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Kevin D. Chaffin, Bsq., 3.B. No. 193245
LAW QFFICE OF KEVIN D. CHAFFIN
674 County Square Dr. Suite 309
Ventura, California 93003

Phone: (805) 650-8200

Fax: (805) 715-7003

Attorneys for Plaintiff

ROSANAVARRO
SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN LUIS OBISPO
g 070471
ROSA NAVARRO. Case No.: b%; ke
Plaintiff, COMPLAINT FOR

1. WRONGFUL DEATH (THE
INTENTIONAL MURDER OF RUBEN
NAVARRO FOR THE PURPOSE OF

Vs§.

HBOOTAN ROOZROKIH, M.D., an individual,

CALIFORNIA TRANSPLANT DONOR HARVESTING HIS ORGANS)
NETWORK, a California corporation, 2. ASSAULT
ARTURO MARTINEZ, M.D., an individual, 3. BATTERY
TENET HEALTHCARE CORPORATION, a 4, FRAUD
Nevada corporation, : 5. CIVIL CONSPIRACY
SIERRA VISTA HOSPITAL, INC., a California 6. NEGLIGENCE PER SE
corporation, 7. MEDICAL MALPRACTICE
THE PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP,INC,,- ) 8. INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF
a California corporation, EMOTIONAL DISTRESS
and DOES 1-100,

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

I g s T e T T

Defendants.

COMES NOW PLAINTIFF ROSA NAVARROA to submit the following complaint based upon
information and belief as follows: |
‘THE PARTIES
I At all timmes mentioned herein, Plaintiff ROSA NAVARRO (“Plaintiff?) was an adult
mdividual residing in Ventura County, California, and the mother of RUBEN NAVARRO. She is his only
surviving family. _RUBEN had no spouse, no children, and passed away intestate. ROSA NAVARRO
depended on RUBEN NAVARRO for her emoﬁonal sense of well being, as he was her only child, and

|| her only family near her. For purposes of California Code of Civil Procedure § 377.60, ROSA
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NAVARRO is RUBEN NAVARRO’s successor-in-interest, as well as his surviving intestate heir, and his
parent. | |

2 Atall timés mentioned herein, Defendant HOOTAN ROOZROKH, M.D.
(“ROOZROKH") was an adult individual and a medical doctor licensed by the State of California to
practice medicine, license ilumi)e:x* A83949, and a reéidemt of California.

3. At all times mentioned herein, Defendant CALIFORNIA TRANSPLANT DONOR
NETWORK (“CTDN”) was a cotporation organized and operating under the laws of the State of
California as Corporation Number C1199092, with its principal place of business located in Oakland,
California. | ’

4. Af all times mentioned herein, Defendant TENET HEALTHCARE CORPORATION
(“THC™) was a corporation ofganized and operating under the laws of the State of Nevada, with its
primary place of business in Dallas, Texas, and was operating under the laws of the State of California as
Cmpbration Number C0761495 as 1'egiétered with the California Secretary of State. At all times
mentioned herein, TENET HEALTHCARE CORPORATION owned and operated the Sierra Vista
Regional Medical Center located in San Luis Obispo, Califorma.

5. At all times mentioned herein, Defendant STERRA. VISTA HOSPITAL, INC. (“SVH")
was a corporation organized and operating under the laws of the State of California as Corporation

Number C0551013, with its principal place of business located in San Luis Obispo, California. SIERRA

CORPORATION.

6. At all times mentioned herein, Defendant ARTURO MARTINEZ, M.D. (“MARTINEZ")
was an adult individual and & medical doctor licensed by the State of California to practice medicine,
license number G54311, and a 1‘esident of California.

7. At all times mentioned herein, Defendant THE PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP,
INC., (“*KAISER”) was a corporation organized and operating under the laws of the State of California as
Corporation Number C1015108, with its principal place of business located in Oakland, California. At all
times mentioned herein, Defendant HOOTAN ROOZROKH, M.D. (“ROOZROKH") was an employeed
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of Defendant THE PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP, INC., (“KAISER™), and was acting on
KAJISER’s behalf, within the course and scope of his employment.

