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  O P I  N I  O N

  Godda r d,  P. J .  

The  Pl a i nt i f f s ,  El e a nor  Thoma s  a nd he r  hus ba nd,  Ge r r y

Thoma s ,  a ppe a l  a  s umma r y j udgme nt  gr a nt e d i n  f a vor  of  t he

De f e nda nt ,  Dr .  Da vi d B.  Pi t t s , 1 i n  a  me di c a l  ma l pr a c t i c e  s ui t .  

The y c ont e nd on a ppe a l  t ha t  t he  Tr i a l  Cour t  wa s  i n  e r r or  i n  not
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f i ndi ng t ha t  t he  di s c ove r y r ul e  whi c h wa s  e nunc i a t e d i n  Te e t e r s

v.  Cur r e y,  518 S. W. 2d 512,  ( Te nn. 1974) ,  woul d pr e c l ude  t he i r  s ui t

f r om be i ng ba r r e d by t he  a ppl i c a bl e  s t a t ut e  of  l i mi t a t i ons .

Our  s t a nda r d of  r e vi e w i n s umma r y j udgme nt  c a s e s  i s  s e t

out  i n  Byr d v.  Ha l l ,  847 S. W. 2d 208 ( Te nn. 1993) ,  whi c h ma nda t e s

t ha t  t he  e vi de nc e  be  vi e we d i n  t he  l i ght  mos t  f a vor a bl e  t o  t he

Thoma s e s  a nd t ha t  t he y be  e nt i t l e d t o  a l l  r e a s ona bl e  i nf e r e nc e s

t o be  dr a wn t he r e f r om.  

El e a nor  Thoma s ,  58 ye a r s  of  a ge  a t  t he  t i me  of  t he

i nc i de nt  gi vi ng r i s e  t o  t hi s  s ui t ,  ha s  be e n a  l i c e ns e d r e gi s t e r e d

nur s e  s i nc e  1965.   Pr e vi ous  t o  t he  s ur ge r y gi vi ng r i s e  t o  he r

c l a i m,  s he  ha d be e n a  pa t i e nt  of  Dr .  Pi t t s  f r om Ma y 8,  1992,

t hr ough Se pt e mbe r  14,  1992.   She  ha d va r i ous  pr e - e xi s t i ng

c ondi t i ons  a nd ha d e xpe r i e nc e d a  he a r t  a t t a c k i n  1988.   She  a l s o

wa s  a f f l i c t e d wi t h a  ga l l  bl a dde r  pr obl e m whi c h s he  de t e r mi ne d t o

ha ve  r e move d.

I n f ur t he r a nc e  of  t hi s  de t e r mi na t i on,  s he  s ought

c l e a r a nc e  f r om Dr .  Pi t t s  a s  t o  whe t he r  s he  wa s  phys i c a l l y  a bl e  t o

wi t hs t a nd t he  s ur ge r y.

I n l a t e  Augus t  1992,  whi c h wa s  pr i or  t o  t he  s ur ge r y,

s he  be ga n e xpe r i e nc i ng s hor t ne s s  of  br e a t h s i mi l a r  t o  t ha t  whi c h

s he  ha d e xpe r i e nc e d pr i or  t o  he r  e a r l i e r  he a r t  a t t a c k.   Be c a us e

of  t hi s  s he  c a l l e d Dr .  Pi t t s '  of f i c e  on Augus t  29,  31,  a nd
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Se pt e mbe r  4 ,  r e por t i ng he r  s hor t ne s s  of  br e a t h t o  t he  nur s e .   On

Se pt e mbe r  14,  t he  da y be f or e  he r  s ur ge r y,  s he  s a w Dr .  Pi t t s  a nd

pe r s ona l l y  t ol d hi m a bout  he r  s hor t ne s s  of  br e a t h.

Not wi t hs t a ndi ng t he  f or e goi ng,  Dr .  Pi t t s ,  who wa s  not

pr e s e nt  dur i ng t he  ope r a t i on,  c l e a r e d he r  f or  s ur ge r y by Dr .

