MARJORIE PARTCH
Extled From
20 Devil’s Garden Road
Norwalk, CT 006854
203.912.3528 / map@marjoriepartch.com
March 28, 2014
State Senator Anthony J. Musto
Member, Judiciary Committee
Chair, Government Administration & Flections Commiitee
Senate Democrats
Legislative Office Building, Room 3900
Hartford, CT 06106

Re: HB #6685; SB #494; HB #5524:
Legal Industry Exploitation of Vulnerable Connecticut Families;
Casc-in-Point: Mrs. Dorothy S. Partch, Retired Public School Teacher
Dear Senator Musto!

Thank you for returning my call so quickly last Tuesday, when I was frantically trying to visit my
nursing-home bound mother —a visit 1 had been attempting to reschedule since the previous
Friday, when [ knew a trip to Hartford (on her behalf) would interfere with my pre-arranged
“supervised visit” on Monday. Dueto the mayhem-inducing communication issues at Aurora
Senior Living in Norwalk, where my mother is currently held, the time was not adjusted with my
mother’s (third) Probate Court-Appointed Conservator, Attorney David Stewart, and capping it all

off, the facility gave me your number to call, given his former position on your staff.

These restricted and supervised visits are a cruel interference in my extremely close relationship
with my mother, who has always been my best friend. In addition to that, I took care of her at
home following a mini-stroke from 2003/4 o 2010, without incident or complaint, before her
Fraudulently Procured Involuntary Conservatorship. Iam only able to see my mother for half-
an-hour at a time during the week now, and not at all over the weekends, so I hate for her to feel
[even more] abandoned when I have to tend to something urgent regarding her liberation and
miss a visit, So I was very upset when I couldn’t even see her on Tuesday, after calling the
facility all day, and asking the Monday night supervisor to pass on the message the night before.

_1 know that the subject of Conflicts of Interest in our State Govermnment comes up frequently in
the course of your work, and that it is one that you prefer to avoid as distasteful and, in your view,
unnecessaty fo investigate. (L am seeing that our Legislature does not have an Ethics Committee.)

However, [ have to say, [ feel there is a very disturbing Conflict in the Probate Court’s appoint-
ment of your (now former) staff member / but current tenant / protégé, the very young Attorney
David Stewart, when it was known that T have already testified concerning the Constitutionality
of Probate procedures before the J udiciary Committee, twice. Our State Senator, Bob Duff, was
also following up from last year, and re-introduced a Bill to strengthen the authority of 2 Durable
Power of Attorney so that it cannot be so casily defrauded without Due Process behind closed
doors, as occutred in our family’s case. The Judiciary Committee has declined to raise that Bill
again during this session. And so far, I don’t see any Constitutionality Review on the horizon,

I also have wondered why SWCAA’s previously green light for my mother to go home is now
turning vellow. I have wondered if there is a Senator on this Committee, say, who might also be
on that Board, say, with “undo” influence. Should citizens have to wonder about that? Do you?




Meanwhile, I am very glad that the Family Court Reform advocates are carrying the Guardian
Ad Litem gauntlet so well, and X do hope the J udiciary Committee will be more diligent this time
around than they were in previous attempts at Probate Reform. 1 am wondering where you stand
on these questions of Conflicts of Interest, and whether you feel that the appointment of the very
inexperienced, 25-year-old Attorney David Stewart was and remains appropriate?

As Yale Law Professor John Langbein recently attested on Forbes.com, updating his 2007 advice
to the Legislature, the recent “Reforms” of Probate practices have NOT cured the historic ills in
{his archaic and “independent” Court one iota. These pre-Constitution demi-“Couris” still seem to
function as a fourth branch of Government, without any checks or balances from the “other three.”
Professor Langbein correctly states that, if anything, the concerns have only intensified in the
current economy, with the reduction in the number of Probate “franchises” and the “New Rules.”

The Guardian Ad Litem problem being exposed and examined in the context of the Family Court
is just the tip of the iceberg in the closely related Probate system. My mother’s “Estate” (a pre-
tentious term in our case) was at one time billed approximately $900+ an hour by the multiple
attorneys protecting their own interests far more than my mother’s: e.g., my mother”s first Court
Appointed Conservator and his attorney actually billed my mother for their discussions concern-
ing a WAIVER they were extorting me to sign in exchange for the Conservator’s resignation!
[Please see enclosed.] After the liquidation of more than $400,000 in less than two years, where
exactly does “Tiduciary Duty” fit into that equation 7?2 And what about the Medicaid Fraud ?

At fhe current time, my mother’s Guardian Ad Litem (another “rubber stamp” to feed in many
cases) and your close business associate are blocking any questions of Fraud from being brought to
the higher courts for my mother. [Exhibit A Isn’t this improper “Estoppel™? Why not let the
Superior Court determine if there is a Cause of Action?] Your close business associate has to date
refused to explore the feasibility of my mother’s return to our home, which has been approved by
her private (pre-Conservatorship) physicians — who have also known me for many years; and The
Money Follows the Person (MFP), now that she is destitute enough to qualify for Medicaid, Your
associate is now suddenly demanding a written proposal, as if it is a novel concept of his own, and
not something on file with the Probate Coutt for 15 months. The nursing home’s Company Quack,
Dr. Martin Perlin — under whose care my mother nearly died last year — who is now being sued for
the same (fatal) malpractice the State cited him for in 2008 - says No. But my mother’s private
physicians (one since 1979) say: Yes, Dorothy Can Go Home.

Attorney Stewart simply refuses to follow the Court’s Order meef with my mother’s “Transition
Team,” which includes experts in this kind of transfer, and home modification and care process,
such as my mother’s Coordinator at MFP; and our concerned community, which includes con-
tractors, therapists, and the Director of Social Justice at the Unitarian Church in Westport, where
we belong. Many of these professionals of good conscience have attended virtually all of our
Probate hearings held in the past two to three yeats —in which [ have been vilified by the nutsing
home that initially procured my mother’s Conservatorship (first by denying my POA) - and fully
support the Plan of Care proposed for iy mother, endorsing me as her longtime devoted caregiver.

We hope that you and your good colleagues will take this tragic case, one of many in the state,
into consideration, Enclosed please find documentation of my mothet’s abuse and neglect, and
my efforts to save her and our home; also at: http://bringingdorothyhome.blogspot.com; and
hitp:/fwww.scribd.com/collections/346918 1/Dorothy-S-Partch-Victim-of-Systemic-Elder-Abuse.

Sincerely,
Marjorie Partch




CC:

State Senator Eric Coleman

State Representative Gerald Fox

State Repiesentative Arthur (’Neill

State Representative Terric Wood

The Entire Judiciary Commitiee

State Scnator Bob Duff

State Senator Carlo Leone

State Senator Toni Boucher

Staie Representative Jack Hennessy

Marilyn Moore

Commissioner Edith Prague, Connecticut Department on Aging
Joseph Stango, Dora’s Hope: Choice-Centered Medicaid




MARJORIFE PARTCH
Exiled From
20 Devil’s Garden Road
Norwalk, C'T° (06854
203.912.3528 / map@marjoricpartch.com

March 31, 2014
State of Connecticut General Assembly
Legislative Commitice on Judiciary

Legislative Office Building
Hartford, CT 06106

Re: HB #6685; SB #494; HB #5524:

Legal Industry Exploitation of Vulnerable Connecticut Families;
Cuase-in-Point: Mrs. Dorothy S. Partch, Retired Public School Teacher

Dear Ca-Chairs Coleman and Fox, and Commitiee Members;
And Advocates for Connecticut Family Court Reform:

Thank you for this third opportunity to testify before this Committee on inter-related issues
concerning what the chair of the National Parents Organization, Judge Thomas Weissmutler,
calls “the nepotism in the Family Law system.”

1,ast year 1 testified twice concerning the need for ongoing Probate Reform, and this year I am here
to support the proposed Family Court Legislative Reforms — particularly Raised Senate Bill

#494, as amended by the group of pareats working in Southern Fairfield County, and presented by
Qenator Minnie Gonzalez. This Bill is proposed to bring much-needed control and oversight to the
appointment and removal processes, and fee structures, for Court-Appointed Guardians Ad Litem
and Attorneys for minor children. There are many parallels to the issues surrounding our
vulnerable senior and / or disabled citizens — siblings, parents, elders — and the “sandwich
generation” is working together to level the playing field in both arenas.

When these “Officers of the Court” can be so easily forced into the lives of troubled families, at
their most vulnerable fimes, such as the incapacity of an adult or child, or divorce, without
thorough Due Diligence and transparent Due Process, there is nothing whatsoever to protect
Connecticut families from the wanton exploitation often engendered by these inberent Conflicts of
Interest. Thatis: If these Court-Appointed “Fiduciaries™ stand to make $300 per hour or more,
indefinitely, at the expense of the family in question, it is nothing short of miraculous that any
family anywhere is ever found to be capable of managing its own affairs and resources, if there is
no carefully proscribed and monitored procedure for the appointment and removal of these
potentially self-interested “evaluators” and “experts,” who bave everything fo gain from finding
the families (with assets) to be flawed or at fault. And meanwhile, so many families without assets
are permitted to sink or swim on their own. (And they may be much better off)

As Yale Law Professor John Langbein recently attested on Forbes.com, updating his 2007 advice
to the Legislature, the recent “Reforms” of Probate practices have NOT cured the historic ills in
this archaic and “independent” Court one iota. These pre-Constitution “Family Courts” still seem




1o function as a fourth branch of Government, without any cheeks or balances from the “other
three.” Professor Langbein correctly states that, if anything, the concerns have only intensified in
the current economy, with the consolidation of the number of Probate “franchises” and the “New
Rules.”

I hope that greater aftention will be paid to the profound and systemic Guardian Ad Litem
problems being exposed and examined in the context of children in the Family Court, just the tip
of the iceberg in the closely related Probate Court systen.

By way of example: My mother’s “Lstate” (a pretentious term in our case) was at one time
billed approximately $900+ an hour by the multiple attorneys protecting their own interests far
more than my mother’s: e.g., my mother’s first Court-Appoinied Conservator and his attorney
actually bilied my mother for their discussions concerning a WAIVER they were extorting me to
sign in exchange for the Conservator’s resignation!  [Please see Exhibit A.] After the
liquidation of more than $400,000 in less than two years, where exactly does “Fiduciary Duty”
it into that equation 7?7 And what about the Medicaid question ?

My mother’s Guardian Ad Litem was then appointed at the request of her first Conservator, who
oversaw the Liquidation of those assets | had safeguarded for close to a decade as her Durable
Power of Attorney, etc. At the current {ime, my mother’s Guardian Ad Litem (another “rubber
stamp” to feed in many cases) and her current (third) Conservator (a former staff member / current
tenant of Senator Anthony Musto’s, on this Committee) and the Probate Judge, are blocking any
questions of Fraud from being brought to the higher courts regarding my mother’s questionable
Conservatorship. This Conservatorship was Fraudulently Procured by a nursing home that first
mistepresented in 2010 that she had no Health Care Representative or POA. Wilton Meadows
then reversed that position when it sued my mother (via her Conservator) for payment in 2011 —
suddenly producing her Admissions Documents, which T had in fact signed as her Attorney-in-Fact
and “Responsible Paity,” etc. Then, in Round Three, they proceeded to vilify me before the
Probate Coutt they had initially defrauded, with Perjury upon Perjury in order to overshadow all
{he recommendations I had from my six-year history of cating for nmy stroke-patient mother at
home, in order to portray me as unfit for the authority that they initially simply denied.

In the Conservator’s Application [Exhibit A] for a Guardian Ad Litem, he denied any knowledge
of the underlying facts concerning my defrauded authority. But he represented my mother in the
2011 apparently collusive suit for payment, in which Wilton Meadows provided evidence of my
suddenly binding authority, which it had previously overlooked and denied. So, if the Conservator
represented my mother, he had to know of Wilton Meadows’ Affidavit evincing my authority to
sign my mother in to the facility, and creating her obligation to pay for its services, in April 2010.
And therefore, he knew full well of the valid Cause of Action for my mother’s Claims, from which
he sought to protect himself as well as the partner nursing home in his Motion for the Appointment
of a Guardian Ad Litem. So far all the paid Fiduciaries are only protecting the nursing home and
the first Conservator, and doing everything in their power to keep me from protecting my mother.

Exhibit A: Isn’t this improper “Fstoppel”? Why not let the Superior Court determine ifthercis a
Cause of Action concerning my mother’s potential Claims? Why a Guardian Ad Litem?

The Probate Court has to date also refused fo seriously explore the feasibility of my mother’s
veturn to our home, which has been approved by her private (pxe-Consewatorship) physicians —
who have also known me for many yeats; and The Money Follows the Person (MFP) since 2012,
now that she is destitute enough to qualify for Medicaid.
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My mother’s Conservators, including the current Attorney David Stewart, a former employee /
current tenant of Scnator Anthony Musto’s, have simply refused to explore this. At the present
time, Attorney Stewart is refusing to follow the Court’s January 23, 2014, Order meef with my
mothet’s “Fransition Team,” which includes experts in this kind of transfer, and home
modification and care process, such as my mother’s Coordinator at MEP; and our concerned
community, which includes contractors, therapists, and the Director of Social Justice at the
Unitarian Church in Westport, where we have belonged for 10 years.

