DMC/DC/F.14/Comp.855/2013/


                                           16th January, 2013 

O R D E R

The Delhi Medical Council through its Disciplinary Committee examined a reference from Addl. D.C.P. (South District), forwarded by Jt. Secretary (Home), Govt. of NCT of Delhi, seeking medical opinion on a complaint of Shri Arvind Kumar s/o. Shri Atal Bihar r/o. 43, Harswaroop Colony, Fathepur Beri, New Delhi, alleging medical negligence on the part of doctors of Dr. Mehta Urology & Surgery Centre, H-16B, Saket, New Delhi – 110017 (referred hereinafter as the said Centre), in the treatment administered to complainant’s mother late Anju (referred hereinafter as the patient), resulting in her death on 20.9.2010.
The Order of the Disciplinary Committee dated 15th November, 2012 is reproduced     hereinbelow:-  
“The Disciplinary Committee of the Delhi Medical Council examined a reference from Addl. D.C.P. (South District), forwarded by Jt. Secretary (Home), Govt. of NCT of Delhi, seeking medical opinion on a complaint of Shri Arvind Kumar s/o. Shri Atal Bihar r/o. 43, Harswaroop Colony, Fathepur Beri, New Delhi, alleging medical negligence on the part of doctors of Dr. Mehta Urology & Surgery Centre, H-16B, Saket, New Delhi – 110017 (referred hereinafter as the said Centre), in the treatment administered to complainant’s mother late Anju (referred hereinafter as the patient), resulting in her death on 20.9.2010.

It is noted that the Delhi Medical has also received a complaint from Smt. Poonam, House No. A-43, Fatehpur Beri, Harswarup Colony, Delhi– 110074, whose subject matter is same as that of reference from Addl. D.C.P. (South District), hence, the Disciplinary Committee is disposing both these matters by this common Order.

Contd/:
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The Disciplinary Committee perused the complaint, reference from Police (Addl. D.C.P., South District) and documents submitted therewith, written statement of Dr. V.M. Saini, Dr. V.K. Mehta, Medical Superintendent, Mehta Urology & Surgery Centre, post-mortem report No. 1005/10 dated 20.9.10 and other documents on record.
The following were heard in person : -

1) Shri Arvind



Complainant

2) Ms. Poonam 



Complainant
3) Ms. Soni



Sister of the complainant
4) Dr. V.M. Saini

Surgeon, Dr. Mehta Urology & Surgery Centre
5) Dr. V.P. Sharma
Anaesthetist, Dr. Mehta Urology & Surgery Centre
6) Dr. V.K. Mehta

Medical Superintendent, Dr. Mehta Urology & Surgery Centre.

