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Summary: InMarch of 2000, Ms. Mclntosh'sfirst child was born in the IWK by
caesarean section after a period of pushing in an attempt to deliver
vaginally. Approximately 10 days later, she became aware of painin
the area of her left hip. She had not noted problems with her hip
before that. In July of 2001, diagnostic imaging revealed loose
fragments within the hip. In October of 2005, she underwent
arthroscopic surgery, during which the fragments were removed and



| ssues:

Result:

other damage to her hip was noted, some of which was repaired. Her
hip deteriorated to the point where she had it replaced in March of
2007. Ms. Mclntosh aleged that the way her legs were handled, by
the student nurse supporting them during attempted vagina delivery,
was in breach of the requisite standard of care and caused the damage
and deterioration in her hip.

Did Ms. MclIntosh establish that the student nurse failed to meet the
applicable standard of care? Did the nursing student’ s actions cause
the damage observed in Ms. Mclntosh’s hip and result in it
deteriorating to the point where it had to be replaced?

The standard of care was that expected of a registered nurse of
average competence and ordinary skill facing the circumstancesin
guestion, as described by Ms. Mclntosh’s expert. The court did not
accept Ms. Mclntosh’ s description of how her legs were handled as
being completely accurate. The chart notes confirmed the pushing was
going well. The movement of the feet and the resistance applied to
ensure correct leg positioning were within the applicable standard of
care.

Ms. Mclntosh failed to establish that the damage and deterioration in
her hip were caused by the student nurse’ s actions. She failed to show
that there was enough force applied. If the damage had been caused by
trauma during pushing, more likely than not, it would have caused
pain that she would have noticed immediately, and continued to
notice, except during the 24 hours she was under the effect of the
epimorphine administered in preparation for the caesarean section.
She would not have had full range of motion in her hip when she saw
the doctor 13 days after the delivery. She had a pre-existing shallow
hip socket. People with that condition are more likely to develop
osteoarthritis and degeneration requiring the hip to be replaced,
without any intervening event. All the damage observed could arise as
aresult of such degeneration. The symptoms described by Ms.

M clntosh were consistent with the normal progression of
osteoarthritis in the hip. The cause of Ms. McIntosh's hip condition
and deterioration was more likely to have been degenerative than
traumatic.
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