Dougl a s  Va nde r bi l t ,  whom he  ha d r e c omme nde d.   Dr .  St e phe n Wi s e ma n

a dmi ni s t e r e d t he  a ne s t he s i a .   Dur i ng or  i mme di a t e l y f ol l owi ng t he

ope r a t i on,  whi c h a l s o i nc l ude d a  pr oc e dur e  t o  c or r e c t  a  c a r pa l

t unne l  pr obl e m,  Ms .  Thoma s  s us t a i ne d a  s e c ond he a r t  a t t a c k.   As  a

r e s ul t  t he r e of  he r  he a r t  wa s  s e ve r e l y a nd pe r ma ne nt l y  da ma ge d a nd

he r  c ondi t i on c a n onl y be  r e me di e d by a  he a r t  t r a ns pl a nt .

A f e w da ys  a f t e r  t he  ope r a t i on Mr .  Thoma s  ha d a

c onve r s a t i on wi t h Dr .  Cur t i s  Mc Coy,  a  c a r di ol ogi s t  who ha d be e n

c a l l e d i n  f or  c ons ul t a t i on.   Dr .  Mc Coy r e l a t e d t o  Mr .  Thoma s  t ha t

t he  da ma ge  t o  Mr s .  Thoma s '  he a r t  r e s ul t e d f r om t he  he a r t  a t t a c k

s he  s uf f e r e d not  be i ng pr ompt l y di a gnos e d a nd t r e a t e d.

The  Thoma s e s  f i r s t  c ont a c t e d a n a t t or ne y i n  J ul y 1993,

who r e f e r r e d t he m t o t he i r  pr e s e nt  c ouns e l ,  J e f f r e y D.  Boe hm,  

who t he y c ont a c t e d i n  Augus t  of  t he  s a me  ye a r .   Af t e r  Mr .  Boe hm' s

i nve s t i ga t i on,  s ui t  wa s  f i l e d on Se pt e mbe r  14,  1993,  a ga i ns t  Dr .

Va nde r bi l t ,  Dr .  Wi s e ma n a nd Dr .  Wi s e ma n' s  a ne s t he s i ol ogi s t  gr oup.

Shor t l y  t he r e a f t e r ,  on Oc t obe r  5 ,  Mr .  Boe hm c ont a c t e d

Dr .  Mc Coy,  a nd dur i ng t he i r  c onf e r e nc e  Dr .  Mc Coy poi nt e d out  t he



4

a bs e nc e  of  a  wr i t t e n r e por t  c l e a r i ng Mr s .  Thoma s  f or  s ur ge r y a nd

que s t i one d whe t he r  s he  wa s  a  s ui t a bl e  c a ndi da t e .   Whe r e upon,  t he

Thoma s e s '  a t t or ne y c ont a c t e d Dr .  Pi t t s  who a dvi s e d t ha t  he  ha d

not  be e n a s ke d t o  c l e a r  Mr s .  Thoma s  f or  s ur ge r y,  nor  ha d he  gi ve n

a ny c l e a r a nc e .   Hi s  di s c ove r y de pos i t i on wa s  t a ke n on De c e mbe r  3

i n whi c h he  t e s t i f i e d t ha t  Mr s .  Thoma s  ha d not  c ome  t o  hi m f or

a ny s ur gi c a l  c l e a r a nc e ,  t ha t  he  ha d not  c l e a r e d he r ,  nor  r e f e r r e d

he r  t o Dr .  Va nde r bi l t ,  not wi t hs t a ndi ng t he  f a c t  t ha t  hi s  me di c a l

f i l e  c ont a i ne d a  l e t t e r  f r om Dr .  Va nde r bi l t  c onf i r mi ng hi s

r e f e r r a l .    

Sui t  wa s  f i l e d a ga i ns t  Dr .  Pi t t s  on Ma r c h 25,  1994,

whi c h wa s  wi t hi n s i x  mont hs  of  c ouns e l  ha vi ng a ny hi nt  of  Dr .

Pi t t s '  i nvol ve me nt .

