UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF PUERTO RICO

Ramona Ramos, et al. v. Mennonite General Hospital, Inc., et al.

Ramos - No. Civil No. 23-1345 (RAM) - Decided May 29, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Puerto Rico denied post-trial motions seeking

judgment as a matter of law, amendment or alteration of judgment, remittitur, or a new trial following

a medical-malpractice jury verdict. The court held that sufficient evidence supported the jury’s finding

that Dr. Yaritza Sudrez-Rodriguez’s negligence contributed to the decedent’s death, and that South-

Central Emergency Group waived and failed to substantiate its independent-contractor defense. The

court also concluded that the evidence supported the jury’s $200,000 emotional-distress awards to

each plaintiff.
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STANDARD OF REVIEW
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denied

After a jury verdict for plaintiffs in a Puerto Rico medical-malpractice
wrongful-death action, Dr. Suarez and SIMED moved for judgment as
a matter of law or a new trial, and South-Central moved for judgment
as a matter of law or to alter or amend the judgment, for remittitur, or

for a new trial.

Under Rule 50, judgment contrary to a jury verdict is proper only
when the evidence points so strongly and overwhelmingly in favor of
the moving party that no reasonable jury could have returned an
adverse verdict; the court may not assess witness credibility, resolve
testimonial conflicts, or weigh the evidence. Rule 59 permits a broader
review than Rule 50, but when a new-trial motion rests on evidentiary
sufficiency, the Rule 50 and Rule 59 standards effectively merge.
Damages are reviewed in the light most favorable to the prevailing
party, and remittitur requires a showing that the award is grossly

excessive, inordinate, conscience-shocking, or a denial of justice.



PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unknown; district court opinion with no reported citation identified.

PARTIES Dr. Yaritza G. Sudrez-Rodriguez, Sindicato de Aseguradores para la
Suscripcién Conjunta del Seguro de Responsabilidad Profesional
Meédicohospitalaria (SIMED), South Central Emergency Group, LLC
v. Ramona Ramos, Roberto Jiménez, Letsi Jiménez, Alex Jiménez Jr.,

Onialex Jiménez
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the trial evidence provided a legally sufficient basis for the jury to find that Dr. Suérez's

negligence was an adequate or proximate cause of Jiménez-Ramos's death.

2. Whether Dr. Suérez and SIMED were entitled to a new trial under Rule 59 based on the sufficiency of

the causation evidence.

3. Whether South-Central was entitled to judgment as a matter of law or a new trial because the
independent-contractor defense was waived by omission from the final pretrial order and was not tried

by consent.

4. Whether the evidence supported the jury's $200,000 emotional-distress award to each plaintiff and

whether remittitur or a new trial on damages was warranted.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence was legally sufficient for a reasonable jury to find that Dr. Suarez's negligent acts or
omissions were an adequate cause of Jiménez-Ramos's death; Puerto Rico law did not require her

negligence to be the sole or final cause.

2. South-Central was not entitled to judgment as a matter of law, amendment of the judgment, or a new
trial on the independent-contractor issue because it waived the Article 1540 theory by failing to include
it in the final pretrial order, the issue was not tried by consent, and the evidence did not support
submitting it to the jury.

3. The evidence supported the jury's identical $200,000 emotional-distress awards to each plaintiff, and
South-Central failed to show that the awards were grossly excessive, inordinate, conscience-shocking, or

a denial of justice.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The law does not require a showing that Dr. Sudrez’s actions or omissions were the sole or final cause of Mr.



Jiménez’s death.” (Section I11.A)

“Since South-Central did not include its theory of independent contractor liability pursuant to Article 1540 of
the Puerto Rico Civil Code, it effectively waived it.” (Section I11.B)

“The Court finds no such dissonant chord in this case.” (Section II1.C)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Alex Jiménez-Ramos was treated in Mennonite General Hospital's emergency room while under the care of Dr.
Yaritza Sudrez-Rodriguez and later Dr. Alejandro Marmolejo-Morales. Trial evidence indicated that Dr. Sudrez
failed to adequately stabilize him, transfer him to intensive care, establish a permanent airway and mechanical
ventilation, order serial oxygen-saturation monitoring, and consult a surgeon after a radiologist's
recommendation. Jiménez-Ramos deteriorated, suffered cardiac arrest, and died; the jury found the defendants'

medical negligence adequately caused his death and awarded emotional-distress damages to his relatives.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A jury trial began on October 27, 2025, and on December 5, 2025, the jury found that Dr. Suarez, Dr. Alejandro
Marmolejo-Morales, and Mennonite General Hospital deviated from the applicable standards of care and that
their deviations adequately caused Alex Jiménez-Ramos's death and plaintiffs' damages. The jury awarded each
of five plaintiffs $200,000 and apportioned liability among Dr. Suérez, Dr. Marmolejo, and the hospital's nursing
staff. The court entered judgment imposing joint and several liability, and denied the post-trial motions

addressed in this opinion.

DISPOSITION

denied
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