Many of these professionals of good conscience have atiended virtually all of our Probale hearings
held in the past two to three years — in which I have been vilified by the nursing home that initially
procured my mother’s Conservatorship (first by denying my POA) — and cur community fully
supporls the Plan of Care proposed for my mother, endorsing me as her longtime devoted care-
giver. Are they all wrong? After witnessing my care for my mother first-hand for years?

There was never a single complaint or negative report — let alone a single {inding — regarding my
care for my mother at home. However, there have been multiple Citations against her
institutional caregivers, for violations such as an inexcusable dislocated shoulder; neglected
carcinomas (despite my pointing them out for months); and finally, neglected pneumonia and
dehydration which nearly killed her a year ago.

We hope that you and your good colleagues will take this tragic case, one of many in the state,
into your consideration of the necessary Reforms of any assumptions that Court-Appointed
attorneys and other “experts” charging exorbitant fees for their questionable and self-prescribed
“gservices” are any more fit than immediate family members, especially the concerned parents
and adult children of the most vulnerable members of our Civilized Society. In other words, who
is evaluating the evaluators? Who is monitoring the monitors? Who is reviewing cases like my
mother’s and so many that we are hearing about today and in recent months? It is the
responsibility of the Legislature to oversee the Judiciary branch, and to protect the Citizens.

Included in the electronic file, please find copious documentation of my mother’s institutional
abuse and neglect (physical, emotional, and financial), and my efforts to save her and our home;
also available online at:

http://bringinpdorothyhome.blogspot.com; and http://www.scribd.com/coliections/3469181/
Dorothy-8-Partch-Victim-of-Systemic-Elder-Abuse.

/for/ Dorothy S. Parich and countless voiceless victims.
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Jaouary 15,2014

Senator Bric Coleman
Representative Geiry Tox
Co-Chairmen

Joint Commitlce on Judiciary
L.OB, Room 2500

Dear Senator Coleman and Representative Fox,

Per Joint Rule 9¢), I would like to respectfully request your consideration of a reintroduction of
a section of 2013 Senate Bill 1162, Sce. 33,

As you may be aware, this component of $B-1162 was by the request of a constitnent of mine,
Matjorie Partch of Norwalk. I have enclosed ihe relevant section of this bill for your review.

Thank you for your consideration of this request. Should you have any questions, please do not
hesitate to contact me ot my staff.

Connecticnt Scnafe

Enclosure
CC: Marjorie Parich

50 Toilsome Avetue Home: 203-840-1333 E-mail: Bob.Duff@cga.ct.gov
Norwalk, Connecticut 06851 Capitol: 1-800-842-1420 . Web: SenatorDuff.cg.ctgov




EXHIBIT A

My mother's first Court-Appointed Conservator,
a real estate attorney by the name of Matthew A, Caputo,
after billing her — along with his attorney — to extort me
to sign a Waiver in exchange for his resignation (?1) —

Filed a Motion for a Guardian Ad Litem
to be appointed for the express purpose
of determining whether there was a
Cause of Action for my mother
to bring Claims against the nursing home that
Fraudulently Procured her Involuntary Conservatorship.
[His answer?: No. Of course not]

Why not let the Superior Court
make that determination?

Oh. Here’s why:

The Conservator represented my mother in an
apparently collusive suit that “Wilton Meadows”
brought against her [via the Conservator] in 2011,
for payment for their unwanted “services.”

And gee, they suddenly found the evidence of my authority
to admit her there, as her contract-binding “Attorney-in-Fact.”

But wait, in July 2010,
and at every point thereafter, in Probate Court,
they all said that authority did not exist;
and that | did not have it; or it was “Unknown.”

—Which one was it? —
And, did the Conservator know? In March 20137 He knew.

| believe the correct term is:
“Judicial Estoppel.”

For what should have happened in 2011; but not in 2013.

HOW LONG DOES DOROTHY S. PARTCH HAVE TO WAIT ???




From: "Raphlaw220@uaokcom” <Raphlaw2206@acl.com>
To: mbarbaralalaw@@gmail.com

Cc: mapartch@yahoo.com

Sent: Wednesday, April 18, 2012 2:01 I'M

Subject: Language re: consent

i propose the following language;

MaRjorie Parch walves any claim against the Consevator (or his fproperf aclions
fporformed In the best interests of her mother, Darothy 8. Partchf putsuant 1o his appointment as said Conservator
ifor Mra. Parchf. However, sald waiver by Marorie Parich is not deemed to be approval that the payments made to
Wilton Meadows for the care of her Mother Dorothy Parch were in any way aulhorized by Marjorie Parich nor that said
payments are propetly due to Wilton Meadows based on claims Marjorie Parich belicves fahe and/ her molher has
Ihave! against Willon Meadows for damages sulfered by her Mother Imother ~ lower casef and herself,

Please call me aflor raviev. Rich

ahistal blepk fPaye 7 of




fug 08 2018 1003401 HE LABERJLT FAX

Law Offices Michael Jon Barbarula
11 |gaacs Stroot
Norwalk, GT 06650-4107

(203) 8661177

Matthow A. Caputo, Eadq., Conservalor
Gslate of Dorothy Parch

G Larkspr Lony

Normwalk, CT 06880

In Refersnco To,  In the Matlar of Dorothy Parich - Conservalorship Malter
Involee #13098

Professionnl Bervices

11772041 Roviewed faxes from Malt Caputo, Esq.
11782011 Tolophone conforences with Assistant Altomey Ganeral re: ombudsman
concoms; Talaphona conlarence with cliont and raply re: slatus

111912011 £-mellad documents to Asslatant Atlorney General
111102011 Telgplone conference with dlient: Revipwsd e-malls and aocotnling
1174512011 Reviewed leller from apposing counsel (Maragos)
f1f17f2011 Legal rasanrch; Reviewed corrgspondence; Prapared fay and a-muil to ¢llant
11/48/2011 Telephone conference with cltent re: status; Telephone conferance with Attorney

Heculin

111242011 Telophone conference with opposing counsel (Raphaai) and cliont re: status;
Telephone conlerence with Mlchag! Rubino, Esq. 1e: stelus

Talephone conference re: Money Follows Porson program ra: progiam
Information; Reviawad ¢-mall ra: F0!

11/2212011 Court appanvance - Status Canference: Praparad for Slatus Conferance

August 68, 2012

_Hry/Reloe  __Amount

0.20
300.00/hr

0,70
300.00/hr

0.20
300.00/ht

0.80
300,00/hr

0.10
360.00/hr

1.30
300,00/

0.80
300.00/r

0.60
300.00/r

0.50
30000/

3.00
300,00/

60.00

210.00

$0.00

240.00

30.00

360.00

240.00

150.00

160.00

800.00
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Matthow A Capulo, £, Contoryalor

31212012 Tolophons conforenco wiih Matt Caputo ro: rool oslolo sale contract modification
4912012 Telophuna conferancos vilth i:rnoalng counsel (Rephaet), Tolephono
conteronce with Gabilotta ro gelsion on Motlon fo Rocuuo
211012012 Roviowad Decroo
41241012 Roeviewod forwarded s-alls
41272012 Roviewed lorwarded o-malis; Tolephons confaranco with cllent re: slatus
/2012012 Office conforence with opposing covnsel (Rupimei); Telephone conferance with
cilent re: slalus
41212012 Roviewed offent e-moils; Talophone contarance with clien! 1a: slalus

41312012 Reviowad lax and massage srom chient

Mo AGR0I2 T olophona conforenco with olisnt ro; consenl, waiver and slalus

41012012 Raviewed forwarded e-mall

~L__411012012 Telophone copforence with opposing counsel {Rafael) £8; glalua

411212012 Telsphone confarence with client ve: status

yj_‘msiaom Faxed consant and waiver lo opposing counsel

&17/2012 Telaphone conference with ollent ro: sialus

7[) 41182012 Telaphone confarences vilh cllant and opposing counsel Roviewed proposed
- NGUADS; Forwarded e-mait (o cllent

4f20/2012 Telaphone conferonce with Diane Ely re: status

poli
page 3
CHrefRole L Ameend
0.10 30.00
300 .00/
0.20 60.00
300.00/hs
£$.30 90.00
400,000
0.0 30,00
300,004hr
3.30 60.00
300,000
020 §80.00
4500.00ihr
0,20 80,00
300,00thr
0,20 60.00
300,00/
3.10 30.00
RICEHHY
0.10 30,00
300.00/kr
0.10 30.00
300,00/
0.10 30,00
300.00/W
0,10 30.00
360.00fhr
610 30.00
100.000r
030 40.00
300.00/0r
(.10 30.00
300.08/1
0.1¢ a0.00

4 4/2312012 Telophone confarendsd with opposing caunset (Raphzel)

JO0.0TMr
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Mullhow A Copulo, i284j., Congarvator pogo

__HipiRula ___pmount

AF2612042 rovievied fax from Mati Gaputo, Esq, 0.20 §0.00
100,00

412612012 Telaphond conference vith opposing govasol (Rephael); Telaphone conloence 0.20 60.00
with opposing sounsel {Rublno) 300.00/hr

W ,dlaﬁljwjz;ralanhqnn,mnlﬂ rmme_\-dth.glienLmzmnlun.oimiguauﬂe&ogaﬂl)wugl_wﬁ!gi,____,ﬁ._,,QB-G%ﬁ.__,.__,M 60.00
.o 300,00/ '

5/1/2012 falophohe conlarence wilh cllent ro: statuy 010 30.00
300,00inr

a18/2012 Roviewed {hree faxes 0,20 ¢0.00
300.004hr

6/012012 Telaphona conference with cliant g sialus 0.10 30.00
300,00/

GIAGI2012 Revieved fle to prepare tor headng; Attendad Probate Court hearlng 2.00 §00.00
300.00/hs

6130/2012 Revieviad fax re. follow-up vistt 0.10 30,00
300.00/hr

B16/2012 Roviewsd a-mail 040 30.00
300, pathr

§32012 Reviewed fax from Mati Capulo, E8¢, 19 Wilton Meadows hili 0.10 30.00
300007

5i2012012 Reviswed tax from Matt Caputo. Eeq. ra- doclor vistt 010 30.00
300.00Mr

7/43/2012 Telaphono conference and reviswed message from climnt 0.20 60.00
300.00/hr

711612012 Yelaphone confarence Witk cllent and opposing sounsal ro! substitution and 0.10 30.00
ltlgation 3000080

712812012 Tetaphone conference wilh oppasing counsel {Raphasel); Talophone conleronce 0.20 $0.G60
with Mats Caputo, Esa. 400.00/hs

'__..-—-—'—-'_"_

FoI pmfessmnai gorvicas rendered ¢,210.00

Ascounts recelvable transactions

—



STATE OF CONNECTICUT

COURT OF PROBATL:

To' Court of Probate, Norwalk -- Wilton Probale Distrlot District No. 1°D51

In The Matler of Dorothy Partch (10-0404C) March 22, 2013

VMIOTION FOR THE APPOINTMENT OF A GUARDIAN-AD-LITEM

Pursuant to Public Act 12-25 effective Oclober 1, 2012, the Conservator of
the Estate and Person of Dorothy Partch, Matthew A. Capuio, represents the
following:

1, That his resignation as Conservator of Person and kstate of Dorothy
Partch, the conserved person, has been accepted by this Counrt effective upon
the appointment of a Successor Conservator of Person and Estate;

2. That Marjorie Partch has petitioned this Court seeking appointment
as the Successor Conservator of Estate and Person. Jessica Partch has also
expressed an interest in being approved as Successor Conservator of Persona
and Estate. Marjorie Partch and Jessica Partch are the daughters of the
conserved person. Three heariﬁgs have been held thus far by this Court at
which evidence has been presented to determine who will be appointed as the
Successor Conservator of Estate and Person;

3. That the next hearing date is March 22, 2013 and it is doubtful as to

the presentation of evidence will be concluded on that date;




A, That Modore Pasteh hns recontly potitioned the Cont lo immadintoly
appoint 4 Buscessor Gonservalor of Estato lo putstie a causo of action or causes
of action agains! Willon Meadows arlsing from allegod misrapresentalions made
by Wilton Maadows in its application for the appointment of an involunlary
conservalor of esiafe and person {or Dorothy Parich. Based upon the application
filed with the Probate Court, a Conservator of the Person and kEslale was
appolnted on July 27, 2010,

5. Thal the stalute of limitations on an action that sounds in torl and is
based on fraud and misrepresentation is three years, and Marjorie Parlch is
seeking the immadiate appointment of a successor conservator of the estale fo
preseive claims that may exisl in favor of the conserved person, Dorothy Partch,
against Wilton Meadows;

6. That Marjorie Parich's atforney has put Matthew A. Caputo in his
capacity as Conservator of Person and Estate and his attorney, Michael Jon
Barbarula, on notice of potential personal liability that may arise if no action is
commenced on behalf of the conserved person prior to the expiration of the
statute of imitations. A copy of the notice referred to in this paragraph is marked
as Exhibit A and is attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference;

7. That the factual basis underlying the cause of action or causes of
action Marjorie Partch wants fo prosecute on behalf of the conserved person,

e
Dorothy Partch, are not personaily imown by the Conservator Matthew A. }

g,
Caputo, and are only known to Marjorie Partch and/for the employees of Wilton

Meadows; .




