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OR learn how to avoid

Proressional Negligence

Legal malpractice: Update on cases and coverage -~

Professional liability from on above:
Avoiding appellate malpractice

Prodessional liability in the wake of
ATET Mobsllity LLC v, Conceprion

Professional pitfalls posed by liens

L]

Don't fail to prepare your client
for e-discovery - today!

“Equity suffers not a right to be without a remedy*
CIG%A v Amara and the expansion
of ERISA's cquitable remyedies

A mopion i limine o exclude evidence
of payment macle by these programs
should be granted by the wial courr.
Plainaff should recover these econamic
darmnages,

Allwugh seomon 23331 refers to
benefits paid under the Social Securiy
Acn, Federal law requires Siates fo assert
amel eodlect Medicare and Medicaid (in
Califormia, Medi-Cal) Lens, as a conedi-
tion of future receipt of funds, (42 USC
§1306a: 4F CFR § 453 15605 195000
The Medicare Sccondary Faver provision
anthoriees remmbursement of benefirs
when a Medicare benefician: suffers an
ajury eovered by a wonfeasor’s liahality
insurance., (42 US.C §1305(h) 2 Biiik
wer Finman r Shalaly (9th Cin 1995) 67
F.3< %41, 843, Medicare is enfuiled 1o
recover benelis paid, less its propertion-
ate share of |.'-n:-|.1.|n.'||1:||l cosns, from any
serrlemsent amount, jury verdict or arbi-
tration award. [n seme sinaations, gener-
ally where the Medicare lien is large and
the walise of the case limrted, the bernefit
of recovening these payments will acorue
to the Lwyer and not 1o the client,

Medi-Cal benefis are partially Fund:
cd by the federal government pursuant
to the Socal Securiny Act, California
couris have held that secrion 5535,
wirald ke unenforceable if interpreted e
mchude pavments by Medi-Cal. (Lima v
Fowris (2009) 174 Cal AppAth 242, 253
254} Therefore, Meds-Cal alio lhas a lien
af & medical mlpmrll:z VIO & PEO0Y -

Cther public beneflis, such as
Califormia Children’s Services [CCS] and
the Kegiomal Center, which previcusly
provided benefis regardless of income,
have lien rights which legally exemp
them as collaceral sounces, 1 the ame
way that Medi-Cal is exempted from
Civil Cocle section 33351, (Health &
Saf Code, §1234952; see alsas, dirfun
Folifaaia (15998) 68 Cal.App.dth 1186,
11%2.113%) Therefore, defendants
should no! be permitted 1o inmoduce
evidence of pavment by OC5 or the
Regional Center,

Large companses that have self-fund-
ed healih plans are exempred (rom gane
Laws b the Emplevee Retirement Income
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Medical Negligence

Lrarning to live with MICRA - A different perspectise

WITHERM CALIFORMNIA

Alake dispuded Incts, Dot yvidar expert.
Bhar conber of your cade

The strength of dissent
The constitutionaliny of madcal-negligence damage lim#ation

Security Act [ERISAL A self-funded plan
under ERISA 13 noa shject ro Civil Code
section 33335.1 and 15 entitled 1o enforce
irs len.

Code of Civil Procedure section
67T

Uinder Cade of Civil Procedune sec
tion #67.7, medical-malpracoe defen-
dans can recueest thas the court onder
any jury award be convensd mto a pens
odic payment judgmem. under which the
obligatien te make payments ends with
the death of the plaintiff. Under this pro-
vispon, the defendant would then go o
the annuity insurance market and pur-
chase am annuiry 1o make these pavments
at a cost that is subaangially less than the
jury's award bor future damages,

Howeser, it should be noted thas, i
iy EXpETIER0E, SOMe insmurance compa:
nies are becoming increasingly rehsctan
i take substantial dsk on the Life
capeotandy of a disabled p]li.rl.1|H.T|.'|u
has resulted in a significant increase in
the cost of these anmities, [0 many cases
the cost 1o ohtain an annuity 15 more
than the present cash value of the ury
award For funire cane costs, making pen-
adizatson less attractve 1o e defense.

Invoking the right o periodicee
also subpects the defendant 1o 2 pucdgment
that canmot be satsfied unril all payments
are made. A doctor defendant 13 unlikely
fo wanl & judgmeent i remain open bor
decudes becauie of the impact it will have
omn his or her credit rating.