As per the representation of Police, Shri Arvind Kumar, son of the patient has alleged that the patient was admitted in Dr. Mehta Urology & Surgery Centre for treatment of gall bladder stone on 18th September, 2010.  The patient was operated for the same on 19th September, 2010 by Dr. V.K. Mehta and his team and the doctors left after the operation.  The patient started vomiting and the patient’s condition deteriorated.  But, neither Dr. V.K. Mehta nor the surgeon checked up the patient.  The patient suffered a lot of pain in the night but the patient was not treated and died in the early morning of 20th September, 2010.  Shri Arvind Kumar further alleged that it was the gross negligence of Dr. V.K. Mehta and his team which caused the death of the patient.  The operation was conducted by Dr. V.K. Mehta, Dr. V.M. Saini, Dr. V.P. Sharma and the sister on duty was Ms. Rita. 
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The complainant Smt. Poonam stated that in the post-operative period (19-9-10), her mother complained of pain to which no medical attention was paid by the doctors, as they were of the view that the same was normal being usually associated with any surgery.  In the night, when the patient’s condition started deteriorating, as she was turning white, there was no doctor present in the nursing home to attend to the patient.  Infact, the doctors came in the morning (20-9-10) by then the patient had already expired.
Dr. V.M. Saini in his written statement averred that Smt. Anju Devi was admitted on 18th September, 2010 and was operated for laparoscopic cholecystectomy by him, which was finished at 2.00 p.m. on 19th September, 2010.  During the course of dissection, Calot’s Triangle was dissected.  Cystic artery and duct were separately clipped-two proximally and one distally.  Heamostasis was adequately achieved and ductal artery and CBD were all ok.  An 18 F drain was left in situ.  Since the surgery was uneventful, there was no question to perform open cholecystectomy.   Post-operatively, the patient was absolutely fine and vitals were monitored two hourly and the patient was put on multi-para monitor and nothing was coming out of the drain and ports.  The patient was fully conscious and did talk to the family.  He had seen the patient at 9.00 p.m. and the patient was seen by Dr. V.K. Mehta at 7.00 p.m. and 10.00 p.m.  At 6.00 a.m. next day, the patient developed severe distress with tachycardia and hypotension, two possibilities came to mind acute MI and internal bleeding.  Since there was nothing in the drain and there was no oozing from port site, first possibility was kept in mind and immediate resuscitation started for treating acute MI and consequent cardiogenic shock in the form of endotracheal intubation, 100% oxygen and rapid IV infusion was started and immediately by him (Dr. V.K. Mehta), the operating surgeon and  anaesthetist  were  called  and 
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joint resuscitative efforts were undertaken.  Hemorrhagic shock in port-mortem report was a surprise as a drain was left in the patient to monitor whether there is any internal bleeding, which can occur in post-operative period.  The drain was clear and the patient did not show any sign of shock until  6.00 a.m.  next day.    Post-operative reactionary hemorrhage occurs in the patient due to slippage of ligature\clips and it manifests as copious discharge of blood into the drain or port site, which did not occur in this patient.  With no signs of drainage in this patient, it was not possible to suspect intra-abdominal hemorrhage and Smt. Anju Devi collapsed so quickly that there was no time for further intervention.

Dr.  V.K. Mehta reiterated the averments made by Dr. V.M. Saini in addition, he further averred that the nursing home (Dr. Mehta Urology and Surgery Centre) in question is government approved, containing all necessary facilities for major surgeries, monitoring facilities, trained, nursing staff and round the clock medical attendants.  Thus, it is satisfactorily equipped with infrastructural facilities. Bleeding complication in laparoscopic cholecystectomy can be encountered in the procedure during surgery or post-operative period as life threatening proportions.  When bleeding occurs laparoscopic related mortality reportedly goes up to nearly fifteen percent.  The patient was seen by doctors at 7.00 p.m. and 10.00 p.m. also, the patient was on multiple monitor and the intake/output char revealed that the patient was in good condition and had urine output of 450 ml and vomited at 4.00 a.m.  The patient could have slipped clips at the time of severe bout of vomiting which was detected at 6.00 am. as hypovolemia. Dr. V.K. Mehta further submitted that in the intervening night of 19.11.2010 and 20.11.2010 there was no Resident doctor on duty at Dr. Mehta Urology & Surgery Centre, as he himself was present in the said Centre to look after the patient. 
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It is noted that as per the post-mortem report No.1005/10 dated 20.9.10, the cause of death in this case is hemorrhagic shock due to excessive loss of blood consequent upon the surgery for gall bladder.  One and half liter of blood was present in the abdominal cavity mainly in the area of gall bladder, right lobe of liver and the patient was severely pale.

In light of the above, the Disciplinary Committee makes the following observations :

1. 
There has been  lack  of  care  in  post-operative period, as a result the symptoms, which manifest, when the patient goes into hemorrhagic shock, were not picked-up and treated in a timely manner.  In addition, due monitoring of the clinical condition of the patient was not done during the night.

