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Duty of Care for Emergent Airway
Management during Acute Epiglottitis
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Plaintiff X1 suffered from acute epiglottitis and underwent
emergency intubation at hospital Y as a defendant.
However, the defendant physician inserted the tube between
the 2nd and 3rd tracheal rings instead of the cricothyroid
membrane, which should have been inserted during the
cricothyroidotomy; and during the operation, plaintiff X1
pulled out the tube by himself and bled, and the defendant
doctor inserted the tube blindly without clearly observing
the position of the vocal cords and the laryngeal lid. At
that time, Plaintiff X1’s respiration and heartbeat stopped,
and after the first aid, he fell into a vegetative state due to
hypoxic lesions. Plaintiff X1 and his parents sought damage
from defendant Y. The court held that there was no special
circumstance in which the percutaneous tracheotomy was
performed and the defendant physician was unfamiliar
with the procedure and therefore negligent; if the defendant
physician had performed the cricothyrotomy correctly,
X1 would not have lost too much blood even if he had
extubated himself, and therefore there was a causal
relationship between the defendant physician negligence

and X1’s injuries.
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