The Kaiser connection

.Ulhwgh mt Lawvers may mod
think af it as such, ancther advantage 1o
liagating nedical-malpractice cases in
Califernia s Baiser, wlhich 15 the sane's
Ir-f:g:-'.r health-rare system. The Kaser
syatemm exemplifles the concept of “enter-
prise Hability,” 1n which liabikicy rests with
the entisy rather than a specific hospital
or dogter. Most docrors have liahility
insurance limits of 51 mallion, which is
imadequate 1o satisfy a catastrophie injury
claim., In opder 1o "nprn up” the policy
in a medical malpraoice case, a policy
limmits ddemanad must be made. 17 Labalic
i AT and -u‘hm:l.ges exceed the §1

million, (e insurance carmier may be
willing 1o pay the palicy, thus liminng
plaintiff s damages to 3 s subscantially
kess thian the vabwe of the case.

I the defendant physician is a
Batser doctor, heavever, even if the tozal
liahility rests wath an mdividual phsi-
cian, umnder eTETprsE lzakalaiy, ihe
responstbality for pavment of the entire
claim rests with kaner

The higgrsl: drawhack 1o Balser cases
s Ins linding arbiration agreement.
There 15 anecdoral evidence 1o suggest
that plainiiffs may be more likely 1o win
at arbitration than ina jury trial, but tsa
tlee ar |_|i|r..|.|i|_||| F .1l:|. is likely 1o be less
tham a jury would award, The arbitmnor
wha wams eo do “right™ by way of the
plainifl, bur who also wanes o continuwe
the lecrative work Baiser arhitrarions
represent, may be inclined w compro-
mise in the amownt of the avand.

The ability of Kaiser vo enforce is
arhitration agresment 15 Bel inviclate,
particularly where the patient 15 a long-
time Bakser member. Old enrollment
forms are :uL*:rn.I tix AREACk A3 Tt in com-
pliance with Health and Safety Codde sec-
o | 3631, and like any large organiza-
boat, Kalser canmon always prodice the
documentation te prove Ut the plainciff
;lg:m,—n:l 1o arbliration

Medical malpractice in California

In my view, although the number of
medical malpracice cases being Fled 15
dropping bedaise al MICRA, the mumbe
and severiny of inpuries cuased by pre-
ventable medical mascakss will confimue
b incrEase over Hme, A recent smudy FILIh"
lishesdl in the jowrnal "Health Affairs.”
Foaind thar adverse events ooourred in
b percen il hmplul afdmussions ancl
that current methods v dever adverse
evenis missed 90 percent of sich events
(Chassen, et al,, ‘Global Trigper Tool® Shouws
that Adverse Evends in Hogpitals May Fe Tim
Thmes Greader Thawn Previomly Meassred
mpril ] 1y 30 Health Affzirs 381-3380,)

The pealiny is thar medical neghgence
ocours every day im all 5,500 hospitals and
in many more thousands of doctors
offices throughour the United Saates.

See Learming, Prgpe 34

Bruca G. Fagel

Learning to live with MICRA

Despite MICRA, California plaintiffs are in a better position than those in several other slales

In the 36 vears since MICHA wan
enated in California, 1ens of thousands
of patkents injured by prevenable med-
scal ervors, have been dended just com-
pendation for therr injures. The value of
the 2500000 cap in 1975 dodlars has
steatily decreased] e less than SF0.00H)
today. For the child who suffers severs
brain damage berause a murse doesn't
mgni;{ fetal disaress during lahar or
for the Gamily of & patienn whi dies
unneceisirily because of medical negleo,
the cap severely limits the value of the
case,

In catasrophic-mnqury ciies, the
walue of the non-economic damages 15
often imsufficient 10 cover atlomeys’ fees
andl cosis, This means that the lawver, the
RS and the coam TEfHATTETS Mkl he
pald our of economic damages which
have been dotermined to be neceisary for
the patient's futsme cane,

T compound the problem, both for
potential clients locking for legal repre.
sentaion and for the attornevs who
would like 10 help, anorneys’ fees are
bt capped and calowlaved only on dee
niel recowery 0o the cient, These factors
muake it exremely difficull for the lawyer
o puatily e o and risk of handling
mecdical malpractice cases generally, For
|:u.1irr.||: with srmaller clavms, there 13
effectively mo sccess 1o justice in
California,