8 That the Consorvator of Estate and Parson, Maltthew A, Capulo,
beliovos that an Indepondent person should be appointad guardian-ad-fitem for
tho following purposes:

a. Pvaluale whether a cause of action or causes of action exist;

b, Determine whether there is a factual basis to support a cause of
action or catises of action;

c. To recommend lo this Courl whether an action should be
prosectllted; and,

d. Whether the prosecution of such an action is in the best interest
of the conserved person and should be authorized by this Court.

9. That the appointment of a guardian-ad-litem should not be delayed
as the statute of limitations could have begun to run on the date the alleged
misrepresentation was made, i.e. the date the application for the appointment of
involuntary conservator was signed and not the date the Court entered a decree
appointing an involuntary conservator of estate and person.

WHEREFORE, the Conservator of Person and Estate, Matthew A.
Caputo, respectfully requests that the Court exercise its discretion and appoint

an independent guardian-ad-litem.




ORDER

The foregoing motion having been he
__Is appointed as gua

following authority:

Malthow A, Capuilo, Conservator
of Estale and Porson

L J
by"M“ ‘/‘5‘“/{ PRGN (I
Michael Jdp Harbarula, £sq.
Mis Altorney
11 Isaacs Street
Norwalk, CT 06850
(203) BE5-1177
Juris No, 403814

ard, it is hereby granted/denied, and
rdian-ad-litem and the granted the

Judge of Probate
Date.

CERTIFICATION

| hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing has been hand delivered to

Charles Hulin, Esq., Asst. Attorney General'
06108, Richard H. Raphael, Esd., 19 Ludlow
Michael Rubino, Jr., Esg., 196 North Street, S

s Office, 55 Eim Street, Hartford, CT
Road, Westport, CT 06880,

tamford, CT 06901 and Angelo

Maragos, Esq., Goldman, Gruder & Woods LLC, 200 Connecticut Avenue,
March, 2013.

Norwalk, CT 06854 this 22nd day of

»

vt

Mﬂv -gm‘;é'—w@.,___

Comm@oner of the Superior Court




EXHABLY A

’ RICHARD H. RAPHAKL
ATTORNEY AT LAW
19 Ludlow Rond
Westport, CT 06880

Phone: (203) 226-6168
Fax: (203) 226-6605
Emall: raphlaw220@aol.com

March 18, 2013

Certified Mail & Regular Mail

Matthew A. Cabuto, Escuire
Michael Jon Barbarula, Esquire
11 Isaacs Strest

Norwalk, CT 08850

Re: Marjorie Partch vs. Wiiton Meadows
Gentlemen;

For soma time we have been discussing the fact that the Estate of

. Dorothy Partch has a claim against Wilton Meadows based on the fact that the.
misrapresentations of Wilion Meadows caused her to be conserved against her
wishes and her Estate drained

_ At the time of the "hearing” which clearly did not comply with the Statutes
concerning an evidentiary hearing regarding qualifications of any Consarvator,
Wilton Meadows hadin their possession the Power of Attorney, Designation of
Conservatorship and Healthcare Proxy in favor of Marjorie Partch. - S

| have repeatedly talked to you about having Matt Caputo as the -~
Conservator and hire me {0 pursue the claims, In the event that either (a) a
decision Is not made by this(__}u_q‘rt__qpquln,ﬂng_Mario‘rie} Partch or another
Conservator who will pursue the claims prior to the expiration of the Statue of
Limitations in July of 2013 or (b).in the svent the Conservator is appointed who
chooses not to pursue the claims (i.e. the State of Connecticut has indicated they
may not be interested in their position or think it appropriate to-pursue the claims)

or {c) if Jessica Parich is appointed,'th‘énjthe claims will be lost.

Despite what you miight think about the ultimate outcome and distribution
of the proceeds of any judgment or setilement, clearly, there is a colorable claim
on behalf bf—vDo,rothy Partch’s Estate.

" Failure to commence suit in an attempt to recover the assets paid from the
Estate (in thé amount of in excess of $500,000) wouid be-malfeasance by the
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RETURN DATE: , 2011 : SUPERIOR COURT

W1, TON MEADOWS LIMITED : JTUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
PARTNERSHIP FAIRFIELD

Plaintiff
AT BRIDGEPORT

v,

DOROTHY PARTCH AKA DOROTHY S, PARTCH : MAY 2011
MATTHEW CAPUTO, CONSERVATOR OF
THE ESTATE AND PERSON OF DOROTHY PARTCH

Defendants
AFFIDAVIT

I, Romayne Shertiff, the undessigned, do make affidavit and say 1 am the Finance Director of the
Plaintiff and am familiar with the account of the Defendant(s) and do hercby depose and state

that:

CHECKED BOXES ONLY:

[ ] A Thereis reasonable likelihood that the Defendant(s) have hidden or will hide
themselves so that process cannot be served on them, or that the Defendant(s) are about to
remove themselves or their property from this State, or that the Defendani(s) are about to
fraudulently dispose of or have fraudulently disposed of any of their property with intent to
hinder, delay or defraud their Creditors, or that the Defendani(s) have fraudulently hidden or
withheld money, property or effects which should be liable to the satisfaction of their debts.

B. Defendant(s) have stated they are insolvent or have stated they are unable to
pay their debts as they mature.

[X] C.  There is probable cause that judgment will be rendered in this matter in
favor of the Plaintiff.

1. 1 am over 18 years of age and believe in the obligation of an oath,

2. 1 am an employee of the Plaintiff, WILTON MEADOWS LIMITED
PARTNERSHIP DBA WILTON MEADOWS HEAITH CARE CENTER and my position is

that of Finance Director,

3. The Plaintiff, WILTON MEADOWS LIMITED PARTNERSHIP DBA WILTON
MEADOWS HEALTH CARE CENTER (hereinafter the Plaintiff) is a duly licensed chronic
care and convalescent facility jocated at 439 Danbury Road, Wilton, Connecticut.




4, On or about April 7, 2010, the Defendant Dorothy Partch aka Dorothy S. Partch
(hereinafter the Defendant) was admitted as a resident patient of the Plaintiff.

5. On or about April 25, 2010, the Defendant excented a Resident Admigsions
Agreement through her attorney-in fact, and agreed and accepted the abligations contained
within the Admissions Agreement,

0. Commencing on Aptil 7, 2010, the Plaintiff provided the Defendant with goods
and services including general nursing care, help with adult daily living activitics, room and
board, meals, and linens (hereinafter collectively known as goods and services).

7. Medicare paid in full for the goods and setvices provided between April 7, 2010
through April 26, 2010 and Medicare and private payments paid for the goods and services
provided between Aprif 27, 2010 through December 22, 2010.

8. The Plaintiff provided goods and services to the Defendant using licensed
individuals at the daily per diem rate of $440.00 per day between December 23, 2010 through
April 26,2011 and at $414.00 per day from April 27, 2011 through May 31, 2011

9, On or about July 27, 2010, the Probate Court for the district of Norwalk appointed
the Defendant, Matthew A. Caputo as Conservator of the Estate and Person of Dorothy Partch
aka Dorothy S. Partch (hereinafter referred to as “the Defendant Conservator”).

10.  After crediting all payments received, the ouistanding principal amount due for
goods and services rendered through May 31, 2011 is $69,084.50.

11, The Defendant and the Defendant Conservator have failed to pay the Plaintiff in
full for goods and services provided to the Defendant between December 23, 2010 through May

31,2011,

12.  The Defendant has breached the Resident Admissions Agreement and the Plaintiff
has engaged services of attorneys for collection.

13.  The Defendant’s breach of the Resident Admissions Agreement has caused the
Plaintiff to suffer harm in the outstanding principal amount of $69,084.50, along with reasonable
attorney's fees and costs of collection. :

14.  The Defendant remains a resident of the Plaintifs facility and her balance will
continue to increase.




WHEREFORI, the Plaintitf respeetfully requests this court grant an attachment against the
Defendant, Dorothy Pastch aka Dorothy S, Parteh in the principal amount of $69,084.50 through
May 31, 2011, plus three additional months of care and services of $38,088.00, $1,752.00 in
rensonable attorney's fees, and $475.00 court costs for a total attachment in the amount of

$109,399.50.

E@@L’DM& N _

Romayne Sherriff
Plaintiff, Competent Aftiant

Subseribed and sworn {0 bhefore me

this 2ecl  day of May, 2011

Notary Public/
Commissioner of the Superior Court
oy Commissian Srpires 3J3il12




Wilton Moeadows Healilh Gare Center

RESIDENT ADMISSIONS AGREEMENT

This Is an agrgament between ygillon Meadows Health Care Center (the

“facility”), LW Yoy Y N _{the “resident”) and
Yoricxi ¢ Vacteh (the “responsible party). In

consideration ofthe mutual promises set forth in this agreement, the facility, the

resident (if capable of managing his or her affairs) and the responsibie party
hereby agree as follows. : '

R The resident authorizes the facility to use the following providers of service
during histher stay:

Physician: _DV’ ‘/P@( \in ‘Pharmacy: VALUE HEALTH

Podiatrist: Optometrist: £ oy Ae . S'Q@“QN’\,}%“)“
- Audiologist Dentist, . Toeell , Tav12en

% Funeral Service: MI/A | Hospital: NORWALK HQSPITAL

.-';:i;j:‘.}'.?_; Address:. . Address:

X Religion:_{ { prardaanaa Other:

The resident may direct the facility to change any of these providers.

. GENERAL PROV!SIONS REGARDING RESIDENT CARE AND SERVICES

1. Alternate Physician or Professional Provider of Service: The resident’
and responsible party agree that if the physician or any other professional
provider of services designated by the resident or responsible party is not
available to serve the resident, fals to serve the resident, or fails to
comply with any applicable provision of the federal or state law, including
but not limited to the provisions of the Connecticut Public Heaith Caode,
the facility is authorized to obtain the services of a substitute physician or
professional provider of service. Payment for such services will be made
in accordance with Section Il of this agreement.

5 Transfer to the Hospital: The facility wift arrange for the transfer of the
resident to a hospital or other health care facllity when any such fransfer
is ordered by the attending physician or a substitute physiclan as_
specified in Section |, Paragraph 1 of this agreement. The facility is not

Reyvised 6/2000 é‘k’f/
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IV, OBLIGATIONS OF THE PARTIES

1. The exccution of this agreament will constitute an aceaptance on the
part of the facility, the resident and the responsible party lo underlake
falthfully all of obllgations of this agreement.

2. The rosponsible parly does not personally guarantee or serve as surety
for payment for the care provided to the resldent by the facllity. The
rasponsible party acknowledges and agrees that he or she wants the
resident to be admitted to and to receive the care and services provided
by the facility; that he or she is making certain promises in this
agreement; and that the facility is admitting the resident and will provide
care and services In reliance upon these promises. The responsible
partly is personally liable for any damages incurred by the facility due to
the responsible party's failure to fulfilt these promises.

THE UNDERSIGNED CERT'IFY THAT THEY HAVE READ AND AGREE TO
THE FOREGOING, TO THE WHOLE AND ENTIRE AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE PARTIES, AND THAT THEY HAVE RECEIVED A COPY OF

THIS AGREEMENT.
R Witness Signature of Resident Date
(If the resident is managing
his or her affairs)
0 Witness ~ W gidlature and Title of Party ate
Acting for Resident

{Conservator of Estate or
POA, if resident is not
managing histher affairs)

0.0y M Cptet, _U2sleo
:Signatufe of Responsible Party " Datd '
M:& ) /’MVMM Z

7 Witness Signature of Adfiigsions Director Date




APPENDIX_A

The resident and responsible party agree to notify a member of the Social
Services Department immediately if and when:

1. The resident enrolls in a Medicare managed care plan;
2. The resident disenrolls from a Medicare managed care plan; or

3. The resident changes from one Medicare managed care plan to another.

Sigﬁature of resident (if the Date
resident is managing his or
her affairs)

\}\ jglgna@re and tiﬂé of party ggte £

Acting for resident (conservator
of estate or power of attorney if
the resident in not managing
his or her affairs)

H r'4 t .
é{%gz i;;d% %ﬂg 256210
\‘\ Signatdje of responsible party te

10




Pago 10

Billing Address:

E. Veviart. , 8 OLFSHK

In case of emergency, contact the following persons in the following sequence:

1, I\MW ?ﬁ/ﬁ% ?E”PC{/ PR{?H 265, 5S40, 60496

Name Relationship Telephone

resagreement

rav,12/48
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- TATE OF CORNECTICUT

MARJORIE PARTCH : J.D. OF FAIRFIELD
Plaintiff : AT BRIDGEPORT
V.

WILTON MEADOWS HEALTH CARE

CENTER CORPORATION :
Defendant : MARCH 10, 2014

PLAINTIFE’S MOTION TO REARGUE
JUDGEMENT IN FAVOR OF
DEFENDANT’S MOTION TO STRIKE

Pursuant to Connecticut Practice Book §11-11, Plaintiff respectiully moves this
Court for an Order Permitting Reargument of the February 18, 2014, Decision for
Judgment (Sommer, J.) in favor of Defendant’s Motion to Strike Plaintiff's Claims
against Meadows Health Care Center.