The  di s c ove r y r ul e  i n  t hi s  St a t e  wa s  f i r s t  e nunc i a t e d

by our  Supr e me  Cour t  i n  Te e t e r s  v .  Cur r e y,  518 S. W. 2d 512,  517

( Te nn. 1974) ,  a s  f ol l ows :  

We  a dopt  a s  t he  r ul e  of  t hi s  j ur i s di c t i on t he
pr i nc i pl e  t ha t  i n  t hos e  c l a s s e s  of  c a s e s  whe r e  me di c a l
ma l pr a c t i c e  i s  a s s e r t e d t o  ha ve  oc c ur r e d t hr ough t he
ne gl i ge nt  pe r f or ma nc e  of  s ur gi c a l  pr oc e dur e s ,  t he  c a us e
of  a c t i on a c c r ue s  a nd t he  s t a t ut e  of  l i mi t a t i ons
c omme nc e s  t o  r un whe n t he  pa t i e nt  di s c ove r s ,  or  i n  t he
e xe r c i s e  of  r e a s ona bl e  c a r e  a nd di l i ge nc e  f or  hi s  own
he a l t h  a nd we l f a r e ,  s houl d ha ve  di s c ove r e d t he
r e s ul t i ng i nj ur y.   Al l  c a s e s  c ont r a  a r e  ove r r ul e d.

Fr om t he  f or e goi ng i t  c a n be  s e e n t ha t  t he  s ol e

que s t i on t o  be  de t e r mi ne d i s  whe t he r  unde r  t he  undi s put e d pr oof
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t he  Thoma s e s  kne w or  s houl d ha ve  known of  t he i r  c a us e  of  a c t i on

a ga i ns t  Dr .  Pi t t s  on or  pr i or  t o  Ma r c h 25,  1993.

The  c a s e  o f  Gos ne l l  v .  As hl a nd Che mi c a l ,  I nc . ,  674

S. W. 2d 737,  739 ( Te nn. App. 1984) ,  a l s o di s c us s e s  t he  di s c ove r y

r ul e  a f t e r  i t  ha d be e n he l d t o  a ppl y t o  c a s e s  ot he r  t ha n me di c a l

ma l pr a c t i c e .

I n  t he i r  a r gume nt s  on a ppe a l  bot h pa r t i e s  a gr e e  t ha t
t he  pr ope r  s t a t ut e  of  l i mi t a t i ons  i n t hi s  c a s e  i s  T. C. A.  28-
3- 104,  whi c h pr ovi de s  f or  a  one - ye a r  s t a t ut e  of  l i mi t a t i ons .  
Thi s  s t a t ut e  ha s  be e n c ons t r ue d t o  be gi n r unni ng " whe n t he
i nj ur y oc c ur s  or  i s  di s c ove r e d,  or  whe n i n  t he  e xe r c i s e  of
r e a s ona bl e  c a r e  a nd di l i ge nc e ,  i t  s houl d ha ve  be e n
di s c ove r e d.   Mc Cr os ke y v.  Br ya nt  Ai r  Condi t i oni ng Compa ny,
524 S. W. 2d 487 ( Te nn. 1975) .  Ac c or d:   Hof f ma n v.  Hos pi t a l
Af f i l i a t e s ,  I nc . ,  652 S. W. 2d 341 ( Te nn. 1983) .   The r e f or e ,
t he  i s s ue  i n  t hi s  c a s e  c onc e r ns  whe t he r  t he  Appe l l a nt
e xe r c i s e d r e a s ona bl e  c a r e  a nd di l i ge nc e  i n  di s c ove r i ng t ha t
t he  Appe l l e e s '  a c t s  ma y ha ve  c a us e d he r  hus ba nd' s  i l l ne s s
a nd ul t i ma t e  de a t h,  a nd whe t he r  t hi s  i s s ue  wa s  pr ope r l y
di s pos e d of  by t he  Cour t  s us t a i ni ng a  s umma r y j udgme nt
mot i on.

We  f i nd t he  de c i s i on of  Sul l i va nt  v.  Ame r i c a na  Home s ,
I nc ,  605 S. W. 2d 246 ( Te nn. App. 1980) ,  t o  be  c ont r ol l i ng on
t hi s  i s s ue .   Thi s  Cour t  s t a t e d ( a t  pa ge  249) :

