UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF OREGON

Maureen E. Baker, as Personal Representative of the Estate of
Barnaby Dupuis Baker v. Oregon Health & Science University and
Rodney F. Pommier, M.D.

Baker - No. 3:24-cv-709-SI - Decided December 9, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Oregon denied Defendants’ remaining motion for
summary judgment in a medical negligence action arising from Barnaby Baker’s intraoperative death.
The court held that the expert testimony and other evidence created a genuine dispute of material fact
regarding whether preexisting cardiomegaly could have been detected through a proper preoperative
cardiac evaluation and whether Defendants’ alleged negligence caused the death. The causation issue

was therefore left for a jury.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendants moved for summary judgment on the remaining medical-

negligence claim, arguing that Plaintiff could not prove causation. The

court denied the motion.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Summary judgment is appropriate when the movant shows that there is
no genuine dispute as to any material fact and that the movant is
entitled to judgment as a matter of law. The court views the evidence
and draws reasonable inferences in favor of the nonmoving party;
credibility determinations and weighing evidence are for the jury.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished district-court opinion
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Plaintiff presented sufficient evidence to create a genuine dispute of material fact concerning

whether Defendants' alleged failure to discover Mr. Baker's preexisting cardiomegaly caused his death.

2. Whether the expert testimony that a preoperative cardiac evaluation may have made an enlarged heart
readily apparent was legally sufficient, when viewed in Plaintiff's favor, to support a reasonable

inference of causation under Oregon law.

HOLDINGS

1. Summary judgment was improper because the record, viewed in the light most favorable to Plaintiff,
presented a genuine dispute of material fact as to whether Defendants' alleged failure to detect

cardiomegaly caused Mr. Baker's death.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Viewing the facts in the light most favorable to Plaintiff, as the Court must do at this stage of the litigation,
the Court concludes that Plaintiff has shown a genuine question of material fact as to whether Defendants’
allegedly negligent conduct caused Plaintiff’s injury, and that is a question that must be decided by a jury.”

(Discussion)
“He said that after an x-ray, an enlarged heart “may be readily apparent.”” (Discussion)

“The Court DENIES Defendants’ motion for summary judgment, ECF 38.” (Conclusion)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Barnaby Baker underwent elective abdominal-hernia surgery after preoperative assessments characterized him as
low risk for a cardiac event. During surgery, he developed ventricular tachycardia and died despite resuscitation
efforts. An autopsy identified cardiomegaly with associated cardiac dysrhythmia complicating the operative
procedure. Plaintiff presented expert testimony that a more thorough preoperative cardiac evaluation would
likely have revealed significant cardiac dysfunction and could have resulted in postponement of surgery or other
measures that would have reduced the risk of death.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff initially sued OHSU, Rodney F. Pommier, M.D., Glenn I. Pearson, and Katie J. Schenning, M.D.,
asserting medical negligence and lack of informed consent. Plaintiff voluntarily dismissed the claims against
Pearson and Schenning and all lack-of-informed-consent claims. The court considered the remaining portion of

Defendants' summary-judgment motion, which challenged causation, and denied it.
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