Unfsrninace by, MICREAs “siccess” in
indTeasing insurance company profies and
ol ing dociors whe feel under siege
by Lnsvers has resulted in many more
stifes enacting b po curtail the rghs
of patients. In comparson W other juns.
elscrbons which have enaced limics on
meedical m:.lp-mrl:'u:e 'Iiligal:i-:m, Caldornia
patients and their atcornevs stll enjoy
certmn advaniages

Medical-malpractice tort reform in
other jurisdictions

A number of staves have capped all
damages. In Vieginia, the wocal amousnt a
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'Dr:rpibl: all of the stwdies on ihe n.l.l:_jecl:.
thepe is no eviience that there has been,
of will be, anv significam redumion i tee
mcilenee of enther adverse events ar poaOr
outcomes due 1o medicil neghgence.
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medical-malpractice plaintiff can recover
for ecomemic, naon-eoonomic arsd puni-
tive damages is ourrencly $2 million, (Va,
Code Ann, § 8.01-5381.15.) The Virginia
Supreme Court has nwice held that thess
caps o mod violate the LU or Vinginia
consstutions, Virginia does not cap
atbormeeys’ fees,

Indiana’s original ap limited labilis
v againg any single qualified health-care
pravides ag § 100,000, with & maximam
pecevery o the patient of $300,000, {Ind
Code Ann. § 34-18-14-3.) For clalms
arisang since 1996, the imit for each
provider increased 1o 5250,000 with the
todad cap for economic and non-economic
damages increased o 5125 million. In a
hinh-inj'nw case in which the economic
damages are 37 million, a California
pluincfl would recover & maximam of
£7.25 million; the same plaingifl s dasm-
ages in Indiana would be §1.25 million

Colorado caps total damages at 51
mallicn with no more than S250, 000
arcrsbutable 1o non-economic damages.
ole Rev, Star Anm, § 15-64-302,)
Henwever, il the oowrn fids thar fisnane
cconomic damages exceed this cap, in
may wwand damages in excess of the
lmibt, i oo dio otherwise would be
“umndair™ (i)

(hio caps non-economsc damages at
the ]:rg-rr-r.-f S250,.000 or three fimes
economi damages, subject o A maxi-
enuen of S550,000 per plainfl and a
maximwm of S500.000 per oonerrence,
These maxinnns iscrease v $300, 000
per plaineiff and 51 mallion per ooour-
rence 1f the plammts sutbered “permanent
and substantial physscal defarmirn, loss of
wie of @ Bmb, loss of a bodily CIFM: 33
LEm or manent injury that prevents
self-care,” (Ohio Rev, Code Ann §
2323.4%,) The caps do not apply 1o
wionglul-death cases. A probate judge
Euse approve atborneys’ {ees of they
exceed the amount of the cap on pon-
ECOILOME dir.nn.g::. {Ohio Rev. Code
Anm. § 223 A5(F))

West Virginia previously capped dam-
ages in medical-malpractice cases at 51
million, In 2003, che kegislanere reduced
the nog-economic cap vo SE50,000 for
il cakes, regardless of the number of
plainedfs or defendants. (Wa, Code §55-
TB-8.) Tlse Supaeme Cownt of Appeals of
West Virginga upheld the constitutzenakin
of the cap in MarDonald v Caty Mospafal, a
controversial decision handed down in
juun:- of this vear with & h'lig-,-t'ing iz
bW ane _im.l:i.::-_— [Ed. moae _|-||.-','|i¢:|_- Wilson's
dlissena is published n full n chis issue, @
page |

The news wntall bleak. Stare
Supremes Courts in Alabama, Flonda,
Gieorgia, llinois, Kansas, Lowisiana and
e H'.amps.hirr harve muled CAps on
damages in medical malpractice cases
uncomsimional,

MICRA

California law has been stable for
more than 35 vears. Although chis has
meant angeing erasion in the valae of
the $E50.000 cap on nom-economic dam-
ages, coonemic damages are nat lieaed
by MICRA. The vahee of thoie damages
has increased significantly since 1975, A
medical-malpracisce case in which eoa-
THMITHIC dnmgc—.!. tedaled 51 malbon m
1975 would have a valse well in eocess of
55 million oday, sven with the limitation
of SE50,0080 10 non-ceonomic damages,

Joint and several liability

l':lqspine the limimiion on nomn-eom
TREHITEIC d:lrrugﬁ, there are cwo aspects of
the Law in California char provide plain.
1uffs with an sdvantage over many other
states, where the Lovs pertaining 1o med-
ical-malpractice lifigation are even mare
restractive. First, although point and sev-
eral liability no longer applies to non-
ecanomic damages, it does apply to oo
TeMmic la , This means thas any
liable defendany, even ifl less than five
percent af fault, may be liable for the
enlire amount of econcmic damages.

