
In the United Stated Court of Federal Claims 
OFFICE OF SPECIAL MASTERS 

    
 No. 06-551V 
 Filed:  December 10, 2010 
 Not for Publication   
 
******************************************* 
NATALIE LESZCZYNSKI, by her mother and        * 
Natural Guardian, KAROLINA LESZCZYNSKI,    *  
and KAROLINA LESZCZYNSKI, Individually,      * 
                                    * 
                 Petitioner,       *   Damages Decision Based on  
                                     *   Proffer; Diphtheria-Tetanus- 
     v.   * Acellular Pertussis (DTaP) 
                                    * Vaccine; Seizure Disorder; 
SECRETARY OF      * Developmental Delay 
HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES,        * 
                                     * 
                 Respondent.        * 
       * 
******************************************* 
Seth Bader, New York, NY, for petitioner 
Linda S. Renzi, Washington, DC, for respondent 
       
CAMPBELL-SMITH, Special Master 
 
 DECISION AWARDING DAMAGES1

 
 

 On December 2, 2010, respondent filed a Proffer on Award of Compensation.  On 
December 1, 2010, petitioner orally accepted respondent's Proffer.  Based on the record as a 
whole, the special master finds that petitioner is entitled to an award as stated in the Proffer.  
Pursuant to the terms stated in the attached Proffer, the court awards petitioner: 
 
 1. A lump sum payment of $408,599.77, representing trust seed funds consisting of 

the present year cost of compensation for group home, room and board, and day 
treatment expenses in Compensation Year 2025 ($126,141.20) and life care 

                                                 
1  Vaccine Rule 18(b) states that all of the decisions of the special masters will be made 

available to the public unless the decisions contain trade secrets or commercial or financial 
information that is privileged or confidential, or the decisions contain medical or similar 
information the disclosure of which clearly would constitute an unwarranted invasion of privacy.  
Within 14 days of the filing of a decision or substantive order with the Court, a party may 
identify and move for the redaction of privileged or confidential information before the 
document’s public disclosure. 
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expenses in the first year after judgment ($282,458.57), in the form of a check 
payable to Regions Bank, as Trustee of the Reversionary Trust established for the 
benefit of Natalie Leszczynski, as set forth in Appendix A: Items of 
Compensation for Natalie Leszczynski. 

 
 2.  A lump sum payment of $832,124.51, representing compensation for lost future 

earnings ($633,844.02) and pain and suffering ($198,280.49), in the form of a 
check payable to petitioner as the court-appointed guardian(s)/conservator(s) of 
the estate of Natalie Leszczynski for the benefit of Natalie Leszczynski.  No 
payments shall be made until petitioner provides respondent with documentation 
establishing that she has been appointed as the guardian(s)/conservator(s) of 
Natalie Leszczynski’s estate; 

 
 3.  A lump sum payment of $25,450.10, representing compensation for past un-

reimbursable expenses, in the form of a check payable to Karolina Leszczynski, 
petitioner; 

 
 4.  A lump sum payment of $84,177.69, representing compensation for the 

reimbursement of the State of New York Medicaid lien, payable jointly to 
petitioner, and 

 
 New York State Department of Health 
 Office of Health Insurance Programs   
 Division of Systems–Data Warehouse 
 Data Access Unit    
 800 North Pearl Street 
 Room 322 
 Albany, NY 12204  
 Attn: Bruce Lombardo 
 
 5.  A lump sum payment of $117,083.77, representing compensation for the 

reimbursement of the State of Arizona Medicaid lien, payable jointly to petitioner, 
and 

 
 Health Management Systems    
 2122 East Highland Avenue 
 Suite 225 
 Phoenix, AZ 85016 
 Attn: Gloria Delgado 
 
 6. An amount sufficient to purchase an annuity contract, subject to the conditions 

described in paragraph II. F. of the attached Proffer, paid to the life insurance 
company from which the annuity will be purchased. 
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 In the absence of a motion for review filed pursuant to RCFC Appendix B, the clerk of 
the court is directed to enter judgment herewith.2

 
 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 
       s/Patricia E. Campbell-Smith                                                            
       PATRICIA E. CAMPBELL-SMITH 
       Special Master 

                                                 
2  Pursuant to Vaccine Rule 11(a), entry of judgment can be expedited by each party’s 

filing a notice renouncing the right to seek review.  Then, under Vaccine Rule 12(a), petitioner 
can expedite payment by filing an election to accept the judgment. 
























































