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==t 57ARTEE (Judge, Taiwan Taipei District Court )

RE$EEA | RIEFEHT (unrightful diagnosis) ~ JEE%# (duty of care) »
I B2 EMIZE X (reasonable physician’s standard of care) - 25
7K#E (medical standard ) ~ BEE 4R (medical routine )

DOI - 10.53106/241553062022010063006

www.angle.comtw 83



84

FHAT]  [EE B
= [ oriB4EEs=EE] http://www.angle.com.tw/

EMFRR - BEFECE AT Ot EAE R 2 FIHE K
PP ET R R L B R R I A E N B R L
K AR EZ A P S RE E B R IEWE 2 B
TR B R AR - RN AT 1T R HE RS
Al EEHET DI AT R AP -

This essay is an analysis on the basis of the Appeal Medical
Civil Judgement No. 6 of Taiwan High Court in 2019, in
which a physician’s failure to correctly diagnose a patient
with lung cancer doesn’t constitute negligence. After the
physician C ordered a chest radiograph for the patient,
he couldn’t interpretate and diagnose that the patient
was suffered from the lung cancer. However, there were
different interpretations of the X-ray results according to
the expert opinion and the testimony of the expert who was
a thoracic physician from another hospital. Moreover, the
physician C’s interpretation of the results of X-ray could
depend on the medical environments and equipment, the
availability of information about the patient’s condition,
and other factors. As to the former mentioned part,
according to the judgment, it is therefore difficult to find
that C, a thoracic physician at the hospital U, failed to
exercise the necessary medical care in the interpretation
and diagnosis of the X-ray results and violated medical

routine.
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