




















Sunitha Atluri v Northville Regional Psychiatric Hospital 

Raymond Mercier, M.D., who is board certified in psychiatry, examined plaintiff at the 
request of defendant on January 14, 2005 (Mercier, 4, 12). A transcript of the deposition 
testimony of Dr Mercier was admitted as Defendant's Exhibit B. All objecnons contained 
therein are overruled. 

Based on his clinical examination, Dr. Mercier felt that plaintiff was "certainly in a 
chronic state of depression" which he diagnosed as major depression (Mercier, 28, 30). He did 
not identify any evidence, however, of a traumatic brain injury (Mercier, 29). He felt that, given 
plaintiffs lack of progress in her current treatment, she should be treated by another doctor other 
than Dr. Petrelli (Mercier, 29). 

Joseph Femminineo, M.D., who is board certified in physical medicine and rehab~l~tation, 
examined plaintiff at the request of defendant on February 7, 2005, (Femminineo, 4, 7). A 
transcript ofthe deposition teshmony of Dr Femminineo was admitted as Defendant's Exhibit E. 
All objections contained therein are overruled. 

Based on his clinical examination, Dr. Femmininw felt that plaintiff did not suffer from 
any physical residuals from her assault. He identified a bulging C5-C6 disc based on a review of 
an MRI report; however, he did not feel that there was any traumatic basis for that condition 
(Femminineo, 17). 

Bradley Sewick, Ph.D., who is board certified in neuropsychology, examined plaintiff at 
the request of Dr. Petrelli on February 8 and 11, 2005 (Sewick, 5-6). A transcript of the 
deposition testimony of Dr. Sewick was admitted as Plaintiffs Exhibit 4. All objections 
contained within that deposition are overruled including the lengthy objection fmm pages 74 
through 76. 

Based on numerous studies, Dr. Sewick found that plaintiff was "clearly in distress" 
(Sewick, 9). He found her to be fatigued, depressed, and impaired in "important areas of 
cognitive functioning and important areas of emotional and behavioral functioning" (Sewick, 9- 
16). He felt that plaintiff suffered from a post concussion syndrome, a mood disorder with 

somatoform features, and a pain disorder secondary to her injury on April 28, 2002 (Sewick 56- 
57). 

Dr. Sewick felt that the treatment rendered by Dr, Petrelli was reasonable, necessary, and 
related to her condition (Sewick, 20-21). He felt that plaintiff was credible and did not exhibit 
any evidence of malingering (Sewick, 23-30). Dr. Sewick felt that plaintiffs condition was 
directly related to the trauma she sustained at work and that she was disabled from returning to 
her employment. In fact, he felt that her prognosis was poor (Sewick, 34). 

W. John Baker, Ph,D., who is a licensed neuropsychologist, exarn~ned plaintiff at the 
request of defendant on February 23, 2005 (Baker, 4, 21). A tranSCnRt of the deposition 
testimony ofDr. Baker was admitted as Defendant's Exhibit C. All objections contained therein 
are overruled 
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Sunitha Atluti v Northville Regional Psychiatric Hospital 

Based on his clinical examination, Dr. Baker felt that plaintiff had a normal neurological 
status. He felt that plaintiff was an emotionally brittle and hypersensitive person who is having a 
great deal of difficulty dealing with the assault. Basically, he felt that she might be faking given 
her knowledge of the diagnostic criteria (Baker, 45). Since I find plaintiff credible and since 

every other physician found at least a major depressive disorder, I specifically find Dr. Baker's 
testimony not credible. I reject his opinion and find that he is nothing more than a "hired gun" 
for defendant and that his opinion in this case is worthless. 

Plaintiff testified that she receives $644.00 per week in wage loss benefits. They are not 
paying for her medication. Plaintiffs husband's insurance pays for some of it. Plaintiff received 
her full pay based on statute which includes assault pay for approximately 2 years. 

Plaintiff received an insurance card from "Progressive Medical" through the State, but 
she testified that all her prescriptions were not being covered. She testified that she used the 
insurance card while it was available. She admitted that she last used it last January. 

Plaintiff testified that she also sees Dr. Davidson, a TMJ specialist at the referral of Dr. 
Petrelli. He helped her with jaw pain due to bruxing. He helped her "get through that. She 

does not believe that he has been paid. 

Plaintiff testified that Bal Gupta, M.D., is a psychiatrist who saw plaintiff one time on 
referral from Dr. Petrelli. She does not believe that he has been paid. Plaintiff cannot remember 
when she was seen by him. 

Plaintiff testified that Dr. Petrelli also referred plaintiff to Dr. Spoor, the eye doctor. He 
checks her vision and checks for dry eyes. Plaintiff testified that she did not have that problem 
prior to the assault. 

Plaintiff testified that she wants to go back to work and complete her boards; however, 
she does not feel that she can at this time despite the improvement with treatment. She cannot 
perform the duties of her job. She cannot evaluate patients and perform medication reviews. 
She is very concerned for her own safety and is worried that a patient will assault her. She 
cannot suppress her discomfor& or focus on the patients. She cannot focus on the appropriate 
factors to evaluate patients. Plaintiff does not feel that she can return to any job in the medical 
field at this time. She lacks concentration and focus. 

This testimony is completely credible and supported by Dr. Petrelli who testified that 
plaintiff is unable to return to work due to her symptoms (Petrelli, 49.) Re also testified that 
"without a doubt in my professional opinion psychiatrically or neuropsychiatrically [plaintiffs] 
symptoms are related to the work events" (Petrelli, 48). 1 accept that absolutely credible 

testimony. 

Plaintiff does not ask her husband to give her back rubs for her neck or shoulder 
problems. Plaintiff admitted that her husband's burden has increased, but further testified that he 
is the one that takes her to her appointments. Prior to the incident, both shared duties. Plaintiff 
told Dr. Jackson that she and her husband argued at times over driving the kids to school. They 
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