Plaintiff believes the Court has erred in its interpretation of Plaintiff's
relationship with Defendant, ignoring the “Resident's Admissions Agreement” into
which the two parties entered on April 25, 2010. In signing her own name to this
Agreement, Plaintiff was acting not only as her mother's Agent, but also as the
personaily tegally “Responsible Party,” therefore dealing directly with Wilton
Meadows as a service provider, and facing her own personal liabilities as a result of

entering into this mutual Agreement and direct legal relationship with mutually




binding responsibililies between the two parties. This Agreement between Plaintiff
and Defendant is currently on file with this Court.

Furthermore, Plaintiff points out that this is not a case of remole, or indirect
"pystander” distress caused by questions of Medical Malpractice in the services
(forcibly) provided by Defendant for Plaintiff's mother, Dorothy 8. Partch. This is not
about Defendant's specialized services, nor their spuriously denied “Duty of
[Medical] Care” toward Plaintiff. That “red herring” is clearly not Plaintiff's Claim.

What is at question in the present case is a matter of Class D Felony Fraud
committed in the act of bringing a deliberately inaccurate Application for Involuntary
Conservatorship for Plaintiff's mother, thereby defrauding Plaintiff of her proper
Authority, Standing and Rights.

Surely Defendant has a “Public Duty of Good Faith and Fair Dealing” to
refrain from committing criminal acts in connection with its provision of care fora
helpless stroke patient, entrusted to their facility by not only her closest loving family
member and caregiver of many years, but also the individual who WAS her legal
Health Care Representative, with Durable Power of Attorney.

While of course the Damages to Plaintiff's mother were and are far more
egregious, it is an alarming precedent to consider that nursing homes {(or nursery
schools) are deemed to owe no Duty whatsoever to parents or adult children, to

refrain from committing Class D Felony Fraud regarding the LEGAL AUTHORITY




OF such “Responsible Parties” - authority exercised in the sighing in of their
vulnerable loved ones — whether their preschool children or post-acule medical-

treatment elderly parents.

If such State-licensed facilities are permitled to declare that they are only
entering into a “business relationship” with the potentially unconscious senior citizen
or pre-majority toddler entrusted to their care, what is the purpose of the whole
notion of Guardianship?

Are families to be put on nolice ihat there is no requirement for these services
to be performed within the bounds of not only “the Social Contract,” but also State
‘and Federal Laws regarding air Trade Practices and Felony Offences? Because
once one’s rightful authority is [appallingly easily] circumvented, only the elder or the
toddler victims, or their perhaps wrongfully appointed Guardian, has the “standing” to
Complain and request a Jury Trial regarding such Criminal and Civil Fraud?

Plaintiff does not, as the Court correctly affirmed, purport to bring any claims
on behalf of the Defrauded Probate Court, or in the present case, on behalf of her
mother. However, Plaintiff does assert ihat the Defendant abused the jurisdiction of
the Probate Court as its own instrument in achieving its own ends: At one and the
same time acquiring access to the assets in question, and neutralizing any potential

legal action by Plaintiff, and thereby forcibly removing her from the “playing field.”




In the present case, it s happens thal these aclions also resulled in direct injury to
Plaintill in the form of not only {he extremely cruel disruption of her refationship with
har mother, as set forth in Plaintiff’s attached Memorandum of Fact, but also: The

Tortious Inferference With Plaintiff's Economic Expectancy of the Inter-Vivos

Gift of the Transfer of the assets in question, including the rightful Title to the

Property of the family home in Norwalk. This pre-inheritance Gift to Plaintiff was

her mother's clearly expressed Intention, as delineated in Dorothy S. Partch’s

Durable Power of Attorney, executed in Appellant’'s favor in 2005, and on record with

this Court.

If Defendant honestly felt that an outside Conservator was in the best
interests of Plaintiff's mother, why did they first deny Plaintif’'s authority at all, and
only a year later assert their “reasons” to allege that Plaintiff was unfit for the
authority she actually did hold? |

Plaintiff hereby prays this Court to provide her with the opportunity to argue
her points, concerning her own Claims of Fraud, regarding her own authority and her
own identity. Plaintiff respectiully requests the opportunity to submit a brief
regarding her claims sounding in Tort, rather than a direct medical care contract,

which clearly did not exist between Plaintiff and Defendant.




Respectlully submitted,

PLAINTIFF MARJORIE PARTCH

BY: / Z el | sl
m%rjorie@artcﬁd f
Self-Reptesented

c/o David Vita

Director of Social Justice

The Unitarian Church in Westport
10 Lyons Plains Road

Westport, CT 06880
203.912.3528




DOCKET NO: FBT CV-12-6029435-3 : SUPERIOR COURT

MARJORIE PARTCH : J.D. OF FAIRFIELD
Plaintiff : AT QRiDGEPORT
V.

WILTON MEADOWS HEALTH CARE

CENTER CORPORATION :
Defendant : MARCH 10, 2014

PLAINTIFF'S MEMORANDUN OF FACT

[IN RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S REPLY TO PLAINTIFF’S
OTION TO PROBATE COURT TO REVISE

MOTION TO PROBATE COLR L tm=me=

RESTRICTIONS ON VISITATIONS]

On February 26, 2014, Wilton Meadows denied to the Norwalk-Wilton Probate Court
that they “in any way rendered inadequate treatment causing harm, injury or loss to
Dorothy Parich, denies that they misinformed, withheld, or otherwise misrepresented
to Aurora or any health care provider Dorothy Partch’'s conditions, medical or
otherwise or any other relevant information” [Exhibit Al

Fact 1:

Forced Isolation [ Regional Ombudsman Intervention

In November 2010, Wilton Meadows’ staff observed Plaintiff Marjorie Partch
recording perfectly lucid statements [AVAILABLE UPON REQUEST] by her mother

expressing her wish to return to her home in time for Christmas.

At that point, without @ hearing, much less @ Gourt Order, Wilton Meadows curtailed
all visitation between Dorothy S. Partch and her daughter Marjorie, even though at
that time, subsequent {0 Wilton Meadows’ Fraudulently Procured Involuntary
Conservatorship of Dorothy S, Partch on July 27, 2010, her daughter Marjorie Partch
still held the authority of her Health Care Representative.




Despite the fact that Plaintiff still retained this authority, which takes legal
precedence over that of the Conservator of Person, for six anguished weeks over
the 2010 holiday season, Plaintiff did not know whether her mother was dead or
alive: and Dorothy S. Partch did not know that (or why) her caregiver-daughter was
being kept away from her, a terrible cruelty 1o both women. They had no personal
or telephone contact for this entire period, for the first time in Marjorie's entire life.

When Plaintiff reached out to the Regional Ombudsman, Daniel L.erman, in January
of 2011, he responded qguickly and immediately condoned and arranged additional

visitations.

Fact 2:

Severe Bruising / Dislocated Shoulder

Upon seeing her mother again for the first time, in January 2011, Plaintiff was
horrified to see her shivering in a skimpy “Johnny coat,” which revealed the extent of
her horrendous bruising - black, and not biue — all over her mother's fragile right arm
— marks that looked like hand prints. Plaintiff had cared for her mother for more than
six years at home, and although she had seen her bruise more easily due fo blood-
thinning medication, the degree and extent of this bruising was extreme, and
consistent in appearance with the rough handling that always concerned Plaintiff
about her mother’s care at Witton Meadows.

When Plaintiff demanded to know what had happened, she was told with cold
indifference: “We'll look into it,” as if it was none of Plaintiff's business to even ask.

Dorothy S. Partch was oo drowsy (or over-medicated) at that time fo give any
explanation, but a week later she did describe an assault to both Plaintiff and
Attorney Jeanne Aranha, referred by the Ombudsman.

Piaintiff reported her mother’s severe bruising to Mr. Lerman, who promptly
investigated: He soon learned that Dorothy Parich’s shoulder had in fact been
dislocated, and that this “incident’ had necessitated a trip to the Emergency Room.
He encouraged Plaintiff to file a Complaint with the State Department of Public
Health, under his auspices, which she did.

Piaintiff, Dorothy S. Parich’s Health Care Representative, was not notified of this
incident and injury at the time that it occurred. 1t would never have been discovered
or properly reported if not for the January 2011 intervention of the Ombudsman.




Dorothy S. Parich's description of the assault the following waek was consistent with
the bruises as well as the findings of both the Norwalk Hospital radiologist, and the

Department of Public Health: "Excessive tugging on the limb."

in April 2011, the Department of Public Health finally investigated the shoulder
dislocation and issued a Citation and an additional fine against the facility for its

negligence [Exhibit B-4, 5.

This was direct bodily harm to Dorothy $. Partch. This was an injury to her
body, and a trauma to her psyche, which preoccupied her for many months. Her
daughter (Plaintiff) and Health Care Representative also felt terrorized and menaced
by this display of ruthless brutality toward her helpless and fragile mother, which she
perceived as a threat to discourage further complaints.

Fact 3:

Neglected Carcinomas

Another example of Wilton Meadows’ rmistepresentation regarding harm, injury,
neglect and jeopardy to Dorothy S. Partch's person and well being lies in the 2011
history of her neglected and untreated carcinomas [Exhibit C-3, 4]. In June 2011,
Plaintiff began pointing out a festering sore behind her mother's right ear. The first
response of the Wilton Meadows Administration was to curtail all visitations, once
again, by both Plaintiff and family friend Marcia Kosstrin, a licensed Occupational
Therapist also politely pointing out the open sore to the staff.

The Ombudsman'’s heroic efforts reopened visitations once again, and led fo the
second Complaint that Piaintiff filed with the Department of Public Health. This
resulted in a second Citation, which led to the diagnosis, nearly four months later, at
the end of September, of an untreated carcinoma — see Medical Report from
dermatologist — behind Mrs. Partch’s right ear [Exhibit D]. There were muiltiple
smaller untreated carcinomas on Mrs. Parich’s legs as well. :

Are we to suppose that these carcinomas would have ever been treated without the
intervention of the Plaintiff, acting as Dorothy S. Parich’s Health Care Representa-
tive, and subseguent pressure from the Department of Public Health?

Wilton Meadows has clearly misrepresented the facts — again — concerning their
care for Mrs. Dorothy S. Partch, as well as the various duly conferred authorities of
her daughter and former caregiver, Plaintiff Marjorie Partch.




Wilton Meadows knew full well that Plaintiff ived with and had cared for Dorothy S.
Partch in their shared home for more than six years prior to the senior Parich’s
admission to the facility for short-term stroke rehabilitation. Wilton Meadows also
knew that Plaintiff was by her mother's sicle virtually around the clock for the first 90
days that she was first admitted to the facility.

To separate this extremely close mother and daughter in this manner was indeed
Deliberately Inflicted Emotional Distress, which their entire community considers to be
as outrageous as Wilton Meadows’ opportunistic and salf-serving misrepresentations.

Further Deliberate Misrepresentations of Fact:

Continuing the pattern of deliberate misrepresentations of facts, on September 1,
2011, Assistant Attorney General Charles Hulin wrote to the Administrator of Wilton
Meadows requesting the retraction of a false statement concerning the role and
actions of the Regionai Ombudsman, Mr. Daniel Lerman [Exhibit E].

On August 18, 2011, Wilton Meadows alleged that Mr. Lerman was involved in
instituting Plaintiff's supervised visitations, when in fact it was just the opposite:
Mr. Lerman was responsible for intervening in Dorothy S. Partch’s enforced
isolation, and allowing mother and daughter to see one another at all [Exhibit F].

However, rather than honor this admonishment and request for correction from
the Assistant Attorney General and his client, the Connecticut Long Term Care
Ombudsman, Ms. Nancy Shaffer —on September 7, Wilton Meadows defiantly
promulgated their false statements even further, to the Wilton Police [Exhibit G}.

Wilton Meadows had aiready involved the Police under false pretenses, once
alleging that Dorothy Partch's Health Care Representative (Plaintiff) had attempted
to remove Mrs. Partch from the facility.

1) it was within the scope of the authority of Dorothy Partch’s Health Care
Representative to remove Dorothy Partch from the facility.

2) This never occurred on this date. Rather, Plaintiff had simply attempted to
visit her mother, and the Police were called without cause.

3) There was no Court Order in place at that or any other time restricting the
visits of Dorothy Partch’s Heaith Care Representative. There had never
heen any hearing on the subject at that point.




Fact 4:

Dorothy Partch’'s Health Care Rep_resentaﬁve
Complained of Medical Director's Brutali

and Removed as Attending Physician
Let it be noted that Dorothy S. Partch’s duly designated Health Care Representative,

Plaintiff Marjorie pPartch, had previously fired the Medical Director at Wilton
Meadows, Dr. Alan Radin, as her mother's initial attending physician in April 2010,
pecause of his prutality toward Mrs. Partch during an intake examination, causing
her to scream in pain. That is when Dr. Perlin became the attending physician.

Fact 5:

April 2010 Dislodging of Feeding Tube
The above contlict, along with the dig,lodging of Dorothy partch’s first feeding tube in

early April 2010, due fo rough handling by Wilton Meadows' staff, marked the
beginning of the animosity between Dorothy Parich’s Health Care Representative
and the facility's Administration. This extremely dangerous, bloody “mishap’ also
necessitated a trip to the local Emergency Room, and emergency surgery to replace
the feeding tube, which had been violently torn out of Dorothy Partch’s abdomen,
despite the inflated balloon installed to keep the tube in place. These 2010 records
should be available from both the facility and the hospital.