2.
The patient suffered from a known complication of hemorrhage associated with cholecytectomy which resulted in loss of blood leading to hemorrhagic shock, however, Dr. V.K. Mehta who was on duty in the said Centre in the intervening night of 19.9.2010 and 20.9.2010, did not properly monitor the clinical condition of the patient by initiating appropriate timely remedial treatment.  In the mean-time, the condition of the patient worsened leading to an unfortunate outcome.

3.
It is observed that the operating surgeon Dr. V.M. Saini left the patient in the post-operative period under the care of Dr. V.K. Mehta, a qualified urologist and even though he was never informed about the complications of the patient; Dr. V.M. Saini did not bother to inquire about the condition of the patient operated upon by him, as was expected of a prudent doctor, and relied primarily upon the judgment of Dr. V.K. Mehta who was looking after the patient in the post-operative period. 
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In light of the observations made herein-above, it is the decision of the Disciplinary Committee that Dr. V.K. Mehta (Dr. Vipin Kumar Mehta) failed to exercise reasonable degree of skill, knowledge and care which is expected of an ordinary prudent doctor, in the post-operative treatment of the complainant’s mother late Anju.  The Disciplinary Committee, therefore, recommends that name of Dr. Vipin Kumar Mehta (Delhi Medical Council Registration No. 5947) be removed from State Medical Register of Delhi Medical Council for a period of thirty days and a copy of this Order be sent to the Directorate of Health Services, Govt. of NCT of Delhi to look into the infrastructure/medical manpower facilities at Dr. Mehta Urology & Surgery Centre and take appropriate action.  It is further recommended that a warning be also issued to Dr. V.M. Saini (Dr. Vinamra Mohan Saini) (Delhi Medical Council Registration No. 14848) for acting indifferently towards post-operative care of his patient. 
Matter stands disposed.”

      Sd/-

                          Sd/-

                   Sd/-

(Dr. O.P. Kalra)
             (Dr. Harish Gupta)               (Dr. R.S. Mohil)             

Chairman

      
    Delhi Medical Association      Expert Member   

Disciplinary Committee      Member

                  Disciplinary Committee




           Disciplinary Committee
The Order of the Disciplinary Committee dated 15th November, 2012 was confirmed by the Delhi Medical Council in its meeting held on 9th January, 2013.
         By the Order & in the name of 









            Delhi Medical Council 








             (Dr. Girish Tyagi)









               Secretary

Copy to :-
1) Shri Arvind Kumar, S/o, Shri Atal Bihari, House No. A-43, Fatehpur Beri, Harswarup Colony, Delhi-110074.
2) Ms. Poonam, Fatehpur House No. A-43, Fatehpur Beri, Harswarup Colony, Delhi-110074.
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3) Dr. V.K. Mehta, Dr. Mehta Urology & Surgery Centre, H-16B, Saket, New Delhi-110017.

4) Dr. V.M. Saini, Dr. Mehta Urology & Surgery Centre, H-16B, Saket, New Delhi-110017.

5) Medical Superintendent, Dr. Mehta Urology & Surgery Centre, H-16B, Saket, New Delhi-110017.
6) Director Health Services, Directorate of Health Services, Govt. of NCT of Delhi, Swasthya Sewa Nideshalaya Bhawan, F-17, Karkardooma, Delhi-110032-for information & necessary action. 
7) Joint Secretary (Home), Home Police-II Department, Govt. of NCT of Delhi, 5th Level, C-Wing, Delhi Secretariat, I.P. Estate, New Delhi-w.r.t. No. F.10/C-19/2011/HP-II/1921 dated 23.3.11-for information. 
8) Secretary, Medical Council of India, Phase-1, Pocket-14, Sector-8 Dwarka, New Delhi-110077-for information & necessary action. 
9) Registrar, Uttar Pradesh Medical Council, 5, Sarvapally Mall Avenue Road, Lucknow-226001, Uttar Pradesh (Dr. Vipin Kumar Mehta is registered with Uttar Pradesh Medical Council under registration No. 18624/6/3/75)-for information & necessary action. 










   (Dr. Girish Tyagi)










    Secretary

