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                 27th March, 2006 

Shri R.K. Sharma





Complainant 


A-6/216, Paschim Vihar,


New Delhi - 110063


Vs.

1) Dr. Ashish Aneja





Respondents


Through Medical Superintendent 


Maharaja Agrasen Hospital 



Punjabi Bagh,



New Delhi – 110 026

2) Dr. Ved Prakash


Through Medical Superintendent


Maharaja Agrasen Hospital 



Punjabi Bagh,



New Delhi – 110 026

3) Dr. Sonal Gupta

Through Medical Superintendent


Maharaja Agrasen Hospital 



Punjabi Bagh,


New Delhi – 110 026

4) Medical Superintendent


Maharaja Agrasen Hospital 



Punjabi Bagh,



New Delhi – 110 026

O R D E R

The Delhi Medical Council examined a complaint of Shri R.K. Sharma, referred by Directorate of Health Services, alleging medical negligence and professional misconduct on the part of Respondent 1 to 4 in the treatment administered to complainant’s wife late Prem Sharma (referred hereinafter as the patient) (I.P. No. 503986) at Maharaja Agrasen Hospital (referred hereinafter as 
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the said Hospital).  The Delhi Medical Council perused the complaint, replies of Respondent 1 to 4, medical records of Maharaja Agrasen Hospital and other documents on record and heard the following in person :- 
1) Shri R.K. Sharma 

2) Shri Vijay Sharma

3) Dr. Ashish Aneja 

4) Dr. Ved Prakash

5) Dr. Sonal Gupta 

6) Dr. A.P. Chaudhari

Medical Superintendent, Maharaja Agrasen Hospital 

Briefly stated the facts of the case are the patient, 55 years old female, with complaints of severe headache, vomiting was admitted in the said Hospital on 9.3.2005.  The NCCT head showed subarachnoid hemorrhage with mild hydrocephalus.  The patient was advised cereberal angiography on 10.3.2005 but the consent for the same was not accorded by the patient’s relatives.  The MRA done on 14.3.2005 was indicative of moderate narrowing of left MCA and moderate to marked diffuse narrowing of bilateral ACA likely due to spasm with subarachnoid hemorrhage and intra-ventricular hemorrhage with hydrocephalus.  Patient general condition kept on deteriorating and she had right side hemipareris.  The patient was put on elective ventilator.  She underwent EVD (External Ventricular Drain) with guarded prognosis under high risk consent on 16.3.2005.  CT head done on 17.3.2005 showed multiple territory infarcts.  The patient remained on ventilator support, her condition remaining critical.  The EVD was removed on 21.3.2005.  The patient had an episode of bradycardia on 26.3.2005.  She was resuscitated and put on Ionotropic support.  The patient again had bradycardia on 27.3.2005, subsequent to which she had sudden cardiac arrest and in spite of all resuscitative measures died at 9.55 am on 27.3.2005.
The following issues were determined by the Delhi Medical Council:-

1. Non availability of CT facility

It is alleged that inspite of CT Scan facilities at the said Hospital, the patient was asked on 9.3.2005 to get the CT Scan from outside Centre.  The Respondent No. 1 admitted that in this case, the patient was referred to outside centre for scan because the CT Scan of the 
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Hospital was out of Order.  A copy of the log book of the said hospital confirmed that on the same day other patients were also send outside for CT Scan.
2. The allegation of the complainant that no treatment was administered to the patient for two hours subsequent to admission was found to baseless.  The hospital records substantiate the assertions made by Respondent 1 to 4 that appropriate treatment was given to the patient after admission. 

3. Stoppage of treatment


The allegation of the complainant that the treatment being administered to the patient was stopped because of monetary considerations was found to be incorrect.  The allegation was denied by Respondent No. 4.  There is also nothing on records to suggest that the treatment was stopped.

4. Competence of Dr. Sonal Gupta


It is also alleged that Dr. Sonal Gupta was not competent to perform the surgical procedure which she carried out on the patient.  It is observed that Dr. Sonal Gupta being a holder of M.Ch. (Neurosurgery) and having adequate post M.Ch. experience was competent to perform the surgical procedure. 

5. The line of treatment administered in this patient was in accordance with the accepted professional practices in such cases.
In view of the above, it is the decision of the Delhi Medical Council no medical negligence can be attributed on the part of Respondent 1 to 4 in the treatment administered to late Prem Sharma.

Complaint stands disposed.

By the order of and in the name of 
Delhi Medical Council

(Dr. R.N. Baishya)  

Registrar 
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Copy to :-

1) Shri R.K. Sharma, A-6/216, Paschim Vihar, New Delhi - 110063


2) Dr. Ashish Aneja, Through Medical Superintendent, Maharaja Agrasen Hospital, Punjabi Bagh, New Delhi – 110 026

3) Dr. Ved Prakash, Through Medical Superintendent, Maharaja Agrasen Hospital, Punjabi Bagh, New Delhi – 110 026

4) Dr. Sonal Gupta, Through Medical Superintendent, Maharaja Agrasen Hospital, Punjabi Bagh, New Delhi – 110 026

5) Medical Superintendent, Maharaja Agrasen Hospital, Punjabi Bagh, New Delhi – 110 026

6) Dr. J.N. Mohanty, Medical Superintendent Nursing Homes, Directorate of Health Service, Govt. of NCT of Delhi, Swasthya Sewa Nideshalaya Bhawan, F-17, Karkardooma, Delhi – 110032 – With reference to letter No. F.23/12/03/DHS/NH/13056 dated 6th April, 2005

7) Pr. Secretary (H&FW), Deptt. of Health & Family Welfare, Govt. of NCT of Delhi, 9th Level, A-Wing, Players Building, Delhi Secretariat, I.P. Estate, New Delhi – 110002
(Dr. R.N. Baishya) 
Registrar
