
Qaadir vs. Figueroa: The Impact of Medical Liens in Personal Injury Cases  

 

In the realm of legal battles, certain cases have the power to shape the course of future 

disputes and influence the interpretation of the law. One such case that stands out for its 

significance is Qaadir vs. Figueroa. This landmark court case, which took place in California, 

revolves around the issue of a plaintiff seeking medical treatment on a lien not covered by 

health insurance. In this blog post, we will summarize the key details of the case and explore 

why it holds such paramount importance in the legal landscape. 

 

Summary of the Case: 

Qaadir vs. Figueroa involved two parties: Malak Melvin Abdul Qaadir, the plaintiff, and Ubaldo 

Gurrola Figueroa, the defendant. Qaadir was driving 10-15 mph in a truck when he was rear-

ended by a tractor-trailer that was going approximately 45 mph. Both vehicles weighed about 

33,000 pounds. The crux of the dispute lay in the aftermath of the accident where Mr. Qaadir 

suffered serious injuries and required medical attention. Seeking treatment on a lien basis, Mr. 

Qaadir incurred medical expenses that were not covered by his health insurance policy. Health 

insurance was never designed to cover accident-related injuries. So, McElfish fought for Qaadir 

for the right to utilize liens with medical providers if injured in an accident.  

 

The plaintiff argued that since he sought medical treatment on a lien, the defense could not use 

the fact that he lacked health insurance coverage against him. In simpler terms, Mr. Qaadir 

contended that he should not be considered "uninsured" for the purposes of the case, as he 

was availing medical services through a lien agreement. 

 

Qaadir was awarded $3,464,288: $282,288 past lost earnings; $532,00 past medical expenses; 

$900,000 future lost earnings; $500,000 future medical expenses; $500,000 past noneconomic 

loss; and $750,000 future noneconomic loss.This case holds immense importance for several 

reasons. The Qaadir case went on to prevent defense from notifying the jury if the plaintiff had 

health insurance. The judge also ruled that the jury may not know what the payor sources 

(institutions to which medical bills are paid to) are. Okay  

 

Definition of "Uninsured": 

One of the central aspects of Qaadir vs. Figueroa revolves around the definition of the term 

"uninsured" in the context of personal injury cases. The court's ruling on this matter can 

significantly impact future litigation involving injured parties who seek medical treatment on a 

lien. The distinction between being truly uninsured and choosing a lien-based payment method 

can have significant ramifications for the plaintiff's claim and the defendant's defense. 

 

Precedent Setting: 

The outcome of this case has the potential to set a precedent for similar situations in California 

and possibly in other jurisdictions as well. Court decisions serve as guiding principles for future 

cases, and Qaadir vs. Figueroa may shape how courts handle similar disputes, creating a 

framework for legal practitioners and influencing legal strategies. 

 



Implications for Medical Liens: 

The case has far-reaching implications for medical liens and lien-based medical services in 

personal injury cases. If the court rules in favor of the plaintiff, it could encourage more injured 

parties to seek medical treatment on a lien, even if they lack traditional health insurance 

coverage. On the other hand, a ruling in favor of the defense may deter plaintiffs from availing 

lien-based medical services due to potential risks. 

 

Qaadir vs. Figueroa is undeniably a pivotal legal case with profound ramifications for the 

definition of "uninsured" in personal injury litigation involving medical liens. The court's decision 

has the potential to shape the course of future legal battles in California and beyond, impacting 

injured parties' access to medical treatment and influencing the strategies adopted by 

defendants in similar cases. As the legal world awaits the court's ruling, it is evident that the 

implications of this case extend well beyond its immediate parties, making it an essential 

milestone in the development of personal injury law. 

 