8. The true némes and capacities of -defendants DOES 1-100, whether individual, corporate,
associate o otherwise, are unknown to Plaintiff at the time of filing this Complaint and Plaintiff,
therefore, sues said defendants by such ﬁcﬁtious names and will ask leave of court to amend this
Complaint to show their true names or capacities when the same bave been ascertained. Plaintiff is
infdx“med and believes, and therefore alleges, that each of the DOE defendants is, in some manner,
responsible for the events and happenings herein set forth and proximately caused injury and damages to
the Plaintiff as herein allegéd. | |

9. At all times mentioned herein, each of the Defendants was acting as the employer, partner,
employee, agent, owner, operator and co-conspirator of each of the other Defendants, and each of them
are responsible for the actions, inactions, obligations and liabilities of each of the other Defendants.

TENE S

10.  Plawtiff incorporates paragraphs 1-9 above as though fully set forth herein.

11.  RUBENNAVARRO was the only child of Plaintiff ROSA NAVARRO. RUBEN had no
children of his own, nor did he have any siblings. The only living family member of RUBEN’s with
whom he had any relationship was his mother, ROSA NAVARRO. ROSA NAVARRO is RUBEN
NAVARRO’s mother. She is his only surviving family, RUBEN had no épouse, 1o children, and passed
away intestate. ROSA NAVARRO depended on RUBEN NAVARRO for her emotional sense of well
being, as he was her only child, and her only family near her. For purposes of California Code of Civil
Procedure § 377.60, ROSA NAVARRO is RUBEN NAVARRO’s successor-in-interest, as well as his
surviving intestate heir, and his parent.

12. Around the age of 9 years old, RUBEN was stricken with Adrenal Leukodystrophy. Over
the years; with the support of his mother, RUBEN was able t§ battle the effects of the disease, and
although confined to a wheelchair and suffering from its symptoms, he graduated high school. RUBEN
lived with his mother until medical issues made it impracticable. As of late January, 2006, RUBEN
NAVARRO was a patient at the Case De .Vida Health care facility located 1n San Luis Obispo, California.

RUBEN’s mother would take the train from Oxnard to San Luis Obispo to visit her son. Her last regular
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{ visit before his death was in early J anuary of 2006. At that last visit, RUBEN's mother knew that he was

ﬁghting off bronchitis, but she did not know he was in danger of being sent to the hospital, nor did she
know ot suspect that her next visit to see her son would be her last.

13.  On approximately January 27, 2006, RUBEN was transferred from Case De Vida to the
Sierra Vista Regional Medical Center due to a medical issue. At some point after he was transferred to
Sierra Vista Regional Medical Center, he was placed on a respirator and medicated. ROSA NAVARRO
was contacted by Casa De Vida and told that RUBEN was having trouble breathing. ROSA boarded the
train with a friend, and took the trip to see her son. -

14, When ROSA NAVARRO arrived at the Sierra Vista Regional Medical Center, she saw
that RUBEN was on a tespitator. ROSA asked the nurses what was wrong with RUBEN, and questions
about his treatment. Oné of the nurses told her that she would need to talk to RUBEN’s doctor.

15.  While ROSA NAVARRO was at the hospital, she eventually did get to speak with a man
who identified himself as “RUBEN’s doctor.” That maﬁ was Defendant HOOTAN ROOZROKH, M.D.
ROSA asked DR. ROOZROKH about RUBEN’s condition axid treatment.

16, When Plaintift ROSA NAVARRO visited her son RUBEN at the hospital, she eventually
met DR. HOOTAN ROOZROKH, M.D. Plaintif{ was led to believe that DR. ROOZROKH was

Plaintiff's “treating doctor.” Plaintiff was never informed nor did she ever understand that Dr.

Hootan Roozrokh was not Ruben Navarro’s treating doctor, but instead, he was a doctor who came

to the hospital for the express purpose of ‘harve.sting Ruben’s organs. When Plaintiff ROSA
NAVARRO spoke with Defendant DR. HOOTAN ROOZROKH, M.D. at the hospital, DR. HO‘OT.ANV
ROOZROKH told the Plaintiff words to the effect of the following:

i, “There is nothing thar can be done for your son. He is going (o die.”

il “The policy of the hospital in situations like this is that after five (5) days, the plug
must be pulled. There is no other oplion or choice.”

1. “Do you want to be in the room when we pull the plug?”

