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Amputation of patient’s legs
blamed on tardy surgeon
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Defense Verdict

On March 1, 2007, plaintiff un-
derwent a radical neck dissection
and laryngectomy for treatment of
stage 4 laryngeal cancer. The sur-
gery took approximately 10 hours.
The next day, at approximately
8:30 a.m., the defendant hospital’s
intensive care unit nurse noted
that the plaintiff had purple mot-
tled feet bilaterally which she rec-
ognized to be a sign and symptom
of vascular compromise.

She contacted plaintiff’s surgeon
who instructed her to continue to
monitor the plaintiff and that he
would be in to see the plaintiff at
12:00 p.m. At approximately 12:00
p.m., the surgeon examined the
plaintiff and informed the defen-
dant hospital’s nurse that he
would obtain a vascular surgery
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consultation.

The defendant’s
nurse continued
to monitor the
plaintiff and
when the vascu-
lar surgery con-
sultation did not
arrive, the defen-
dant’s nurse con-
tacted the at-
tending surgeon
to inquire. She was assured that
the vascular surgeon was on his
way.

At approximately 2:00 p.m.,
plaintiff’s family physician exam-
ined him and did not perceive his
condition to be emergent. He or-
dered an arterial Doppler study to
examine the plaintiff’s blood flow
in the legs. The defendant hospi-
tal’s nurse did not receive the
Doppler results until 6:00 p.m. at
which time she updated the family
physician. Once a-gain she was
told that the vascular surgeon was
on his way.

The vascular surgeon did not ar-
rive until 8:00 p.m. By then, the
mottling had advanced up plain-
tiff’s leg and his legs were no
longer salvageable. He underwent
bilateral above-knee leg amputa-
tions.

Plaintiff alleged he lost his legs
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because the defendant hospital
breached the standard of care by
failing to timely respond to the
plaintiff’s signs and symptoms of
vascular compromise. The defen-
dant hospital denied the allega-
tions and the case proceeded to
trial on July 14, 2010.

Plaintiff’s expert, a nurse from
Richmond, testified that the de-
fendant hospital’s nurse breached
the standard of care by not in-
forming the plaintiff’s healthcare
providers about the plaintiff’s
changes in condition. Plaintiff’s
causation expert, a vascular sur-
geon from Johns Hopkins testified
that if interventions had begun
sooner in the day, the plaintiff’s
legs could have been saved.

Defendant’s expert, a critical
care physician from Martinsburg,
W.Va,, testified that the defendant
hospital’s nurse promptly recog-
nized the plaintiff’s signs and
symptoms of vascular compromise,
appropriately communicated the
plaintiff’s changes in condition to
his healthcare providers and car-
ried out all physician orders in a
timely manner.

After a three-day trial and delib-
eration by the jury for eight hours,
the jury returned a verdict for the
defendant.
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