As  t o  t he  s e c ond c ount ,  t he  c ompl a i nt  c l e a r l y  s t a t e s
t ha t  Wi l l ol a  Sul l i va nt  wa s  not  a wa r e  of  t he  f a c t  t ha t
de f e nda nt s  ha d c a us e d he r  ha r m unt i l  s he  wa s  a dvi s e d
( a nd we  mus t  pr e s ume  s uc h a dvi c e  wa s  me di c a l )  t ha t
he r  e xa c e r ba t e d a s t hma t i c  c ondi t i on wa s  c a us e d by t he
da mpne s s  of  he r  l i vi ng c ondi t i ons .   The  de f e nda nt s
a r gue  t ha t  t he  c ompl a i nt  s t a t e s  t ha t  s he  be ga n t o
ha ve  a n i nc r e a s e  i n  a s t hma t i c  a t t a c ks  a bout  Se pt e mbe r
1,  1977,  whe n pl a i nt i f f  f i r s t  oc c upi e d t he  pr e mi s e s ,
a nd t ha t  t he  one  ye a r  s t a t ut e  of  l i mi t a t i ons  s e t
f or t h  i n  T. C. A.  §  28- 304 ( Supp. 1979)  r uns  f r om t ha t
da t e .   He nc e ,  de f e nda nt s  c ont e nd t ha t  t he  r e c ove r y
f or  pe r s ona l  i nj ur i e s  ba s e d on a  c ompl a i nt  f i l e d i n
Nove mbe r  of  1978,  wa s  ba r r e d.   Thi s  i s  not hi ng mor e
t ha n a n a s s e r t i on t ha t  pl a i nt i f f  s houl d ha ve  known on
Se pt e mbe r  1 ,  1977,  t ha t  he r  i nj ur i e s  we r e  a  r e s ul t  of
t he  de f e nda nt s '  a c t i ons .   Pe r ha ps  s he  s houl d ha ve .  
Pe r ha ps  not .   I n  e i t he r  e ve nt ,  i t  i s  not  f or  c ouns e l
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or  Cour t  t o  de c i de  t ha t  f a c t  on mot i on t o  di s mi s s .  
I n Mc Cr os ke y v.  Br ya nt  Ai r  Condi t i oni ng Co. ,  ( 1975
Te nn. )  524 S. W. 2d 487,  493 i t  wa s  he l d ( a nd
r e i t e r a t e d i n  t he  opi ni on on pe t i t i on t o  r e he a r )  t ha t
" a  s ui t  f or  pe r s ona l  i nj ur i e s  ma y be  br ought  mor e
t ha n one  ye a r  a f t e r  t he  i nj ur y oc c ur s ,  pr ovi de d i t  i s
br ought  wi t hi n one  ye a r  a f t e r  i t  i s  di s c ove r e d or  i n
t he  e xe r c i s e  of  r e a s ona bl e  c a r e  a nd di l i ge nc e  s houl d
ha ve  be e n di s c ove r e d. "   Whe t he r  or  not  Wi l l ol a
Sul l i va nt  e xe r c i s e d r e a s ona bl e  c a r e  a nd di l i ge nc e  t o
di s c ove r  t ha t  he  ha d a  c ompe ns a bl e  i nj ur y i s  a  f a c t
f or  a  j ur y t o  de t e r mi ne .   ( Empha s i s  a dde d i n
or i gi na l . )

Li ke wi s e  i n t hi s  c a s e  t he  Appe l l a nt  s t a t e d t ha t
s he  wa s  una wa r e  of  t he  l i nk be t we e n he r  hus ba nd' s
i l l ne s s ,  l e uke mi a ,  a nd t he  Appe l l e e s '  bus i ne s s e s ,  unt i l
ove r  one  ye a r  a f t e r  he r  hus ba nd' s  de a t h.   Si mi l a r l y ,
t he  Appe l l e e s  ma i nt a i n t ha t  t he  Appe l l a nt  wa s  not
di l i ge nt  i n  di s c ove r i ng t he  pos s i bl e  c onne c t i on  
Howe ve r ,  a s  poi nt e d out  by t he  Sul l i va nt  Cour t ,
r e a s ona bl e  c a r e  a nd di l i ge nc e  i n  di s c ove r i ng a
c ompe ns a bl e  i nj ur y i s  a  que s t i on of  f a c t  f or  t he  j ur y
unl e s s ,  of  c our s e ,  vi e wi ng t he  f a c t s  i n  t he  l i ght  mos t
f a vor a bl e  t o  t he  Appe l l a nt ,  t he r e  e xi s t s  no ge nui ne
i s s ue  of  a ny ma t e r i a l  f a c t .   Ta yl or  v .  Na s hvi l l e  Ba nne r
Publ i s hi ng Co. ,  573 S. W. 2d 476 ( Te nn. App. 1978) .   He r e
t he  Appe l l e e s  me r e l y a l l e ge d t ha t  t he  Appe l l a nt  wa s  not
r e a s ona bl y di l i ge nt  but  di d not  pr e s e nt  e vi de nc e  whi c h
woul d j us t i f y  a  s umma r y j udgme nt .    Te e t e r s  v .  Cur r e y,
518 S. W. 2d 512 ( Te nn. 1974) .