The study published in Health
Affzirs estimated the cosn of medical
errors that harm paticncs at $17.1 billion
in 2008, Despite this huge cost 1o society
and patsents’ famalies, the underhing

causes of most catastrophic injury cases
are complex and have become part of the
basic fabric of health care,

Asoa result, there 1 no '.-||u:rl.a|.pr af
medical-malpractice victims i California.
More than 10 perent of the '|1-n|'r|.|'.i|'inr|
in the United S1ates lives in California,
(LIS, Censais Bureau -":||Il|.l'.'."
ik Caot censws. pow gl shates)
0L heml= ), It ssancls oo reason chat ot
alse lwas more incidents of medical megli-
gende than amy eter state, Whale many
inpured patients will go winhow represen-
taison becawse of MICEA, there are mans
pnlic—.r.l-'. with f:.r;u:n_'.phi:: ihjm'ic-g. e
can and sheuld be helped by amameys,

Barth-injury cases are 3 good exam-
F-Ie. Cerehral P.‘I]'.'!.' rates per 1, OO livee
harths ranged bepween 1% and 2.5
berween 1990 and 20040, (Hankins,
et al, “Deffning the Fethogeneis and
Pathoplymology of Neonatal Encephalopathy
i Cerwbral H:n':_:r' (3005} 102 Cibsrer
Gyneco] 628-636.) According to the
Hankins article, only four pereent af
those were likely caused by inrapartum
hypoxia without any antepartum risk Fac-
tows. (Fdl ) Argusbly, thar figure is moch
higher. However, even il it is acourare,
there are more than 500,000 annual
hirths in Calibvnia (wwsdod.ca.gov)
|¢-.r.=m'h-'|:|.-:~narb;g1'.1phir;|'e[m|1:qu'ﬂjﬁli.-:ms.-'
births), That means ar bease 1,000 babées
a year are born with potenbially preventa-
e cerebral palsy. The cost of care for
the most profoundly inpured of thess
children increases an the rare of medical
inflatbon. Thar cost is going wo be paid -
either by the party responiable for caws-
ing the harm or by the taxpayer. The
ﬂ;prriﬂ'l.crd ALLOTTNEY TEpPreseniing the
injured child not only can make 3 pro-
(o cilferemoe n his o her qualany of
life, but can also recover a fee that makes
the risk of handling such complex and
expensive cases worthwhile,

The future of MICEA

The limirsien on non=eoonamic
damages pursiant 1o Civil Code section
43552 1x noa likely 1o change any tme in
the near future, either through legal
challenges within the Conare system o7

Sre Learning, Page 36

Compare this v Colorade’s law m
whicl defendams are not lable for an
amount larger than that percentage of
the judgment equal to the perweniage of
fagle acributable o them. (Cole, Rev
Sran. Ann, § 13-21-111.5.)

Maost phyvsicians in Califernia smain-
tain &1 milleon in liabaliy insurance, the
s anount most doctors carred
IO75. That swm is inndcqun:t in W Chse
where the pl.:.inril'F SHIANARTHS PRETFIGATHERT
imjuries resericting his or her ability o
wark or where a lifetime of medical care
may be necesary. Joant and several habal-
ity for economac damages may enable a
ph.il:n T v recover an amount of dam-
ages that is far closer 1o tseir acnsal dam-
ages, especmlly when a bispieal B also a
deferdant and may end up with expo-
sure in excess of its responsibiliey for
causing the injary.

In other states, which have eliminar-
".'"l.ij'l.lilll. and several |:a|.a-i|ll}' for all dam-
ages, victims of medical negligence are
more likely 1o be forced to 2ccepe the
limited coverage possessed by a physi-
CRAN, EVEn lEml:gh d:nugﬂ. are far in
exness of such insuranoe

Screening cases before filing suit

Unlike somie ather j'ulri-l.i;l.'inims.
California does med require screening
panels or declarations from experts
before the Aling of a complaint in Court.