Fact 6!

April 22, 2013, Severe pehydration

Dorothy Partch nearly died of dehydration under Wiiton Meadows’ care
approximately one year ago [Exhibit 2] Extremely severe dehydration that was
neglected for approximately four days, according to Norwalk Hospital. This was
caused by pneumonia, caused in turn by aspirated food at the hands of Wilton

Meadows’ staff. Plaintiff has yet to receive the Repori on this Complaint to the
Department of Public Health.

Fact T:
Support of Health Care Providers
in all the years that Plaintiff cared for Dorothy Partch at home, and brought her to

muitiple medical and therapeutic appointments every week, as well as various social

outings, there were never any claims, reports or accusations, much less any actual
findings, of any actual harm to Dorothy Parich under the care of her Health Care



Representative, Plaintiff Marjorie Partch, between the years of 2003 and 2010.
Rather, Plaintiff has multiple letters of recommendation from her mother’s private
(pre-Conservatorship) physicians and therapists (mandated reporters), already on
file with the Probate Court, and included herewith as Exhibit .

Wilton Meadows only made its first false allegations concerning Plaintiff's
“andangering” of her mother in 2011, after previously misrepresenting that Dorothy
Partch simply had no Health Care Representative; and had never designated
Plaintiff (or anyone else) as her legal representative, with Durable Power of Attorney.

In direct contravention of Wilton Meadows' patently false misrepresentations in its
above-mentioned Reply [Exhibit A], there have been multiple objective and official
findings of serious harm to Dorothy S. Partch under the forced, unnecessary, and
inferior, at best “custodial” institutional care of Wilton Meadows.

Fact 8:

Denial of Dorothy S. Partch’s

Fundamental Human Righis

Wilton Meadows’ Fraudulent Procurement of Dorothy S. Partch’s Involuntary Con-
servatorship has deprived her of her Freedom and Rights to: retum to her own
home (despite medical approval); receive private rehabilitative therapies; fulfill her
own potential; the use of her assets and properly (close to $1M); and her Right to
her own close personal relationships — the loss is beyond enumeration or restitution.

Respectfully submitted,
PLAINTIFF MARJORIE PARTCH

Self-Represented

cfo David Vita

Director of Social Justice

The Unitarian Church in Westport
10 Lyons Plains Road

Woestport, CT 06880
203.812.3528




EXHIBIT A




PN RED DOROTHY PARTCH aka COVRFOF PROBATE
POROTHY 5, PARTCH

INCAPABLE DISTRICT OF NORWALK - WILTON
I NOL 100404 DISTRICT NO.
FEBRUARY 26 201

WILTON MEADOWS” REPLY 1O MARJORIE PARTCH S REQUEST TO REVISE
RESTRICTIONS 1O VISFEATION

Wilton Mendows denies that they in any way dircetly or mdiveetly caused any haem,
injury ardoss to Dorothy Parteh, denies that they inany way rendered inadequate
(realnent causing harny, injury or loss to Doroathy Parteh, devies that they musinformed.
withheld, or otherwise misrepresented 1o Aurora or any health care provider Dorathy
Parteh’s conditions, medical ur otherwise or any other relevant mlormation,

This court has previously entered decrees, eiting relevant law which refutes the
allegations contained by Marjoric Parteh in her motion to revise restrictions on visitation.
as they concern Wilton Meadows,

WILTON MEAD()\yS
./

g ,}-'L'- - /Z/
£

By:  Apfelo Maragos, Esq.
Goldman, Gruder & Woods, 11.C
200 Connecticul Avenue
Narwalk, CT 06854
203-899-8900
Juris No. 411134
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Inforsad spute Resolution

Iy aceordimee with S488.331 you have ane opporfuniy o question cifed deficiencies
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YOour writien request, along with the specifie deficiencies being disputed. and an
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meeting held af ihe Depariment, Ay incomplete infoymal dispute resolufion process wil
nat delay ihe effeetive date of any enforcement action,

Informal dispite resolution in Do way is to e construcd as a forma! evidentiury hemiug,
it is an Informal administrative Process 1o discuss deficiencos, ff vou wil] be
avcompanicd by counse], vou mus mdicate this in vou request tor informal dispute
reselution, You will by advised in writing of the decision reiated {0 the informg| digpute
process,
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§arcise Nylyes B RN

Ficensee: Wilton Meadowes | lealthy Care Cenger
Waelity Mame: Wilion Mesdow s Headth Care Conler
Faeiliny Sddvess: 40 Lambany Road 81 7
Wiltor, 01 0nge7

Phe following citation is jssued purstiani 1o Sections 195-524 throngh 194-528, inclusive of the

Connecticul General Statules:

Ao Natwre aud Seope of Yiolation(s):
I Aninspection of this faci lity concluded on April 28, 2011 revealed the

following:
8. R #3's diagnoses included cardiovascular aceident. seizme disorder and

hypertension. Review of the Minirsum Data Set dated 1273 10 identificd an
wahility 10 complete the Brief Interview for Moental Stafus, short and long lerm
memary deficits with inattention and ahered level ol conscivusness. Review of the
resident care plan dated 17711 identified iotal care in activities of Daily Living with
Ccxiensive assistance for iransfors, ambulag on, bathing, personal care and toileting,
Review of the nurse's notes dated 171171 identified that R #3 complained of
shoulder pain and upon assessment, dimpling was noted and the resident developed
increased pain on range of motion. Review of the clinical recard identifiod an x-ray
dated 111711 which identified a stight anterior inlerior displucernent of the

fenoid fossa. Subsequently, R #3 was hospitalized
e

humerus in relationship to the al
ke right shoudder. lnierview with NA#3ond271

and underwesit a reduction of ¢
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tvesdipidion was inconelesive, interview with the radiologist on 320821 at T
P24 adentitiod Qast peneralby anmtesion disTocition Jo e sdwubdor wonkd ot oo
anbess there was vadiveet hlow 1o the shoelder, o fall or Toreefu) mgeinp. This e
o injure would nol aeewr sponanconsty imless the reshilent fraed o preyioms histosy

with disleeaion ol this shondder and would came imniediaie pain,

B nbstules amadfor Bepplntiony Viofafed:
Repshstion of Connecticnt Stale Apencics (Public Healih Code) s tolated 18,

section 91 3-D81 (I andor (im)(20A) andfor (C).

£, Classifieation of Vielation(s)
Clags B in accordance with Section 190-527-1 (bY(6) and/or (b)(8) ol the Regulalions of

Conneefieid State Agencies {(Public Heatth Codu).

B Amount of Civil Penalty to be imposed in accordance with Covnecficut General
Statules Bections 192-527 and 192-528: - S545.44

ROTIFICATION OF ELECTION TO CONTEST CITATION

I the licensee wishes to conlest this Clitation, the adminigtraior or his desipnee must within three
days. excluding Satwrdays. Sundays and holidays, of veceipt of the Citation by the licensee, shall
notify the Supervising Nurse Consultant who signed the citation by contacting Facility Licensing
and [nvestigations Section (FLIS), Depariment of Public Health, 410 Capital Avenue, SIS4LT
HSRL PO, Box 340308, Hartford, Connecticut 161 34-0308, tefephone number (880) 309-7300 or
any Supervising Nuwrse Consultant within FLIS (same addross. same telephone number).
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Fach Class A ar Class 18 Cintion shall be promivently posted in the porsing home
eited s0 a5 (0 be visible {o any resident; inclndipg those in swheelehairs and fo

any employee ov visitor of the nuvsing home unti) the violation has heen

caryeeted to the safisfaction ef fhe Commissioner of Public Heallh or the

Citation ine been vacaied by the {‘onunissioner. Failure 1y comply with this
reguirement constitutes 2 violation of Conneeticut General Statufes Section 194-540.
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Diane ¥ Addabbe, Nurse Consultand
David DeMaio, Health Program Asseciate
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Ry BTATE OF CONNECTICUT

PYEPARVNE S O PO 0 AT L

SATPORTANTNOLICN . PLEASE READ CAREFLY

Cetober 6, 201}

Amdrew Krochko, Administrator
Wilton Meadaws Heatth Care Oen
39 Danbary Rl ] 7

YWihion, T 06807

Dewr My, Krochko:

(n September 28, 2071 muhipde complaint iz estipmions visis were soncided a SOl
Jacility by the Sate of Connecticn, De partinent of Juhlu Headta, Tavilin Licenvng o
Invesiigations Scction fo determine i your faciliy was in comypliznee wid Fodo

renuirements for nursing homes participating in e Nedivare and Medizad proones,

This survey found the most serious delicience(ies) i vour fecilin to e

Isoluted deficiencies that constitute actuad harm that is not mmediate jeopards
wheveby sienificant corvections are reguired (G).

All yeferences to regulatory requirements comtained in this leteer are found in Tiie =2
Code of Federal Regulations.

An Fnforeement Cyele has been initiated based an the eitation uf deficiencies it a

"D level or greater at your facilit, All stntutoryimandatory enforcement remedies
are effective hased onSeptember 28, 2011 the beginning suryev of the Enforcement
Cyele. Your Enforeement Cyele beaun with the Sepiember 28, 2011 survey. All
surveys conducted after September 28, 2011 with deficicncies af 2 “D™ level or
greater becorne a parf of this Enforcement Cycle. The enforcement evele will aot
end uatil substantial compliance is achieved {or all deficiencies from ail surv £ys
within an enforcement cvele, Facilities are expected (¢ achieve and majptain
continuous substantial compliance.

A Plan of Correction (PoC1 for the deficiencies must be subnii=ed - by the Dk day ufi
ihe facility receives its Statement of Dediciencies (T ﬂrm C S 2536750 Your P Cserves 28
vour written allegation of comphmca F ImL o “u:\;z el

day fh,er the du» aan for tucmzsa onofa %C

Fhone: 1588, 007
Tele phigrie Device far the A e L LT Nt
410 Coputal 4 vam:e* A18 = TSR
PO Box 220378 F aviford. T 96735

An Epual Oppmsmzf_,. Emppiorer
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W Audhew Kioechhe, Admrnisakn
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Pyean M. Kagehko:

‘S his is paanended editinn of the vielation etter veinstzdly dated (Hober by M.

P himnoeneed viesis wene sunde 1 Wihan Veadows Health Cane Lot vonchind g o Heptemier 22
representinivis of the Faoliy ] winsieg g Foveuripsions Seerion of the Depiaiman o Puleiie Pleokin bor the avpess ot

et iy prdiiple vesheniions

";1‘.’}.‘.

Atfached we the violtens of the Repaltions ol Conpeeiic Ly Avenoes el o Ceperat satdes e Uoprectivet el

woie woted during the covrze of Uie Visit

Yo may wish 1o dispe the vieliiions and yormiy be provided witd: the appuinan b oo, 1 the vielutic
rerposdded 1 by Octobier S onategness o a meeting is net isade by tae sipaled iee e e st e
deemed admifed

Plese sddiess st vioknion with s prospeetive plan of cuneeiiod wihivh i Indes the fobowny compaos

1. Messores 1o prevent the reennence of the identified viclstion. fe.g.. puicy procedire. tservice prognem. 1

Phrte coyreeive measare wili be offeced.

[

[dewtify the staff member. by tdtle. who his heen designated <he responsipitny for jeosbonie the ndividusl plan ¢d
correction sulanited for cadh vielation.

-

We do not antichpate mokiny any practiioner reforsls o this time
1f there are any questions, please do nos hesiae 1o contact This office at 156061 50R- 70

Respecifullv,

sttt et s

AMaureen H. Klet RNLC, MU
Supervising Nurse Consulzani
Facility Licensing and Investipations Section

MHR:DDmk

Complaint # CT 12254, CT 12500, CT 12501, CT 10623, CT 10621, CT 12678, €O 210 e T
12865

: f.“. Phiune. 1565 30%-"40
@ Telephane Device jor the Deai” (3661 3 -0
420 Capitrd Avenue - MS = J2HSR
P ) Box 340208 Hartford CT L5134
An Egued Opportenity Empicior
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hoth e nrsing walf and physician about bng e coneens, Pterviens with M2
R0 P identiBied tha besshe was aware of Person S ooty and T odne ated Povian s Dl
the necessity of the medication Tterview withh RCe on 9771 at V@ AR idenntied that
Person 27 objected 10 e adsninistialion of the Weppre and ihe station was druseed wai
MDA Stafl continued o adminisier the medivition is crderesd, Hpweves, whon Person #0wias
present REG wonld vefuse. R eview of the Resident Care Plan failed o address ibe frmie with
medivation complismee anddor seasures tobe vesy wisible perseis conar st the el
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refusil.
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Based on chweal yeeord revisws, abservation anl mtenview e one wesident af thres residenis 0

coviewed Tor skin issues. The findings include:

a REG's diagnoses inchided cardiovasculir pecidest, dvsphapia md scigte Jisesde s The i
Diata Set (MDS) dated 1714410 sdentifed short werm anemory oss, inet Jeng K menssy il
moderately impaired cogmiion. Review of the Restdenm Care Plan (RCPY dated 62401 idenutied
potentin} for alteration in skin infearity/breahdown v jih related interventions for woekly shin
checks, Review of weekly body audits dated 67711 i hweugh 5911 Jaled o sdentifv woshinoaae
behind the right car. Review of Socisl Work dacnmentation dated &/28/11 identifad thet Pemon
#1 roported 1o the SecjalWarker that {here wes a seabh behind Ri6's car Review of purse's pots
dated 811717 identified that R#6 had numerous pin-point scabbed areas behind the right car with
same redness. nterview with Persan #2 on 9:26/11 at 11:00 AM identified that hesbe hud roed
an open sore behing the car of R&6 and repoyted it to the SW#1 atthe end of lune.

