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Executive Brief (2-Page Summary for International Investigative J ournalists)

Case: Documented Contradictions in Medical, Police, and Administrative Records Following a Hospital
Death in Japan (2010-2026)

Overview This brief summarizes a set of verifiable contradictions across medical records, police
explanations, autopsy-related documents, financial records, and civil registry processing following a
patient’s death at Toride Kyodo Hospital (Ibaraki, Japan) in 2010. All findings are based solely on primary
materials: PCI footage, medical charts, nursing notes, CT images, laboratory data, invoices, police
statements, administrative documents, and handwriting comparisons.

A full archive is available at: https://mortality-record-discrepancy.org/ (English/)apanese; no trackers; all

files hash-verifiable)

1. Medical Domain — PCI Footage vs. Medical Records
Primary imaging shows:
e Left main coronary artery dissection and complete occlusion
e LAD dissection and perforation
e Extravascular leakage of contrast
e A stent-like foreign object outside the vessel
e Two periods of missing PCI footage (27 min and 18 min)
None of these findings appear in the medical chart. Family was told the PCI “succeeded.”

2. Judicial Domain — Autopsy D ocumentation vs. Police Statements
Police informed the family that a judicial autopsy had been performed and provided:
e An A4 photocopy of a postmortem certificate
e Thelegally required death-notification section was missing
e Police collected 50,000 JPY as a “judicial autopsy fee”
InJapan, judicial autopsies are fully state-funded; families are never charged.
Handwriting on the certificate resembles that of a hospital physician, not the forensic professor named as
the author.

3. Administrative Domain — D eath Notification Filed by a T hird Party
T he family did not complete or submit any death notification. However, the patient was removed from the
family registry.
In 2026, the family obtained the certified A3 integrated death notification:
e “Informant” section bears the spouse’s name
e Handwriting does not match any family member
e Occupational fields contain placeholder codes (“00")
e Indicates a third-party submission ( possible forgery)



4. Financial and D ocumentary Inconsistencies

T he hospital invoice (Sept 2010) includes:

5,250 JPY document fee, corresponding to a standard death certificate

A standard death certificate should not coexist with a judicial autopsy case.

5. Evidence Preservation Irregularities (Court-Supervised, Feb 8, 2011)

PCI, CT, and echo data were reclassified as “voluntary disclosure” and excluded from the formal
preservation list

A ventilator record written under a different name—but matching the patient’s settings—was
ordered destroyed

A silent, unidentified man attended the session but does not appear in the official protocol
Requests to include ECGs, echocardiograms, and ward logs were blocked

6. Structural Pattern Across T hree D omains

T he contradictions form a cross-domain pattern:

Medical records omit major PCI complications visible in imaging

Police statements conflict with autopsy documentation and financial records
Administrative processing contradicts family testimony and handwriting evidence
Multiple institutions provided explanations that changed over time

D omestic media remained silent despite structured submissions

T hese inconsistencies cannot be explained by clerical error alone and indicate a systemic irregularity

involving medical, judicial, and administrative processes.

7. Materials Available for Independent Verification

PCI footage

Full medical chart and nursing notes

CT images (head/ chest/ abdomen)

L aboratory data

Hospital invoice

Police explanation memo

Postmortem certificate (A4 copy)

Certified A3 death notification (2026)

H andwriting comparison documents

Evidence preservation protocol and related materials

All files are available in redacted form; unredacted versions can be provided securely.
Contact
Secure, anonymous contact options are listed at: https://mortality-record-discrepancy.org/ contact.html
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Evidence 1 — A4 Postmorteh Certificate
(Copy handed by police; missing legally required death-notification section)
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Evidence 2 — Receipt for “Judicial Autopsy Fee”
(50,000 JPY collected by police; autopsies are state-funded)
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Evidence 3 — Hospital Invoice
(5,250 JPY document fee corresponding to standard death certificate)

Lists of Certificate Fee

2010 September Invoice
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Evidence 5 — Handwriting Comparison
(Death notification vs. actual handwriting of named informant)

Death Notification Handwriting

ROVE RFP A5 TR 1B 15

Spouse's Handwriting

kR F DA 2 TR 1815