Mew H.arnp:hl.m TEUITES CASES DO b
sereened by a panel before the complaing
is filed. According 1o the MNew Hampshing
Business Beview, 387 cases of medical
malpraciice were considered between
2007 and 20010, of which 147 resobeed
p:ric\-r I p:nrl review, 87 were dismissed,
84 were heard and 69 were pending,
Craly 18 medscal-malpraciice cases went
to jury tral during theat Bimme, [t was
unclear from the data whether the panels
were having any :pprﬂ_'.ilh'lc irnpm:l on
the cost of professional lability insir-
ange, the osensible reason lor enacting
them. (Kibbe, The Jury is 5l Chit en
Malpractioe Panels, MNew Hampshine
Business jl:-u.'rn:l (Feb. 2011}).)

In -I.':rnrgi:_ the ﬁupn-m‘u_- Caomarn
smuck dowm caps ob damages alier a jury
awarded Betty Mestlehuatt more than

Learnimg = continued Trom Page 34 ——

shrough the Califomman legislanure,
Althisigh successfel challenges hove been
memanied in ocher states, chere currensly
are no cases under consideranion by the
California Supremse Court on this issue
Ahaens 2 decisson to overturn fei o
Ferwaneafy Mediral I".“mup (1985 38

Cal 8 157 which seems unlikely, the
only |1n|tn.|u.l remaining comstiacional
rhalb:*u.];r which has naot been considered
in California is the righe 1o a jury trial an
the isswe of damages.

The mame governor who originally
sigmeedl MICEA imeo bew in 1975 iz
Califpmia’s governor again. His poaiion
o MICEA i thes time 1= unclear.
L'nfprminately, because all aivention in
Sacramenio i forused on the Sate of
Califormia's limances, an indrease m non-
economic damages for the vicams of med-
ical neghgence 15 not bkely 1o get any sene-
s aciention from aiher Governor Baown

$1.26 malbon for permanent defigure
ment she sulffered when a surgeon oot off
ihe blood 5upp|'r' by Fm'l:inm af her face.
[Arbardir ﬁa’un'.-:it-.liu-:.[g .'i:m;gr:}_ o
Nestlehr (Ga. 20000 691 5.E 24 218.)
The Newlehaut cate was also novable
because her case was pre-screened by
numerous dociors, all of whom agreed
that the defenclant did not meet the stan-
dard of care. Despite these medical opin-
ions validating er case, defendant’s
imsurance company refased to resolve her
case.
Indiana requires that all allegations
of neghgende be reviewsd by a paned of
three doctors before a lawsuin can be
filed. The panel reviews infermation sub-
mitted by the partses and conchudes in
writing whether the evidence does or
does mis SUp Pt thie conclusion thar e
medical defendants were negligent:
whetlser there are any material issues af
fact not r:quilinﬁ; an exgeert opmion that
must be considered by a judge or jury;
whether the conduct complained of did
or did not cause the daimed damages;
the extent and disration of any disabalay
and the percenage of impairment. The
panel’s opimion is admissible in evidence
and can be uwed to support the defen-
dant's moiton for Mlmrnan.'judgn:ﬂ:.
(Ind. Ciode Anm, § 34-18-8-4.)

Some states, hke Nevada, TEquare a
plaintfl to fle detaled declarations from
experts as part of the filing of any com-
plaint. (Nev. Rev. Stat. Ann. 414071,
These declarations mean that pl.iimil:T':.
counse] or the client mus petain experts
and provede them with the medscal
recomds a5 the bazis for their opamions.
Ome of the problems with this process is
that the evidence of medical nrgligm:;i:-
is mot abways clear from the medical
records, It may not be possable for the
expert to conclude that the medical treat.
ment was helow the standard of care
aimph’ hased om the written recornds,

A ane ame, California law requared
an anorney declaration that the malprac.
tice case had been revicwed by an expeert
who found it 1o have ment. That b,
hawvever, had a sunset p:m-.'ir:inn e
expired by operation of L on |anuary
1, 1984, |Code Crv. Prox., former §

41 1.3k} Currently, there ame no pres
filing n:qui.mrmrm::. in California, This is
an advaniage because it is not abways
possible po determine ssses of lHabiling
and causation based solely on the med-
ical records. Medical records may be
i.11|:|:-11:||:|lue, mmacturate or even fabhncated
o hide the tme fants. Arormeys in
Califrnia can conducr the necessary dis-
covery Bo unoover all of the Eacts after the
complaimt s filed and before plainaff s
claim may be challenged by a summary
ju-ril;m-:nl: M.