Interview with SW21 an 106711 at 11:45AM sdentified that the area had been reposted o
hiz/her on 6/28¢11 and he/she can't recall who hesshe reporied i 1o, Review of the nurse's potes
and physician orders from 62611 through 811711 failed to identify that the area was ussess2d OY
yrsing uniil 8:11711, physician notified and a treatment ordered.

LoD

"The following are violations of the Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies Section I ShE
{m) Nursing Staff (2¥CY.

4. Based on clinical record reviews, ohservations and interviews for one ol seven rexidents 2 ho

required siafl assistance for transfers (RE9) andsor one of thres resicents obsened for pesidoning i
bed, the facility failed Lo ensure that sesidents were transferred in accordance with the pien of

prevent injury. The findings include:

2 R# 9 was admitted to the faciiity on 1733
after a hospitalization for muscle wealness. The Minfmum Das2 ¥ VDS Jated 226000
sndicated that R&¥ required the assistance of twe or mese i '

ATt

room. Physician ordeys dafed March 26 directed the resident's st i e v




U IR Wl g Hlealip b et ey
DAL O] VISTE Sepiember JH KR!
THY $O) EOWENG VIOEA TIORE O 1T REL

CEATE AGERNTIES AMbOi N RS AR
WREIDE R TRAHED

wiere s neeessist

Phe Tollowig e vioknons of e Repalations of Copmeiont sl Apeppeaos Sty VTR

(o) Medieal Records (-

Yape ol

Ao O CORNEOTTIOT
GERRAE ST EE

f Panedd ot clindeal reenrd ey tew and insterviess for et B2 ol thyee sestdents toviewsd oy the
pevision of vine the facibity failed 10 niaintain 2 climeal revord that contadned Sl ent o vien

it adddressed i contined medication issoe Phe Tndings imcinde

o, G dinpuoses inctuded cardiowseeuln necident, dvsphaniz sl e dfvorder Phe Mimean

s St goted 11 H deniified shortlenm menian o, intact Jomn e ooy W

modermely mpaieed cogmbon. Review of the Regidem Care 1 RO sl 6T ey ted

al 1isk Tor injury doe fo serzose Aisorder with inersentiony weomedic

ol on antreonye it

ardered md 1o nofily the physician of any coizae disorden, Phyveivim andos Amed 70
Jiected e ahmimistration of Keppra 230 mg fi B didly, Review o she MMedication

3

Admimstration Reeord (MAR) dared 5340 rough 6725015 pdenofivd the il

sabed D1 el of

Kappi out of 8 ceheduled 127 dose, Interview with Person S o W61 et 1100 RT T Red
that hefghe wanted fhe Keppra Jscontinmed mnd bad spoken 1 boeth sine mursing stafl asd

"

hveician about higther coneem. Tterview with MDE 2 an 900
[y

4t

hesshe was aware of Peyson 7. s concem and had cducated Persondlw

11 an 23RS idaiiied that
il the pecesster of the

medication. Inferview with RN on 0711 at 13030 AM identified that Person 27 ohjected ©

fhe adiministration of the Keppra and the situation was discussed

1 with MD=ED Sadt continped W

administer the medication as ordered. However, when Person 2 was preseail A6 woudd refuse.
Review of fhe chinical record failed to idetify 2 physician prozress nule {har retlects that the

medication issne wis addressed end the fannh educated abewt the vithatien ol he boeppra.
- L
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POC Tor vinlation o reenlations of Cogecticny Apencies Section 19 [ g g Nelien)
Keeards (0 ¢y

Kesidens o ¢ js ecelving Keppa medicitions ae andered by e e g iy sifarn,

Residents wln aefise medic wion e the potentiol 1 e alfeeted by the idemified deficien
praetiee.

Terassure tha this identificd delrivnt proctive does yof reenT we e taking (he tellenving
COCCl e nvsres:

Atlending physicians will be cosacted aceording to oy Poliey & Pracedire s hen o residong
ind or fonily member iy velusing administraton of preseribed medications to ensure ihe
physiviin cduciles the resident and o Famity meanber about e miportace of secepting the

preseribed mediention. A correspanding mogress note fom e physician will be oblaiged.

Randam andits will be condcted weekhy for 2 monts 1o ensure she chinical recorndy o
coimpnleic with phveician progiess note documentigiog,

The results of the audic will be reported 1o the Quality Assurance Assessmen Committee. which
will recommend any further corrective measwes, indicated,

The Direcior of Nursing wilf implement thiy plan of vorrection,

Complete Date: November 2,201

H vou need any lurther information, Dlease contaet me ai {2035 834-0199.

Stncerely,

A
Andrew S. Krachlo
Administratlor

439 Danbiery Road (Route 7} Wilion. Connecticus 08897 Phone: (203) B34-0199  Fax: 270 5 LT
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Frank ). Poto, MLD,
Connecticut Dermatology Group, b,
701 Meln Aye., Stiita 102
Norwalk, CT 08853
(203) 8i0-4151
Saptember 30, 2033

Arty Matihew Capute
6 Lackapur Lano
Horwals, U7 UGBS0

fa: Bonsthy Partch

Dur V.7 CQWW:

&s pt our discsssion thls tvarning, Mrs, Pacich has a blopayseonfirmed skdn coner caifud basal
o toll carcinama on the baek 02 her slght ear. She s schaduied to havathis ramaved on /70141,
The protedura 5 called Mohs miceogeaphic susgeny. | s an outpatiant procodure dovg i the
oéfice Ustag loval anpsthelic. Potentts) risks inckide adverse mectlonto the ansstiudle,
blerding. Infection and residual scarring andfar deformity of tho ear. Generaity, fuwaver, this
i & very safa procadurs and serlavs complicatlons are ram. Mohs suvgery is generally becepoed

&6 th tteatiment of chotee for this typs of skin canses In the hetd ond nack region.
Pieges call ¥ you negd eay further Informatfen,

S!nﬁ&ra 7

2 Frank 4, Finto, 14,5,

2038 307 w3 ip BYRELETEUE

{8

!
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O i S recd
1103, flax 1IN
bt £ BRI 0D

ERBORGE EL FREHES
ATDINEY GIENVHRAL

Oce of The AMtoraey Geoeral
Feok (R RO VINS

Siale of Congecticut. ok #tds S0t
Faxe (5510 Sirg. 540

September 1,201

Andrew Krouhko, Admiisintor

Wilion Meadows Rehabilitation wad Heabtheare Center
434 Danbmy Road, (Route 7}

Wi, 177 Q6RO

RE: Marforie Porich

Vyear My, Faochko:

Frepresent Namey Sebalter, the onnecticut Long Term Cae ()[lll)llcf‘\tfhlll M. Shaffer
hay asked me o conlaed you re mldmp your August 19, 2017 leter to Majorie Partely, a copy of
which was sent 1o Dan Lenman, the R(‘j_’lﬂl]d! Owmbsudsman, Ms, Shadler and Mr. Lerman are

concerned about o serlous insecuracy in your August 19" fetter that requires ansendinent. You
stade 1hat “Tnteytunately, we bad {o institute o L.upuv:wd vigiting palicy with you, in concert
will the Jocal omdndsiman, beeause of your hebavior in wanling o entoree your vwn vicw af
freatinent.” T Gael, however, the supervised visiting poliey st issue was established by the
resident™s conmervator and Wilton Meadows; no member of the Long Term Care Ombudsmin

Progenn took any prt o that decision.

M. Shafler is concerned that there he no misunderstanding about the role her Office has
played in the Parleh case. With that i mind, would you pleasgtespond in sriting and clarify the
facts? Thank you. e

VL’I‘{ ruly yous
P 1

/"‘" Bt
o
/"‘" T
’5—-;,3?
el
4
r
q
&
.

e hgl‘ies .
Assistant Atmmw General

CCHsm

¢v: Nancy Shaffer, Connecticut State Ombudsman
Dan erman, Reginnad Ombudsman
Sarjorie Panich, 20 Devil's Garden Roud, Novwalk. CT 06854
Marjoric Parteh, S16 Liast 117 Street, Apt. 5-8, New York, NY 10009

./‘ ) \ - fl Ty gt T g
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A |
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™

August 19, 20011

Marjorie Pmitch
20 Devil's Garden Roud
Norwalk, 1 06854

Marjoiie Pavich
516 Enst 11 Street, Apt. 5-B
NY, NY 10009

Prear Ms. Partel:

Your letter 1o Lanric Pompa was referred to me. You should know that on July
29, 2011 | had our attorney, Angelo Maragos, contact your atlomey, Richord Ruplael, for
the purposes of inviting both you and Richand Raphacl to a conference here to address
your care concerns. Attorney Maragos never fieard hack. That offer stifl remains open to
you and your altorsey.

You are welcome (o visit your mather at Witton Meadows, in accordanee with ous
supervised visiting policy. Unfortunately, we had 1o iustitute a supervised vistting policy
with you, in concert with the local ombudsman, because of your behavior and wanting to
enforee your own view of freatment.

I do not agree with the contents of your letier dufed August 6, 2011, For example,
this Gucility arranged for your mother (o be evaluated by Dr. Story af his oftice on both
March 11,2011 and May 11, 2011, yei you do not mention any such visits in your letier.
Dr Story did not make any recommendations identified in your felter. At the same thme,
there were evaluations done regacding Dorathy Parich’s splint. The splint was and is
placed correctly.

1 do not address, and ry letter daes not mean (o address, all of the points raised in
your letter; suffice it to say that we did not bypass your legal authority, but ook action

{hat we deemed 10 be in the best interest of Dorothy Parich with the Norwalk Probatc
Couwt, all with your knowledge.

Wiltton Meadows

-
By //:‘{/ : /’( i

Andrew chhk(i Hs Administrator

Ce: Dan Lerman, Ombudsman
Mathew Caputo, Esq.

439 Dandury Road (Route 7). Whittan, Connecticut 06897 Phone: (203) 834-0199  Pax: (203} 834-2646
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Digcharge Summary PARTCH, DOROTHY - 149624

sl by Chachurgo Sumnigry
Rl diter: OF Moy 2013 10:28
Reitli status: {nawih
Ereolintor infey, 1GO2GGGEY, NORWALRKHOS?, Inpallont, 04£2202013 -

Date of Admission; April 22, 2013
Oate of Discliope: May 17, 2013

Hospltol Altend ng, Dy, Dlego Vialonels,

Dr. Waodherhit,

D Uarisiy

Congulting Phnlelans: Dr. foskin, hematologyoneolugy

Reswson for Adiaslon: Unrespongiveness, ditficully breathing

Histopy of Prosast iness: Patient Is an 83-year-old Caucasian femal, aphasic al haseling as por nu sing stafl al ibe
LCF, with histor 7 of carebrovascular acetdent in 2003 and in 2010 with folt sided hentiparesio ond aphasia, found
unresponsive wlh difficolly breathing this moming by the house staff of Wilton Meadows extandsd care facitity with
fover of 101.6 c1d O2 sals in the 80s. She also had low blood pressura with 805 systolic and tachyeatdia of 116,

Physical Examiostion,
Vilal signs on adission: leisiperature 99.9, heard rate 86, respiistory rale 26, blood prassure 10545, saluration 92%,

CnIoun Bir,
Gen.: Ellerly Ca scasian female it no acule distross, not responsive 10 vaice, not 1ollowing commands, responsive o

painlul silepeli.

HEUENT: Pupils wacliors difficull to assess a8 the patient doesnt open hey eyes to conmand and keep them closed
Dry nwcous metibranes, absent 2 frontal teath,

Nuck: No lymphs denopathy, JVD

Hoar; Regular rete and rhythm, §1-52, no rubs gallops or muceurs

Lungs: poor insgd-atory effort, no ceackles, sporadie rhonhi,

Aldoimen: Sofl mmntender nondistended, bowel sounds apprecmted, no guarding or rebound,

Extremities: Chrasic venous status chunges bilaterally, ao edema, weak pulses paipable bitalerally on dursalis prdis
Skin; Dry and psl: with chironic changes, venous status changes on both fower exiremitios.

Newro: Difffeult ta parform as ihe patiend ducsi't follow coramands and is not responsive 1o voice, Abzent roflex in
the left upper and left fower extremifics, righl arrm contracted refloxes difficuis to alicit, norma! 2+ reflex in the right

ez,

Data: UA, Leuko Ao Ester: Trace, Frotein-Urinaly: 1+, D4i22M13 08:07  WBC Count: 5.1 K/UL, Hemoglobin: 9.8
ofdt., Platelel Co it 63 KAUL, INR: 1.9 {Low), Sadium: 177 mmolil, Polassiura: 2.2 mmolil, Chioride: >14G
mmoliL, Calcium’ 5.7 mgfdl. CO2. 19 mmolll., BUN: 84 mgidl, CREATININE: 0.8 mg/di, TSH: 0.29 ull/mi

Hospilal Course:;

1. Hypernatremial aftered mental status- secondary o severe dehygration

Was lieated initial y with isotonic fluids and then changed fo hypotoric fiuis o decreased the hypernatremia
progressively over the gourse of days. Patient had multiple sirokes, at baseline aphasia and left sided hemiparasis
After IV fluid and 2orcection of hypernatremia, patient is now back to baselina mental status. She was on Keppra
250mg BID for sei:ure precaution before admission, Keppra level was measured to he 12.7 at lower gnd of
therapeutic leved, keppra was temporary increased 1o 500 mg b.l.d. and now changed bark to 250 b.id. after

discussed with net rology D, Story verbally.