Bot h pa r t i e s  ha ve  c i t e d t he  c a s e  o f  Fos t e r  v.  Ha r r i s ,

633 S. W. 2d 304 ( Te nn. 1982) .   I n  t ha t  c a s e  t he  pl a i nt i f f  ha d

vi s i t e d he r  de nt i s t  on Oc t obe r  11,  1975,  a nd dur i ng t he  pr oc e dur e

pe r f or me d upon he r ,  t he  de nt i s t  l a c e r a t e d hi s  f i nge r s  a nd t he

pl a i nt i f f ' s  l i p ,  r e s ul t i ng i n  t he i r  bl ood be c omi ng i nt e r mi ngl e d.   

Shor t l y t he r e a f t e r ,  t he  pl a i nt i f f  be c a me  i l l  a nd l a t e r

wa s  di a gnos e d a s  s uf f e r i ng f r om s e r um he pa t i t i s ,  a  di s e a s e  t ha t

c a n be  c ont r a c t e d onl y t hr ough bl ood c ont a c t .   
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The  pl a i nt i f f ,  not wi t hs t a ndi ng he r  di l i ge nt  s e a r c h,  wa s

una bl e  t o  de t e r mi ne  how s he  ha d c ont r a c t e d t he  i l l ne s s  unt i l  s he

r e t ur ne d t o  he r  de nt i s t  on J ul y 21 of  t he  s a me  ye a r ,  a t  whi c h

t i me  t he  de nt i s t  i nf or me d he r  t ha t  i n  Oc t obe r  of  t he  pr e c e di ng

ye a r  he  wa s  i nf e c t e d wi t h t he  di s e a s e .   

Sui t  wa s  t he r e upon f i l e d,  on Fe br ua r y 11,  1977.   I n

hol di ng t ha t  t he  s t a t ut e  of  l i mi t a t i ons  di d not  be gi n t o  r un

unt i l  t he  pl a i nt i f f  l e a r ne d of  t he  de nt i s t ' s  i nf e c t i on on J ul y

21,  our  Supr e me  Cour t  s t a t e d t he  f ol l owi ng ( a t  pa ge  305) :

The  s o- c a l l e d " d i s c ove r y doc t r i ne "  wa s  f a s hi one d
t o a l l e vi a t e  t he  i nt ol e r a bl e  r e s ul t  of  ba r r i ng a  c a us e
of  a c t i on by hol di ng t ha t  i t  " a c c r ue d"  be f or e  t he
di s c ove r y of  t he  i nj ur y or  t he  wr ong.   I n  a ddi t i on t o
t he  t wo quot e s  a bove ,  t he  e nt i r e  t hr us t  of  Te e t e r s  i s
t o  t ha t  e f f e c t .

I n Mc Cr os ke y v.  Br ya nt  Ai r  Condi t i oni ng Co. ,  524
S. W. 2d 487 ( Te nn. 1975) ,  we  ove r r ul e d J a c ks on v.
Ge ne r a l  Mot or s ,  s upr a ,  on t he  r a t i ona l e  t ha t  a  c a us e
of  a c t i on doe s  not  a c c r ue  unt i l  t he  " i nj ur y oc c ur s  or
i s  di s c ove r e d. "   