T other paris of MICEA, which
have im the past had a significant rale in
reducing the value of cases with fure
miedical cost damages — especially in
cases invalving hirth injuries or children
— are the abrogatson of the collateral
soaree male (Civ, Code, § 3535.1) and
perisdic paymsents (Code Cre, Proc,,
§BET. T

Civil Code seclion 33331

Linder Civill Coade sectson 33534.1, a
wleferalant can intreduce evidence of ben-
efits paid by both private health insur-
ande and public benefits for a jury 1o
comsider, Defendams consider these as
viable offscts for settlement purpeoscs, bat
Juries are reluciant 1o assume that a
FOung pl:.'inl:il'FwiIi be able o :'I::p-gnrl an
either private health insurance benefi
ar public benefits o contimae. Public
elethn problems, the rising cos of health
isnrande, and 1]-n|':|i.1|.1r.|g bemelit make
the prospect of future coverage spooula-
e,

In cases where plainidl s medical
bills have Lo paid by privace insuramsce
and, thiss, are subject to section 3355.1,
plantdf 18 well-advised o miroduce evi-
dence of ssch payments, as well as the
Cot Do F||.I.iI'|I:iIT of n:mr.ing and maingain
ing the health insurance, Doing so makes
it mare diffioul for the defendant 1o
argue that resmbursement, exther for the
medical balls themsebves ar the cost of
msurance o seoure that COVETARE, ghoousld
not b part of the compeensacion awarded
by the jury.

There are a nussber of federal and
state agendcies that are exempt from the
pn:rl.'i:.inn: af Civil Code section 53535.1.
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or the Califormia legrdmure, Unail the
Slane ETEpECAT 5N -l_'\-l'lmrul:ii_ I-wﬂljl-llb'lﬂ_
which could rake many vears. & sersous dis-
o abgmig MECGEA will pog e a e ir,

The California Medical Associanion
[C3A] s Focused on EANMAREINE the
“I'l'li.l M I|I:|I'|-d_‘1|::||'|-|,n'|!|il_ d.ﬂ:m:g_—:. J||:|
AELOTTHE Erl:\, I'.llhl_-r rheamy |'||:1Lir'|l{ -|:-1|‘||_-l
changes in the law, Therelore, i s
unlikely thiar che CAA will msosam a chal-
lrILj.er 10 dlo away with Jllil"ll and 1.-!_-|.r|.-||
liahilery or v push for limics on economac
damages. Any real discussion alsow fur-
ther limiting patients’ legal righas could
eapase the fact thar n is the insurance
imelusery, amd non the |.'||‘|l.'-.i|:i:-|ll'\, whio
beenefit mowt from oumadling the righs of
victima of meedical negligence,

There is some benefit o the B
thast the law in the field of medical
malpractice remains gable, in comparnison
v otheer wares where meclical associanions

andl insurers are pushing o enact new
myedical-malpracice Liws, This legal sta-
Inhry, iogether with the sheer aumber of
potential cbaims of medical negligence,
mecans that California wall continuee to be
a seate with sigrificant venchers and serile-
meeis of medical-malpraciice cases, in
spite af MICRA

Although fewer atormevs man be fil-
i Tewer medical malpracios lowsuis, a
case can be made that even seith MICRA
Calibornas bevvers are in & bener Posinan
than IIII_?:H.' i |:|h|_'t sralcs

Biwee O F.uHrll ALSE, _Hn.u..rnr.l';..lll_l.rm
ke f anis |!_I' M PRT 20 aud s Meetiiad o
fractine wwediprme; (1, T973: CA 1975, Hy
rriered i _-”J af 18N !'..'.lll'r;.r [
I H'i';.r.ll rerved ad a corialiaed o mednead-
I'l".':l.llf#'r:r'n'll'r.r.ml' fo e Califarmie Judnoal
Coumesl Commitier, wiich svale thé meu
AT MiFY PR Pl i alifarnas ."I_|'.:|'.ll||:r.l.|l
L T TET P RTh SEe



