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To Disclose Resulis

freryl ared Framk Dielil v St

Joseple's Hosprital and Medical

Cenfer: A Passaic County jury
awarded $3.5 million in a suit by a
hospital nurse whose emplover did not
tell her for six yeaws thae she had Lest-
ed positive lor hepatitis C.

Through accicental needle sticks
anel spills, Cheryl Diehl was exposed
e paticnts” blood three times belween
July 1991 and March [997 2t St
Joseph's Hospital and Medical Center.
Her suit charged that the in-house
ciployee health office tested her for
hepatitis three times during that period
bul officials failed o tell her the diag-
nosis or told her falsely that she had
tested negative,

In February 1998, after a conver-
sation with a supervisor over whether
she had tested positive, Diell decided
e look ot her files in the office com-
puter and found that the Tiest positive
dingnosis dated back to December
1542,

The Dichls retined associale
Adbaon Slater of Nagel, Rice, Dreiluss
& Mazie o Livingston and sued (he
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PIRTO R CARMER MATALD

THREE TESTS I8 SIX YEARS: Adam Slatoer's
client discovered she had first tested posi-
tive for hepatitis C in December 1992, after
she lookod at her files in the office compot-
er in February 1998,

next year. The case wenl to trial belors
Superior Court Judge David Waks,
Cliceyl Dichl was nwarded $2.925 mil-
lon and her former husband was
iwarded 5375000,

Through the years, Dhehl sulTered
frosn the symptoms of the disease,
which include chronic fatigue. She
alza gave bivth to two children. But her
tiredness and inability 1o pull her
weight at home led to condlict with her
husband Franle, and the pair eventual-
Iy divoroed,

Allhough hepatitis is vunsmissible
sexually w partners and in utero to
children, neither the husband wor the
children were infected, Shiter says.

The Faterson hospital’s  lawver,
Robert Baum, a parloer with Hein,
Smith, Berezin, Malool & Jacobs in
Hackensnck, says he intends o appeal
on the grounds that the failure o
inform was accidental and not inten-
tional, and that therefore Dichl's claim
should have Dbeen restricted o work-
ers’ compensation.

— By Jitn Edweards