I n  t hi s  c a s e ,  ne i t he r  t he  i nj ur y nor  t he  t or t
f e a s or  who pe r pe t r a t e d t he  i nj ur y we r e  di s c ove r e d
unt i l  J ul y 21,  1976.   Al l  t ha t  pl a i nt i f f  di s c ove r e d i n
J a nua r y wa s  t he  na me  of  t he  di s e a s e .   Tha t  di s c ove r y
di d not  r e ve a l  t ha t  he  c ont r a c t e d i t  t hr ough a
ne gl i ge nt  a c t  or  who t he  t or t  f e a s or  mi ght  be .   I n
Mc Cr os ke y,  i n  a ddi t i on t o  r e l yi ng on t he  r a t i ona l e  of
Te e t e r s ,  we  a dde d t he  Hor nbook pr i nc i pl e  t ha t  a  c a us e
of  a c t i on i n  t or t  doe s  not  e xi s t  unt i l  a  j udi c i a l
r e me dy i s  a va i l a bl e  t o t he  pl a i nt i f f ;  t ha t  be f or e  a
j udi c i a l  r e me dy e xi s t s ,  t wo e l e me nt s  mus t  c oa l e s c e ,
( 1)  a  br e a c h of  s ome  l e ga l l y  r e c ogni z e d dut y owe d by
t he  de f e nda nt  t o  t he  pl a i nt i f f ;  ( 2)  t ha t  c a us e s  t he
pl a i nt i f f  s ome  l e ga l l y  c ogni z a bl e  da ma ge .   Mc Cr os ke y
v.  Br ya nt  Ai r  Condi t i oni ng Co,  524 S. W. 2d 487,  489- 90.  
I t  i s  a xi oma t i c  t ha t  no j udi c i a l  r e me dy wa s  a va i l a bl e
t o t hi s  pl a i nt i f f  unt i l  he  di s c ove r e d,  or  r e a s ona bl y
s houl d ha ve  di s c ove r e d,  ( 1)  t he  oc c a s i on,  t he  ma nne r  
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a nd me a ns  by whi c h a  br e a c h of  dut y oc c ur r e d t ha t  
pr oduc e d hi s  i nj ur y;  a nd ( 2)  t he  i de nt i t y  of  t he
de f e nda nt  who br e a c he d t he  dut y.

We  hol d t ha t  unde r  t he  t wo s t a t ut e s  of
l i mi t a t i ons  t o be  c ons t r ue d i n t hi s  c a s e ,  T. C. A.  §  28-
3- 104 a nd T. C. A.  §  29- 26- 116,  pl a i nt i f f ' s  c a us e  of
a c t i on a c c r ue d on J ul y 21,  1976,  a nd t ha t  t hi s  s ui t
wa s  t i me l y f i l e d,  a nd r e ma nd f or  a  t r i a l  on t he
me r i t s .

Upon a ppl yi ng t he  f a c t s  of  t hi s  c a s e  t o  t he  f or e goi ng

a ut hor i t y ,  we  c onc l ude  r e a s ona bl e  mi nds  c oul d di f f e r  a s  t o

whe t he r  t he  Thoma s e s  s houl d ha ve  known of  t he i r  c a us e  of  a c t i on

a ga i ns t  Dr .  Pi t t s  a nd,  a s  wa s  he l d i n Gos ne l l ,  r e s ol ut i on of  t hi s

que s t i on of  f a c t  i s  " f or  a  j ur y t o  de t e r mi ne . "

I n r e a c hi ng our  c onc l us i on,  we  a ga i n poi nt  out  t ha t  Dr .

Pi t t s  wa s  not  a  me mbe r  of  t he  ope r a t i ng t e a m,  nor  e ve n pr e s e nt  i n

t he  ope r a t i ng r oom.   Mor e ove r ,  t he  i nf or ma t i on r e c e i ve d by Mr .

Thoma s  f r om Dr .  Mc Coy woul d s ugge s t  t ha t  t he  i nj ur y oc c ur r e d

be c a us e  Mr s .  Thoma s ' s  ma s s i ve  he a r t  a t t a c k wa s  not  pr ompt l y

di a gnos e d t o  e na bl e  a  s pe c i a l i s t  s uc h a s  hi ms e l f  t o  be

i mme di a t e l y s ummone d t o  mi ni mi z e ,  i f  not  pr e ve nt ,  a ny pe r ma ne nt

da ma ge  t o  he r  he a r t .

For  t he  f or e goi ng r e a s ons  t he  j udgme nt  of  t he  Tr i a l

Cour t  i s  va c a t e d a nd t he  c a us e  r e ma nde d f or  pr oc e e di ngs  not

i nc ons i s t e nt  wi t h t hi s  opi ni on.   Cos t s  of  a ppe a l  a r e  a dj udge d

a ga i ns t  Dr .  Pi t t s .
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______________________________
Hous t on M.  Godda r d,  P. J .  
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CONCUR:

________________________________
He r s c he l  P.  Fr a nks ,  J .

________________________________
Cha r l e s  D.  Sus a no,  J r . ,  J .


