Week 3- 

1. ''Kayla and Madison, two drama students, were friends at university. Both were interested in body piercing. They shared a flat with Cindy, a third-year student vet. After some persuasion, Madison agreed to allow Kayla to pierce her (Madison’s) tongue. Having carried out this “operation”, Kayla applied “Causto”, a powerful antiseptic normally used in the treatment of injury to horses, to Madison’s tongue. Kayla had taken the “Causto” from Cindy’s room without Cindy’s knowledge or permission. Madison suffered a severe burning sensation in her mouth. Her tongue started to swell and bleed. Kayla rushed Madison to the nearest hospital. At the hospital, Madison’s injury was treated by Dr Landon, a consultant physician. After stopping the initial flow of blood, he sprayed “Dermomorph” (a “soluble-skin” wound dressing) on Madison’s tongue in order to prevent further bleeding and advised that she be kept in for observation. Some hours later, the “Dermomorph” dressing became detached from Madison’s tongue whilst she was asleep. The wound started to bleed profusely again, causing Madison to choke on her own blood. She awoke in a state of considerable distress. Dr Landon was concerned at Madison’s loss of blood. He gave her an injection of “Sanguistoff”, a drug designed to reduce bleeding. It is normally used in emergency situations only. Madison suffered a severe allergic reaction to the “Sanguistoff” administered by Dr Landon. Consequently, her tongue and jaw are now partially paralysed, and she has difficulty when speaking or swallowing. Medical evidence indicates that the paralysis is likely to be permanent. There is also evidence of differences of medical opinion on the suitability of “Dermomorph” for the treatment of injuries to the mouth. Madison has instructed your firm to advise her on whether she has a claim in negligence against Kayla and/or the hospital''.



