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Introduction

Medical malpractice claims require precision, exhaustive analysis, and robust evidence to meet legal
standards. DecoverAl’'s Al-powered legal intelligence platform revolutionizes case preparation for attorneys
handling such cases. This white paper explores DecoverAl's transformative role in medical malpractice
litigation, using the case of Ruffino v. Archer to illustrate its capabilities in delivering efficiency, detailed
evidence analysis, and strategic insights.

Note: This case study is for illustrative purposes only, and DecoverAl was not used in the case.

Streamlining Case Preparation

Preparation is everything in the complex landscape of medical malpractice. DecoverAl empowers attorneys
with advanced search capabilities to extract critical insights from voluminous medical records, expert
testimonies, and procedural timelines, enabling them to build a compelling case.

Background of the Case

John Ruffino, a 56-year-old male, suffered an acute ischemic stroke on February 17, 2016, shortly after
arriving at the StoneCrest Emergency Department. Despite presenting classic stroke symptoms, Dr. Clark
Archer, the attending physician, failed to administer IV rtPA (Intravenous Recombinant Tissue Plasminogen
Activator) within the critical 4.5-hour window as per the American College of Emergency Physicians (ACEP)
guidelines. Further complicating matters, Mr. Ruffino was not transferred to a comprehensive stroke
center, and significant communication breakdowns between medical staff exacerbated delays.

Legal Challenges and Defense Strategy

Critical legal issues include:

Communication Failures: A timeline revealed key delays in
communication between Mr. Ruffino, Dr. Chitturi, and Nurse
Bromley. Specifically, communication with the neurologist occurred
three hours after the stroke onset, violating critical treatment
protocols.

Failure to Administer IV rtPA: Dr. Archer failed to administer the
clot-dissolving medication within the 4.5-hour window, a decision
criticized by expert witnesses for falling below acceptable medical
standards.

Lack of Transfer: Mr. Ruffino was not sent to a comprehensive
stroke center, further worsening his condition.
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Scenario 1: Drawing Timelines of Key Events

Objective
Demonstrate how DecoverAl reconstructs and visualizes key timelines in medical malpractice cases to

uncover procedural lapses, communication breakdowns, and critical delays that strengthen the plaintiff's
argument.

Example Query

Purpose

To reconstruct the sequence of events
surrounding Mr. Ruffino’s treatment and
highlight critical delays.

“Draw a communication

timeline between Mr. Outcome
Ruffino, Dr. Chitturi, and DecoverAl provides a visualized timeline that
Nurse Bromley. Also, when strengthens the plaintiff's argument,

: : emphasizing procedural lapses and avoidable
was Ruffino admitted to g = P el

StoneCrest Emergency?”

@ Draw a timeline of the communication between Mr. Ruffino, Dr. Chitturi, and Nurse Bromley. Also, when was Ruffino admitted to
StoneCrest Emergency?

0 Insights from 24 files Answers )

« Communication Timeline Involving Mr. Ruffino, Dr. Chitturi, and Nurse Bromley
Date and Time Event

February 17, 2016, $:48S
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Scenario 2: Extracting Expert Withess Insights

Objective

Showcase how DecoverAl extracts and contextualizes expert witness insights to support attorneys in building
compelling arguments, emphasizing treatment delays, protocol failures, and expert criticisms in medical malpractice
litigation.

Purpose

‘ ‘ To extract and contextualize Dr. Pope’s criticism of the
treatment delays and his reliance on guidelines from the
American Heart Association (AHA) and American Stroke
Association (ASA) supporting IV rtPA administration
within 4.5 hours of symptom onset.

Outcome

Example Query

"Explain details of Dr. Troy

Pope’s expert report on IV
rtPA administration timelines
from StoneCrest.”

DecoverAl enables attorneys to integrate
expert findings into rebuttals, cross-
examinations, and trial strategies.

Explain details of Dr. Troy Pope's expert report on IV rtPA administration timelines from StoneCrest.

