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Mr. ArijitJoardar........... Complainant
Vs
Nibedita Health Care, Berhampore........uu...... Respondent/ Respondents
ORDER SHEET
Office | Order | Date Order
iL Note No. §
l L. 2;(;2‘5” The complaint would principally relate to

medical negligence.

The patient had uncontrolled blood pressure
that caused hypertensive urgency on January 12,
2025 detected at 5.30 p.m. at the emergency of the

CE.

The CE would contend, the patient refused

admission and went back home.

At about 7-7.30p.m,the patient attended the
chamber of Dr. Deepanjan Bhattacharya who is

associated with the CE.
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On perusal of the préscription of Dr.
Bhattacharya made on the same day at 7.30 p.m. it
appears, he had hypertensive urgency. TIA was
mentioned with a question mark. At the end of the
prescription the patient was advised “admission
SOS” and thereafter review after “two

months/sos”.

From the emergency sheet it also appears that
the patient had been detected hypertension before
one year although the complainant present online
would categorically deny so. From the
prescription we do not find any such recording
although Dr Bhattacharya is not only associated
with the CE but also representing them at the

hearing before us.

On January 23, 2025 the patient had a stroke

and was admitted at the CE. Within a very short

span of time, the patient had gone to a comatic
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stage.

The patient was ultimately taken to Institute of
Neuro Science. The patient ultimately breathed his

|

last there on January 29, 2025.

Our esteemed medical members are of the
opinion, had the patient been admitted on January
12, 2025 the patient could be saved by rapidi

control of blood pressure.

The contention of the CE that the patient

refused admission, was not documented.

In any event, the medical issues are outside

our domain. The complainant would be free to
J

approach the appropriate authority. In case they |
are successful therein they would be at liberty to

approach us afresh.

The complaint is disposed of accordingly.
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Sd/-
The Hon’ble Chairperson
Sd/-

Prof. (Dr.) Sukumar Mukherjee — Member
Sd/-

Prof. (Dr.) Makhanl.alSaha ~ Member
Sd/-

Dr. Maitrayce Banerjee — Member
Sd/-

Smt Madhabi Das — Member
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