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‘Medical negligence: Only 33 doctors
proven guilty in K’taka since 2012

‘Powers Vested
With KMC
Are Limited’
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Bengaluru: The Karnatanka Medical
Council (KMC) registersd 20 cases
against doctors from districts across
the siate batween 2002 and 2017, Howov-
ar, ol these, only 33 cases have been pro
ven, Also, the noaturs of most com
plaints point to failure of the doctor

hospital in managing a complication
or complaints stemm ing firom med leal
negligence on tho part of the dootor

FROM KMC RECORDS

Furnishing Jdnta sought by TOI,
KMC officials saaid thot compared to
other districis, awareness about KMC
and healthcare complications s moro
in Bengaluri, becauss of which most
canos hoave boeon registored In the clty
(200) in the aaid poriod

Howdver, KMC can only issue n
warning to a doctor proven gullty and
remove him/Jhor from 8 reglater lor
over gix months., "The powers vestod
with KMC are limived. Forany Mnanclal
compoenaation fom the hospitnl or doc-
o In an alleged case of medienl negll-
Eenoe, apatient has (o go (o the consum-
er court. If proven gullty, we send n
wiarning notice tothe concerned doctor
and suspend his her registration for six
imonths o aive vear The district hoalih

aficer is directed o make sure the
pullty doctor isn't allowoed (o proact s
medicine during the period the registra-
ton s withdrown by the KMOC,” said
HMC president Dr H Vesrnbhadrnppa

According to thadntn available, the
highest numberal o nlnphuhhq Thywns
reglstersd in 2004, of which 523 wers
from Beongnluru alone. In one of the
canes reglitored In 2004, the complal
nant alleged that he lost his eyvesight
after o city-based ophthalmologist
made him undergo gene therapy with
an assurance that he'd have clenr vi
slon soon aflter

In many cases, Mnancinl con
sirainis and dejection following med
ical complications make comploi-
nant stay away from KMC hearings.
However, engaging an advocate to
fight n case nt KMC iIsn"t mandatory
sald Veernbhadrappa

In most coses, the doctors remain
salis, ns It lsn'tensy 1o prove Lhemm gullog
ns long as they'd hove followed the ston-
dard protocol. “In most cases, I1's more
of a perception of negligenocs than nieg
ligonce el Staindard of proal’ in o
eriminal case agninst a doctor s very
high. It's no oasy (o prove an allegntion
of negligence on the part of a doctor, ns
long as the doctor has followed the ston-
dard treatment protocol. But canses of
gross orrors, ke n doctor operating on
the braln Instead of heart, hold.” said
Dhyan Chinnappa, a senior advocnte
with the Karnatnks High Court, who
has dealt with such medico-legnl cases.
However, thisshouldn't stop n genuine
Iy affected patient from registering
complaint with the KMC, consumer
court und palice, headded,

WHERE _PﬁTIENT!'i WON AGAINST DOCT ORS

O barmisry 19, 14, a haby beo
10.30am at a private hospital in Kadur,
Chikkamagaluru. The child's father, the
complainant, alleged that while the newbomn had
developed complications, hosphinl authorities
detayed calling the pediatrician. The pediatrician
arrived only at 12.30pm and the baby later died. The
KMC observed that the baby suffered from asphyxia
{severely deficient supply of oxygen to the body)
and the situation wasn't properfy managed by the
doctors. There was delay in carrying out
resuscitation and a decision to put the baby under
Intubation wasn'tt taken as per Neonatal
Resuscitation programme protocol. The threes
dnctnr:lrmhvdinmem:mwumeﬂwm

in 1014, Syed Nizamuddin, a Bengaluru
resident, whose appendicitis surgery
wiasn't succesaful, Mled a complalnt
against two doctors and a private ayurvedic
medical college, According to the
complainant, the hospital had no provision
for CT scan, laparoscopy and ICU facility. The
KMC observed that the respondents (doctors)
should have reassessed the patient by doing
repeat ultrasound of the abdomen. This
would have helped spot the appendicular
mass. While the KMC in its final order
warned one of the respondent doctors, it
informed the Ayush Council about the
lapses on the part of the other {(who was an
ayurvedic practitioner).

8 Not a single complaint
Mandya has been filed from
Vijayapura and
Yadgir districts \
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