Insights from 24 files Answers )
Expert Report Details on |V rtPA Administration Timelines

Paragraph Overview

IV rtPA Administration Timelines Dr. Troy Pope's expert report outlines critical considerations for the administration of |V rtPA for is-
chemic stroke. By 2015, the American College of Emergency Physicians had established a clinical policy supporting the administration
of IV rtPA within 4.5 hours of symptom onset. This was further reinforced by guidelines from the AHA and ASA in 2013, which estab-
lished using IV rtPA within the 4.5-hour window as the standard of care for patients meeting specific inclusion and exclusion criteria.

Dr. Pope emphasized that these timelines are crucial to maximizing the treatment's effectiveness. 1
Bullet Points on Inclusion and Exclusion Criteria

« Inclusion Criteria:

« Diagnosis of ischemic stroke causing measurable neurological deficit. 3

« Onset of symptoms less than 3 to 4.5 hours before beginning treatment. 3
* Age 18 years or older. 4

« Exclusion Criteria:

« Significant head trauma or prior stroke in the previous 3 months. 4

« Symptoms suggestive of subarachnoid hemorrhage. a

« Arterial puncture at a non-compressible site within the previous 7 days. 4
« History of previous intracranial hemorrhage. 4

« Intracranial neoplasm, arteriovenous malformation, or aneurysm. 4
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Scenario 3: Challenging Opposing Experts

Objective

lllustrate how DecoverAl identifies contradictions in opposing expert testimonies against established medical
standards, empowering attorneys to effectively challenge credibility and strengthen their case strategy in
medical malpractice litigation.

‘ ‘ Purpose

To undermine the defense’s case by highlighting

deviations from established medical standards in Dr.
Example Query Archer’s testimony.

"Extract all instances where
Dr. Archer’s testimony Outcome

contradicts accepted stroke DecoverAl equips attorneys with a strategic

- advantage to discredit opposing witnesses
treatment standards outlined effectively by pinpointing inconsistencies in expert

in ACEP guidelines.” testimonies.

@ Extract all instances where Dr. Archer's testimony contradicts accepted stroke treatment standards outlined in ACEP guidelines

Insights from 24 files Answers )

o 9

Paragraph: Overview of Testimonial Contradictions

Dr. Clark Archer's testimony demonstrates several contradictions with accepted stroke treatment standards as outlined in ACEP guide-
lines. Firstly, Dr. Archer testified that he did not provide care or arrange for the necessary care, as he claimed it was too late to improve
the patient's outcome when he saw the patient, which does not align with the ACEP standard for timely intervention, specifically the
administration of |V rtPA and transfer to a comprehensive stroke center. Dr. Archer's failure to administer IV rtPA and arrange for a
transfer after recognizing the patient had neurological deficits at around 1220 contradicts the recommended strocke management pro-

tocol that emphasizes early intervention to enhance recovery chances. 1 2 3 4

Bullet Points: Key Contradicting Testimonies
« Dr. Archer testified that when he first saw the patient—approximately at 1220—the administration of tPA and transfer to a stroke center
was not arranged, which contradicts the guidelines requiring initiation of these actions premptly after recognizing stroke symptoms.

5|(6||7

« Despite identifying neurological deficits at or soon after 1220, Dr. Archer did not initiate treatment, and instead suggested it was too
late to affect the patient's outcome, which deces not conform with ACEP guidelines that advocate for actions within a therapeutic win-
dow. & 9 10

« Dr. Archer failed to acknowledge the necessity for immediate stroke care despite the patient's condition being consistent with the cri-
teria for tPA administration, as per testimony stating the patient had deficits by 1220 and was last seen normal at 1200. This highlights
a delay and lack of action that contrasts with professional standards. 7 @ n 12
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Transformative Impact on the Defense

DecoverAl streamlines discovery processes, enhances case preparation, and provides actionable insights to
bolster litigation strategies. With its ability to analyze vast amounts of data, extract critical details, and build
comprehensive timelines, DecoverAl enables attorneys to focus on delivering results for their clients.

Conclusion
In the case of Ruffino v. Archer, DecoverAl demonstrated its value by:

* l|dentifying procedural failures through detailed timelines.
* Extracting expert witness insights to support rebuttals.
* Undermining the defense by exposing contradictions and inconsistencies.

DecoverAl is transforming medical malpractice litigation. It offers attorneys an unparalleled edge in navigating
complex cases and delivering justice for their clients.
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