2. F. Coli Pyeloner hritis

Page Tof 3

Printed by The mpson, Jean
{Coalinued)

Frinled an: GE/17/2013 14:36




0/ :‘a-li/ s s e As FIENT LA B AR SR TG B T ot s/

Dincharga Summary PAIR FCH, DOROTHY - 149624

Wi teaated v cafldnsone IV, no complicotions

o 7"‘-.“.
Wirs honted with Vancoryeln 1V for b7 days howeyoer sliflposiiive for MIRBA ndnal seraan 50 must remali o sontact
pCLONS, e

4, MRESA pnes nonia (

AL O ynge sl dysphagla
Patiant wos deamed unsafe 1o lake madicationsfubrilon PO, she had a PEG placed and Tube leads have heen

wonnitgg o6 ol with no rosiduals,

&. Avule Kidney Injury
Most likely Sue o hypovelemia, resolvixd willt fuids, patient remains al hior baseline Groa.

G, Llevatod INR
Mast likedy due o vitamin 1< dofichency as it came back to normel after vilamin I was provider, Since transforrod ol

of 1CH, it hag G an slablo.

7. Low T'&H
Most icely due to Jevolhyroxsne, it was decreased from 100nwgy/day to 7Hmegiday upon adrission, witt need {/u TSH

within 1 wook.

8, icronyiic s emia: Pattont pregseoted wilh wlevated MOV (113,4), ovr Hb (8.6), normal B12 and futale, Tron studdy
rovessls a patlern of angmia of chroric disnase, mildly efeviied LU g mildly elevated hapatogiokin are against
hemolytic anentia, normat to low retictiar count was 0.2%. As pi condition improving, MCV is alsg ducreasing ta
close (o normal - ange of 99.4. The etiology of macroeytic anemia is snclear st this point, it i nof due ta folate or 512
deficienay, not 4 ¢ o ietiodosytosis, tha underlying etiolagy of hypothyroidism, which can cause macrocyile anemia,
howaover patien: was on levothyroxing supplementation and T5H was severely suppressad on admigsion, indicating
adequate thycosne, We are unsure what's the cuase of macrocytic anemia, Over the entire hospilat stay, patient’s
hemoglobin bas seen slohle and impsoving, guaiac lests hag beoen negative.

Nulrition: Javity © e, b0ce he for 22 bus { ke be stopped 1 1w befare and 1 after levotliyroxing is given)

OO 1o chait, o4 received DV prophylaxis witl heparin SC TID

PICE line was ¢/ 5 days ago as antibiolic course was complete.

Socint issues: pstienl’s daughter has a jawsuil against nursing horme,at first it was not plear if daughter still have POA
or if the pt was conserved by state, after several attempts - POAjudge was selin place and then changed with legal
dorumentation was pending for several days.

Discharge Diagrses.

1. Hypernatremis

2. Towie- Metabo ic encephalopathy

3, Hypokalemia

4, Hypocalcemiz

5. Acute Kidney Injury

8. Low TSH secowary to over treatment with levothyioxine
7. Oropharyngest dvsphagia sfp PEG

8. MRSA pneumc nia

9, E. coli urinary t aut infection

10 Thrombocytcpenia secondary fo sepsis

11. Severe Sapsi:

42 Flevated INE secondary to vitamin K deficiency

Printed by: Tl ompson, Jean Page Zof 4
(Continued}

Printed on: CEA7/2013 14:3€
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Diseharge Surmmeary PARTCGH, DOROTHY - 110624

Eisedrgga M dicationa Fst:

Japinin {asphin) , 81 myg, PEG Tub, once a day

fevoliracetam (IKoppa}, 250 g, PEG Tube, every 12 hour

lovothyroxing Jovelbyroxing 76 mog (0.078 my) oral tablel), PRG Pabe, oneo g oy

Disposilton: slable iy diselunge o FCH

Piticnt Inatrud Bong: please Tollaw upowith PCP (D, Porind within 1 week aog rapest Chom and FEH within 1 waek

Lauron Baung nn, M
8t-A4785
Ploase codi me with ony questions

Shyhatave Lin

{Elzctronically Sighed on 0540113}

CABVROPERIZFA . DANILE Tiouse ficer, W0

Completed A don List:

oy foum e CASPHOPERRIEA . DANTEL. Houne Officer, M on D7 Moy 201% 10:4)
PModify by CASPROPEREITA . DANIEL  Houge Officer, MY on 07 May 2012 10:43

PoGign by COSTROPEREIRA , DANTEL Houme Officex, MD on 07 May 2013 10:43 Hegueated
Iy CASTRORERRIEA |, DANIEL  Heouse 0FFjoer, MD oon 07 iy 2003 10:43

fModity by Boumann , Lauren  House Officer, MD on 10 May 2017 10:06

* ModiLy by Bamann . Lhauren House Of flecer, Mo on 11 Mav 2013 J1:32

¥ Moddfy by Bapmann , Lauven  House OFficer, ™MD on 1l May 2013 L1:32
© rodify hy Baumann . Layren House OFficer, MD on 11 BMay 2013 11:133
" Mol fy Yy Bavmann , Lauven  House Officer, M2 on il May 2013 11:34
Modify by Baumann , Tauren House Officer, WD on 11 May 2013 11:31%
Modi £y by Raumann , Lauren Houge Officer, MD on il May 2013 11:38
wodify by Banmarm , Lauren  House Officer, WD on 31 Moy 2013 11:38
Sign by Bjumann , Lauren House Gfficer, D on 11 May 2013 11:2R
Modify by Baumann , Lauren House Officer, MD on 17 Bay 2013 i4;:29
Sign by Baumann , Lauren Heuse Gifilger, D un 17 Moy 2013 14:29

oA oA e s .
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Mamne, PAITICH, DOROTHY
intar-agency Palient Nursing Sumimary Diatez of Bhky: 117281429
Attencdimg Phystcian: WETHERLL , PATIIGIA MD
MIA - I 149624 1 10026665387
vital Signs:
T, 186 B i1 SuPHBE 110 mmkHy £ 62 i BE Sowse: Lol L) s5pi2: 96
Eyos/Ears/Ii outh
genzory Dovices/Denfures:  Nong
Sensory Befects: Motnwrhad
Gastroiniestional
Diet: Na dietary restrictions following hoapitalization
Tubae Feedings: Jevily
EmteralfGastric Tube: PEG (Peretancous entaseopic gastrostonmy)
{ast BAM: 06413 14:05
Staol incontinence: Yes
Genltourinaty
Urinary Incontinence: Y ag
Ellmination: Visicding, no difficulties
Raspiraloty
Respiratory Symptois: No abaoonalitles
Couglhe Mong
Circulatory
Cardiovascilar Symptomsg: No abnonmalilies
Edeni: Lucaded
“Neurologicat
heurclogical Symploms: Aphasic, Weakness
1L.OC: Lethargic
Qrientation: Unabie to Dsterming
Speech Characteristics: Unable fo assess
tMusculoske otal
Activity Assistance: TWo person gssistance
Galt: Unable 0 assess

Functional Limitations:
Neoromuscular Findings: Mo abnoratities

Exiremity Movement: Unequal, Other: teft arm hemiparesis
ADL s Reposition every 2 hors
Safety: Bad alarm

e Yes
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Telephone Mumber: » bl




nl/n‘d/:??mw kg P RIAEN Y AU SRt Y 1) PAGE OR/05

Pation: Core Transfen Summary PARTCH, DOROTHY - 149624
Rosufliypar: Paticnt Care Vianster Supunary

Resall et yle; 28 AR 2042 16:00

Remill sfe fus: U .

Eneounty indn; 10026R6537, NORWALIKHOSE, Inpatient, 0412252012 -

Adinlssion Date: 412202013

Transfer dale: 412000013
Houspitat sadtending: 1GU aftaneding, Or, Manfred
Constitents: | lenttology, Dr. Ruskin

Transter Disgnosts: Sovere dehiydration and hypereatienia, Severn Sepvis with UTwith Caehoriclia colt and §1AD
with MRE7., AKL miacrocytic anemia, hrombocylopenia, clovated INR,

Secondary Diagnoses:
At ders sight middle cerebral anery siroke in 2090 with left hemiplegia
Hypothyro dism

Right acel fal slroke in 2003

Normal pre ssure hydrocephatus

Bazure d: ocder

Myoeardial iarction in 2004

History of t reast cancer tr which the patient vnderwent luipectorny and radiation
Pubironary embolism

Depressior

Hypedension

Hysterecteny

Degenerai e dise disease

Diverticulce is

Bilateral oo zracts

Howel and Hsladder incontinence

Transfer Madicafion List: Current Madications

04/28/12 1413 -cefTRIAXone {cefT RiAXone) 1 gm, intravenous Piggyback, every twenly four lours

04/23/13 11:19 -Change Enteral Medication Route {Change Fnteral Medication Route) , T ea, tapical, one time, 1
dose(s)

04/23/13 1€:38 -Dextrose 6% i Water (D5W (Hypoglycemia Profocef)y , 800 ml, Infravenous Piggyback, as ordered, AS
MEEDED, * ypoglycemia

047123/13 12:38 -glucose (Dexirass 50%) , 20 mi, IV Push, as ordered, AS NEEDED, Hypoglycemia

04/23/13 12:38 -glucagon {glucagon) , 1 ml 1 mg, intra-muscular, as ordered, 1 dose(s), AS NEEDED, Hypoalycemia
04/23/13 13 38 -glucose (Glucose Chew Tab) , 4 tab 16 g, By mouth, as erderad, AS NEEDED, Hypoglycermnia
04/23/13 13 38 -glucose (Glutose Gei 16 Gm) 15 gm, By mouth, as ordered, AS NEEDED, Hypoglycernia

04/25/13 1.2 17 -heparin (hepaviny , 1 mi 5,000 unil, subcutaneous, wice a day

04/22413 22 15 -insulin lispro (LISPRO Insulin Coverage (Rapid Acting)) 2-10 unit, subgulaneous, every 8 houss
04723713 20 04 -potassium acid phosphate (K-Phos Criginal Tab) , 2 tab, Dobhefi Tube, four time a day

04/26/13 14 59 -levothyroxine (levothyroxine) 76 mes, Babhoff Tube, dnes a day

04/26/12 14 24 -magnasiure sylfaie (magnesium sifffale) | 100 ml 1 gma, Infravenous Piggyback, one time, 1 d0se(s)
04/26/13 06 11 -potassium chioride (KCLY , 30 el 40 nizg, Dobhoff Tube, once a day

04725113 15 36 ~sodium ooride (Saline Flush} , 10 mi, 1V Pushy, every 8 hours

Mage 1 ol 4

Printed by: Anastasia, Nancy
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Patior Care Transter Summery PARTCH, DOROTHY - 149624

OZHAT 140 caardiue chilmiio (Satiste Flueh) 100w, 1V Pusiy, overy 8 hours

OdtzGEY 30,48 -sodiom chlutide @Galloe Flushy | 10 mi, 1V RBash, as ordarod, AS NECDEIRD, Ohher

0412018 14:46 ~sodivm chloriie (Saling Flush) , 2.0 m, IV Push, ss eiderod, AS NEEDED, Ollwr

OAs2i03 1292 -vancoyein (Vancomyeln dosing per phamaey) , S0 ml 1 app, Intravenstis Pigayback, ene lime
Q452513 (8:46 wvancamycin {vancomyeind 1.25 gin, {ndrovenous Plggyback, every twenty four houcs

OASISHA 044 SWater (Free Water) , 200 mib nasogastiic tube, four Sime o day

O422643  Grod dovalivasotam (Keppra) 280 my, Oobhell Tube, tedee o day

ARergies: Sulfa, Laictal, Erythroneycin
Raason tor Transter: {GU fansfon (o famn cire
Hospital € owryes

1. Allzred imental stafus, increased lothargy:

Likely seocndary W sovere bypernahientia and dehydration. Patient had muliple strokes, Al basciine ophasia and left
sidect hem parests, Afler 1% fluid and correction of hypematremia, patiant is now back to baseline mental status, She was
on Keppra 250my BICH for selzare precaution bafore adnission, Keppra level way measured 10 be 12.7 allower et of
therapeutic fovel, keppra was temporary increased 1o 500 mg h.id. and now changed back to 250 huid. after digcussed

will neurch gy Or. Slory verbally.