17. After Plaintiff was told these things by PR. HOOTAN ROOZROKH, she immediately

began to suffer from severe emotional distress, and panic. Plaintiff did not know what was wrong with her

som, nor was she given any choices or options regarding removal of the vespirator. Plaintiff never gave
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her consent for RUBEN NAVARRO to be taken off of the respirater. Based on Dr. Roozrold's

comments, Plaintiff did not believe she bad any choice in the matter, or any other options which would
have resulted in RUBEN staying alive. |

“ 18.  During the time that ROSA had been at the hospital, at least two of her friends had been in
the room with her and RUBEN, and observed RUBEN squeezing 2 hand with his hand. At one point,
when ROSA. was talking to RUBEN, those present observed him trying to talk but unable to do so, and
obsexved tears falling from his eyes.

19. Plaintiff did not want to be in the room when her son RUBEN NAVARRO was taken off

of the respirator. Plaintiff was never informed that RUBEN might be able to continue living without

the aid of the respirator. Believing that her son RUBEN was terminally ill, and that he was going to die

as soon as the respirator was removed, and that there was no option but for the respirator to be removed,
Plaintiff went to RUBEN’s room. She was in shock, and terribly upset, when she said goodbye to him.
One of the nurses at the hospital told her that she was going to receive a phone call from an Organ Donor
company, to get her consent to allow Ruben’s organs to be harvested.

20.  Plaintiff ROSA NAVARRO was completely unprepared to say goodbye to her son. She
did not have enough aney to stay at ‘che hotel any longet, so she boarded the train to return home. While
she was on the train, Plaintiff received a telephone call from someone claiming to represent a California
organization dedicated to the issue of organ donation and transplants. This person told Plaintiff ROSA
NAVARRO that since her son was terminally ill, that there was no chance for him to live, they were
asking for hér permission to donate his organs. Believing what she had been told by Dr. Roozrokh and
this person, and in a state of shock and distress, Plaintiff agreed to donate her son’s organs. However, at
1o time did Plaintiff ever agree to “pull the plug” as put by Dr. Roozrokh. At no time did Plaintiff ROSA
NAVARRO knowingly, without duress and/or with full informed consent give her permission for Ruben
1o be taken off life supporc or for Ruben’s organs to be donated.

21, Plaintiff ROSA NAVARRO never received any of the following things:

a) She was never told about other optlons for RUBEN besides * ‘pulling the plug” after “5

days.”
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11 admitted to Sierra Vista Regional Medical Center. To the contrary, she was told that she did not have any

b) She was never told exactly what was wrong with RUBEN, and what options there were for
his treatment. )

¢) She was never told how long RUBEN could live on the respirator.

d) She was never told how long RUBEN might live if he was taken off the respirator.

e) She was never given a chance to make any choices or decisions for RUBEN after he was

choices. »

f She was led to believe that Defendant HOOTAN ROOZROKH, M.D. was Ruben’s
treating doctor, and thus that he had Ruben’s best interests in mind. She was never told that Defendant
HOOTAN ROOZROKH, MD was actually an organ harvesting Doctor, whose sole purpose and mission
was to find organ donor candidates.

2) She was never told about the California Law that is supposed to prevent doctors like
Defendapt HOOTAN ROOZROKH, M.D. from being involved in the treatment decisions of potential
organ donors.
| 22. On br about Friday night, February 3, 2_006, at 11:00 p.m., Ruben Navarro was wheeled
out of his hospital room, and into an operating room at the Sierta Vista Regional Medical Center located
in San Luis Obispo, California. In the operating room, Ruben lay on a table surrounded by Defendant
HOOTAN ROOZROKH,.M.D,, Defendant ARTURO MARTINEZ, M.D., and various doctors, nurses
aﬁd employees of Sierra Vista Regional Medica@ Center (owned and operated by Defendant TENET
HEALTHCARE CORPORATION, and Defendant SIERRA VISTA HOSPITAL, INC.). He was taken off]
the respirator. He continued breathing, s heart continued beating, and he was alive. At the directioh of
Defendant HOOTAN ROOZROKH, M.D., in cooperation with each and svery Defendant in this case,
RUBEN NAVARRO was administered a Jethal does of morphine and Ativan. He continued breathing, his
heart continued beating, and he was alive. Defendams, and each of them, observing that RUBEN was not
killed by the first injection, administered another lethal does of motphine and Ativan. He continued

breathing, his heart continued beating, and he was alive.
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