaintiffs shall be entitled pursuant to proof adduced at trial,

together with cost of suit, pre-judgment and post-judgment interest, and such other further relief,

both legal and equitable, as this Court deems appropriate.

PANGELINANS v. GOVERNMENT OF GUAM et al.
Complaint Page 13



DEMAND FOR TRIAL BY JURY OF SIX

The Plaintiffs demand that all issues triable by jury be tried by a jury of six.

Respectfully submitted this 2- tay of April, 2014.
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Exhibit A

Attorney General's

Denial of Plaintiffs' Government Claims

January 28, 2014



LEONARDO M. RAPADAS PHILLIP J. TYDINGCO
Attorney General U W U Chief Deputy Attorney General

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

January 28, 2014

David J. Lujan
Lujan Aguigui & Wolf LLP
300 DNA Building
238 Archbishop Flores Street
Hagatna, Guam 96910

Re: Government Claims of 1) Krystal Q. Pangelinan, GC 13.0447; 2) Mark A.W.
Pangelinan, GC 13.0453; 3) Krystal Q. Pangelinan on behalf of K.P, GC
13.0449; and 4) Krystal Q. Pangelinan on behalf of F.Q.P., GC 13.0551

Dear David:

We have investigated the above noted Government Claims against the Guam
Department of Public Works you served upon the Attorney General of Guam. These
claimants seek compensation for injuries arising from a motor vehicle accident occurring
July 24, 2012 on Route 4. They allege the driver of the motor vehicle struck a non-recessed
manhole cover and lost control of the vehicle.

Based upon our review of GPD records and interviews of witnesses regarding this
accident, it does not appear DPW was negligent. Your clients' injuries, if any, appear to
have been caused by the negligence of  the driver and Krystal Q. Pangelinan's own
negligence.

Therefore, based on the foregoing, these government claims against the Guam
Department of Public Works are denied.

Dated this 22 day of January, 2014.

RECEIVED

LUAM L_LA

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
M. Rapadas, Attorney General

590 S. Marine Corps Dr. ITC Bldg. Ste. 706, Tamuning, Guam 96913
Phone: 16711475-3324 • Fax: (6711477-7498 • www miamaa nra



Exhibit B

GMHA' S Acknowledgment of Receipt

of Plaintiffs' Government Claims

August 1, 2013



6400145 GMH ADMINISTRATION 14 .30. 41 08 02 2013

Guam Memorial Hospital Authority
Aturidht Espetat Mimuriat Guhhan

850 GOV. CARLOS CAMACHO ROAD
OKA, TAMUNING, GUAM 96913

TEL: 647-2444 or 847-2330
FAX: (671) 649-0145

August 1, 2013

VIA CERTIFIED MAIL WITH RETURN RECEIPT 7009 1410 0000 0795 3613

David J. Lujan, Esq.
Lujan Aguigui & Perez, LLP
300 DNA Building, 238 Archbishop Flores Street
Hagatna, Guam 96910

RE: Government Claim of Krystal Q. Pangelinan vs. Guam Memorial Hospital
Authority and Government of Guam; AG File No.13.0448; KP. vs. Guam
Memorial Hospital Authority and Government of Guam; AG File
No.13.0450; F.Q.P. vs. Guam Memorial Hospital Authority and Government
of Guam; AG File No.13.0452; and Mark A.W. Pangelinan vs. Guam
Memorial Hospital Authority and Government of Guam; AG File No.
13.0454.

Dear Mr. Lujan:

Guam Memorial Hospital Authority is in receipt of above claims which you filed before
the Office of the Attorney General on July 12, 2013 and received by GMHA on July 31,
2013 from the Office of the Attorney General, on behalf of your clients Krystai Q.
Pangelinan, K.P., F.Q.P. and Mark A.W. Pangelinan. Pursuant to the Government Claims
Act (Public Law 17-29); Guam Memorial Hospital Authority has six months to
investigate and either grant, settle, or deny your claim.

Although most claims require the full six months for review and final decision, smaller
claims usually take less time than larger ones; however they are considered equally. If
after six months your claim has not been settled or you have not been notified by the
Hospital that your claim was denied, you may initiate an action in the Superior Court of
Guam for money damages. Additional questions on the status of this claim should be
directed to the Hospital Risk Management Program Officer at 647-2259/647-2449.

We appreciate your cooperation.

2 /2

Cc: Fisher & Associates, Attorneys At Law, GMHA Legal Counsel