7 Sevese | yporatremia:

On adiiss on, patieat appears lo be severely dehydrated with sodium level af 181, with free walcr deficll of 7-61., Urine
pemolarity of 871 wihich indicating the aticloyy of severe hypematranta is likely secondary 10 dehydration and unlikely
diabetic ins pldus, Patiend was aggressivety hydrated with nornal saline boluses, subsequently changed (o DAW 172 NS,
pl was als s given free water 200mi Q1D per dobhoff. Sodium was gradually correrted. Now te iy 144-147, Wil need 1o

continue nomnitor,

3. Severe epsis with MSRA+ pneurnonia and Ecoli UT)

On admissimn, patient was in severe sepsis, with bandesna, fever, hypolension and tachycardia. Respirations culture
later reveah:d MRSA pneumonia, and urinary culture revealed Escherichia cofi UTL Patient was covered with
hread-sper rum antibiotics vancomyuin ang cefeplme or 5 days, swilched {o cefinaxone for arother 2 days for z tofal of
7 days ant tiotics for E Goli UT1, and continue vancomysine for 8 days for a total of 14 day treatment of MZSA PNA,

4.Elevaled INR of 1.9
Likety secct dary lo vitamin K depletion in the setting of patient's poor nutrition. She has nol heen on any anticoaguiative

medications. Patient received 5 mg of vitamin K IV and INR s now st 1.2

5. Macrocy! © aniemia '
Patien! presonts with efevaied MOV (112.4), tow Hb {9.8), normal 812 end fulate, iron study reveals a pattern of anemia

of chronic disease, mildly elevated LDH hul mildly eievated hapatoglobin are againsi hernoiytic anernia, normai to low
velicular co Jnt was 0.2%. As pt condition improving, MGV is also decredsing to close to normal range of 95.4. The
etiology of '1:acrocylic anemia is unclear at this point, it is aot due {6 folate or B12 deficiency, not dus to reticuiosis, the
underlying 3tiology of hypothyroidism, which can cause macrocytic anemia, however patient was on levothyroxine
supplemen: tion and TSH was severcly suppressed on admission, indicaling adequate thyroxine, We are unsure what's
the cuase ¢i macrocytic anamia, Over the enlire hospiial stay, patient's hemoglobin has been stable and improving,

guaiac tests bas heen negative,

&. Thrombos ytopenia
On admissiy, platelet was 83 and treding down to 47, (hen gradually coming up to 88 loday. As per Witon mearddow
nursing raco d, patlert plalaist in Februavy vas around 180, her acide {hrambacytopenia is likely secondary 10 sepsis.

Paga 2 af 4
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She does not have slyns of bleeding, ao platelel tansfusion required, Dr. Ruskin has b following e case AR agroos
with cuit 2t managemant, Ploase continue monitoring pitelot count,

1. ARI
{ikely seadary o provenal and voluma depdotion, alter IV fluid palient BUN and creatinine gpradually come dovn Lo

pormal les af

8,7 G-t -Hasshea: On Apill 258, patient had @ leose bowel movemaent, W0 was trending up, patient recieved & dayg of
cefepimme, o-diffwils sent.

0. Decressed TSH

Eathyeoic sivk syndrome vs Lovolhyroxin overdose, we cmpirisally decreased levothyroxing dose to ¥5 meg daily (horne
dose 100meg). Patient will need recheck TSH and T3, T4 [ one swnth after acute #iness rosolved and adjust
Invothyrgne dosnge.

10, Suna ssues: patient's daughter have a lawsuit against nursing horae, not clear if daughler still have POA o1 ptis
consaved by staln, please T with case manager chsely, obtain teague dosument if aceded. if drugiter need riedical
documents, please have her obtain through medical record.

Things lo Follow

1, B will: shemiielry fut hypemalremia and K+ level. CBG for thrombocylopeania and Hi,

2, Conlinve cefraxone far another 2 days far a talal of 7 days antiiolics for & Coli UTL and vascomycine for 9 days for
a total of 1.6 day treatment of MIRBA PNA,

3. PIGEC lin 1 ingerted today and fermoal line rermuoved.
A4, Please by on the ediff resull and improvemont of diarhea
b, PLis stili on Debhoff fube feed, please consider swallow pvaluation end place pt back on PO diet once stable,

65, As tor o« posilion, daughter dose not wan! {0 go (g wilton meadove, however, nol sure if she sl have POA, please fiy
willy G,

Wen Yang, PGY1
#831-2464, Please page me with any questions. Thanks.

Signature Line

(Fiectronically Signed on 04/26/13)

YANG  WEN House Officer, MD

Compicted Action l.ist: ) o
+ pepfaort by TANG , WEM House Offleex, UMD OR 26 Rpril 2ZOLE 16:22

il
+ dodify sy YANG , WEN Houze oificer, YD on 26 April 2113 20:39
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Internal Medicine Associates of Darien, P.C.

30 Old Kings Highway South
Darien, CT 00820
203-655-8749

Fax: 203-056-07H

S

September 17,2013

Mrs. Marpery Partch

C/o David Vita, Director of Social Justice
The Unitarian Church in Westporl

10 Lyons Plains Road

Westport, CT' 06880

To whom it may concer:

Mrs. Dorothy Partch has been a patient of mine since 1979, Mrs. Partch suffered a severe stroke
several years ago and has been in a nursing home for some fime. She is currently at Aurora
Senior Living of Norwalk in Norwalk, CT.

The patient also has a seizure disorder and is on medication for this and followed by Dr. Darry!l
Story for her neurologic problems.

I saw Mrs. Parich in my office September 9, 2013 at which time she was brought in by a
stretcher from the nursing home. The patient would open her cyes when I spoke o her but was
not verbal. Her examination did not reveal any new acute problems. Her daughter would like to
take the patient home on the “Money Follows the Patient” state program. I see no reason not fo
do this as the nursing home is not providing anything that could not be done in the home. The
patient has long made it known to me that she would like to remain at home and her daughter is
also very much in favor of this.

If there are any specific questions or I can be of help, please contact me.

Yours,

Philip E. Negus, M5,

Philip E. Negus, M.D. « Charles Miner III, M.D. « Amanda Collins-Baine, M.D.
Susan M. Collins, M.D. « Donald Stangler, M.D.

~iuterr W




Nourology Progress Note Partch, Dorothy - 159

Nourology Visit*
Nonrology Assoclaton of Norwalk, P.C,

Pallood;  Parteh, Rorothy MRN: 160 FIN: 44040
App 03 yoars  Sux Fomale DO 1172011020
Associnted Dingnoses: Nono

Author;  Story MD, Daryl

NEUROLOGY ASSOCIATES of NORWALK, P.C.
Follow-up Visit

Vislt information

Do of Service: 092412013 02:10 pm Parforming l.ocalion: Neurology Associntes of Norwalk Encountor#: 44040

Visit type: Scheduled follow-up.
Accompaniod by, Steffmemberfem-Willon-Meadows, daughter Marjorio.

Chlof Complalnt »% 7/ 2—?’/ /3

Followtp slalus post strake, seizure,

History of Present Hiness
| lnst saw the patient in Oclober 2012,
in Norwalk Hospital in §Pring 2013 with pheumonia,

Information from daughtar:

Daughter says she is up every day in a tilted wheelchair 3-4 hours per day,

Not eating any meals. Fed by G-ube. Failed swallow avaluations at Norwalk Hospital in May.

Gurrantly she has a cough.

Says yes and no, No sentences, She said "ow you're hurling me" once.

Kappra 260 bid and no known seizures,

‘Fhe current effort on the part of Marjorie is to have her mother return home. Plans and funding for construction in the house are
underway. Staffing lo provide 24/7 total care at home through funding by "Money Follows the Patient."

the patient was cared for at home by her daughter, Marjorte from approximately 2005 { which is when | met fhe patient) until the time
of the stroke in 2010 after which she has been in nursing home care.

Raviow of Systems
the patient cannot communicate and a full review of systems could not be obtained.

Health Status
Allergies:
Allargic Reactions {Selected)
Saverily Not Documented
LamoTRlgine (No reactions wera documented)
Sulfa drug {No reactions were documented)
Medications: (Selscted)
Documented Medications
Dogumented
Keppra 250 my oral tablet: 250 mg, 1 tab(s}, po, bid
Synthroid: daily
asplrin 84 mg oral tablet: 81 mg, 1 tab(s), po, daily
Problem list:
All Problems
Breast Caf 1749 / Conflrmed
Dementia 1 284.20
Depression f 311 / Confirmed
HTN {Hypertension) / 401.8 / Confirmed

Printed by: Story MD, Daryl Page10f3
Printed on: 9/24/2013 3:21 PM EDT {Continued)




Nourology Progress Note Partch, Dorothy ~ 1569

Hypothyroldism / 244.9 7 Conlinned
Lato offect of slroke / 438.9 7 Gonflimard
Saizuro 7 780,38/ Confirmed
“2004"
Stroke / 434.91
"RIGHT QCCIPITAL STROKE 2003"
RIGHT MCA STROKE 2010

Histories
Paast Madlcal History:
No octivo or resolved past medical history ilems have been seleclod of racordad,
Family History:
No family history itams have been selectod or recorded.
Procoedure history:
No aclive procedure history Hems have been selected or recorded.
Boclnl History.
Alcohol Assessment: Denies Alcohot tise
Tobacco Assessmenl: Denles Fobacco Use

Physical Examination

VS/Measuramanis
Vitat Signs
0242013 3:14 PM EDT Peripherat Pulse Rate 76 bpm
Systolic Blood Pressure 890 mmHg
Diastolic Blood Pressure 60 mmHg
Mean Arterial Pressure 70 mmHg
, Measurements from flowshest : Measurements
9/24/2013 3:14 PM EDT Height 62in
Weight 1301b
BSA 1.6 m2
Body Mass Index 23.77 kgim?2

Documanted vital signs: Blood Pressure { Sitting, Cuff )

the patient was in a wheelchalr, Her eyes are closed during the malority of the visit, She was nonverbal. She did not follow any commands.
SHe has some intermiltent eye opening and regards, for a few seconds only. She resisted eye opening and no and during altempted
examination of the eyes. Pupils appeared to ba round but reactive he could not be tested because of poor cooparation. Visual fields
could not be tested. Meillity was grossly conjugate but not formally tested. The face was gressly symmetric. The left side of the body
was plegic with an extended rigid left anm. thera was some semi-purposefully movement of ihe right am. Withdrawal to noxieus right
leg. Daop tendon reflexes were hypaactive throughout, partiatly due o hypeitonicity. There was a Babinski sign and left lower extramity

triple flexion. rM¥‘f'?0uhd ma o qjh - ﬁé ?}1 {h3
limpression and Plan

This 83-year-old woman has severe reurological deficils due to siroke episodes, with the last significant event in 2010 causing her o
be in need for total care. She has left-sided hemiplegia poor arousabliiity and poor inferaclivily based cn exam today. Shelis fed
by G-ube.

She has a prior history of a selzure disorder, presumably due to an earlier stroke in the left occipital lobe. she has not had recent
seizures on Keppra. She s on as low a dose as | am comfortable with, 260 mg b.i.d.. | think that her risk of seizure off of
medication would be significant.

The desire from the palients daughter is {o have her home. Patient does need 24-hour care and the assistance of 2 individuals for
transfers using a Hoyer lift If all 1his is available in the patient's home along with all the necessary equipment, then from a
neurological standpoint § would have no reason fo oppose this effort. Her daughter Marjorie has at least 5 years experience caring
for the patient at home up untll the more severe siroke incident in 2010, My impression was fhat the care provided at home during

Printed by: Story MD, Daryl Page 2 of 3
Printed on: 9/24/2013 3:21 PM EDT {Continued)




Nourology Progress Noto Partch, Dorothy - 159

thin tma woa oitontive nnd comprolionsiva,

il continue to soe the pntlent porlodiontly for nourotogicn tollowup.

Signature Line

Shgned and Anthorod by Daxyl Htovy Mb on 0972472014 03:20 PM B

Charled Dale; Saplomber 24, 2013 2:46 PM EDT

Subject / Title: Neurology Visit *

Potformed By: Story MD, Daryl on September 24, 2013 2:52 PM EDT

Eloclronically Signad By: Story MD, Daiyl on September 24, 2013 3:20 PM EDT

Visit information: 44040, Nourology Assoclates of Norwalk, Oulpatient, 9/24/2013 -

Prinfed by: Story MD, Daryl Page 3of 3

Printed on; 9/24/2013 3:21 PM EDT (End of Report)
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Dv, Randy L. Schubmar
br. Juanita I Colliey

Aoticndioral Oplomntists

139 Main Streel
Horwalk, CT 068651
'hone: (203) 840. 19
Fise (203 8401980
wwwwiviohworks com

December 20, 2010

To whom it may concern: ’

Fwrite this letter as a character reference on béhatf of Marjorie

Partch. | have known Marjorie for over 5 years both professionally
and as a friend.

Marjorie's dedication to boih her spirituality and her family is to be
commended. She goes above and beyond in her approach 1o her
work as well as her commitment to her mother in particular. She
helped her mother through her ilihesses and supported her in her
vision therapy program at my office and in her home therapy
program. Marjorie made sure her mother came to therapy sessiong

and did her home activities and was instrumental in Dorothy’s
forward progress.

I trust that Marjorie has her mother's best interests at heart.

Sincerely,
: /{ri Ljh,gé;f‘.;_.; ;«K/—I'ﬁ"’i oo, C_.'ff:_;

Randy L. Schulman, MS, OD, FCOVD




