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SUMMARY

The Maryland Court of Appeals held that a defendant who generally denies liability in a medical

negligence action may present evidence of a non-party’s negligence and causation. The court also held

that whether subsequent medical negligence constituted an intervening and superseding cause was an

issue for the jury. It affirmed the judgment in favor of the defendant radiologist and his employer.
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Petitioners appealed after a jury returned a verdict for Dr. Park in a
medical negligence and wrongful death action. The Court of Special
Appeals affirmed, and the Court of Appeals granted certiorari to
review the admission of non-party negligence evidence and the

superseding-cause issue.

Evidentiary rulings are reviewed for error or a clear abuse of
discretion. Jury instructions are reviewed to determine whether the law
was fairly covered, with reversible error requiring both error and
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the trial court erred by admitting evidence that non-party subsequent treating physicians were

negligent and had previously been defendants who settled or were dismissed.

2. Whether the trial court erred by permitting Dr. Park to assert that the negligence of subsequent treating

physicians was an intervening and superseding cause of Copsey's death.

HOLDINGS

1. When a defendant generally denies liability in a negligence action, the defendant may present evidence
of a non-party's negligence and causation as a defense. Evidence concerning the non-party physicians'
negligence, former defendant status, and settlements was relevant and necessary to provide Dr. Park a

fair trial, and its probative value was not substantially outweighed by unfair prejudice.

2. A defendant may present to the jury the defense that subsequent negligence was an intervening and
superseding cause. An intervening negligent act breaks the chain of causation when it is extraordinary
and not reasonably foreseeable by the allegedly negligent party, and whether that standard is met is
generally a question for the jury unless the facts permit only one inference.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We answer each question in the negative and hold that a defendant generally denying liability may present
evidence of a non-party’s negligence and causation as an affirmative defense.” (at 11)

“Negligence by a subsequent actor breaks the chain of causation when the action by the subsequent actor is

extraordinary and not reasonably foreseeable.” (at 23)

“Dr. Park, who generally denied liability, was entitled to present evidence of the non-parties’ negligence as it

was relevant and necessary in providing him a fair trial.” (at 31)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Lance Copsey presented with recurring neurological symptoms and underwent CT and MRI/MRA imaging on
June 4, 2010, which Dr. Park interpreted as normal. His symptoms continued and worsened, and subsequent
treating physicians failed to timely recognize or act on evidence of an evolving stroke despite new imaging and
urgent concerns on June 9. Copsey suffered a major stroke on June 10 and died on June 13 after treatment for
vertebral artery dissections and brainstem and cerebellar strokes. At trial, experts disputed whether Dr. Park
breached the standard of care and whether the subsequent physicians' conduct caused or superseded any

negligence by Dr. Park.
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