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Annexure

Annexure 1: Questionnaire

Knowledge, attitude, and practice about dental jurisprudence 
among advocates in Chennai
Name – Mr/Ms/Mrs. Signature:

Age –––––

Qualification –––––

Speciality –––––

(a) B.L (b) M.L (criminology) (c) M.L (other specialties)

Years of practice –––––

Given below is a questionnaire with questions that have 
multiple options under each. Please tick the option which you 
feel is more appropriate.
1. Do you handle medico legal cases in your practice?
 a. Yes
 b. No.

If Yes, How many cases do you handle per month?
 a. 1–2 cases
 b. 2–5 cases
 c. More than five cases
 d. Hardly any case.

2. What type of case do you handle more frequently in your 
regular practice?

 a.  Cases relating to Insurance (TPA – third party 
administrators)

 b. Cases relating to assault/battery/abuse
 c.  Medical negligence cases as a result of substandard 

care
 d. Cases related to unethical practice.

3. Was medical jurisprudence covered in your study 
curriculum?

 a. Yes
 b. No
 c. Don’t Know.

If Yes, When was it covered?
 a. Undergraduate level
 b. Postgraduate level (speciality)
 c. Postgraduate level (other speciality)
 d. Others.

4. Was dental jurisprudence a part in medico legal 
Jurisprudence?

 a. Yes
 b. No
 c. Don’t know.

5. Do you feel the coverage of medical/dental jurisprudence 
in your study curriculum was adequate for handling such 
cases?

 a. Yes
 b. No
 c. No idea.

The following are some situations which have already been 
filed and judged by our Indian Courts of Law. Please read 
them and kindly give your opinion regarding each situation 
with changing times (the right answers are highlighted in 
bold – for the reader’s reference).

Situations:
6. A patient went to private dental clinic for a decayed tooth. 

During the course of treatment, the needle slipped into 
the throat of the patient and he was not informed about 
the mishap. Patient had to undergo an invasive surgery 
in the intestine to get rid of the needle (foreign body). 
Patient went to the court and filed a case against the dental 
surgeon. What according to you will the liability be?

 a.  No, the dentist is not liable because he had retrieved 
the needle from the patient’s intestine

 b.  No, the dentist is not liable because mishaps occur in 
the course of the treatment

 c.  Yes, the dentist is liable and he must compensate 
for the loss, mental agony and hardship that has 
occurred to the patient due to his negligence

 d.  Nobody is liable and the case should not have been 
filed.

7. A child patient went to a private dental clinic for a fall 
injury. The dentist examined the patient and the patient 
was a bit uncooperative. The Dentist said it was a minor 
injury, and there was no need for any treatment, it would 
heal in a few days’ time. However, even after a week pain 
did not subside for the patient. Hence, they visited another 
dentist for a second opinion. Dentist who gave the second 
opinion said that there was a fracture in the upper front 
tooth just below the gum line and proceeded for further 
treatment. The patient’s father filed a case on the dentist 
whom they consulted first. What do you think about the 
liability on the dentist?

 a. No, both the dentists are not liable
 b.  Yes, the dentist who treated them first is liable 

because of improper diagnosis
 c.  No, the dentist is not liable because fracture would 

have developed after he gave treatment
 d. Nobody is liable.

8. A patient went to a clinic and got treated for a decayed 
tooth. The doctor decided for an extraction. The patient 
informed the doctor that he had hypertension and was 
under medication for the past 6 years. Hence, the doctor 
asked the staff nurse to record the blood pressure. Nurse 
recorded it as normal and doctor did the extraction. 
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Patient went home normally. Patient complained there 
was bleeding from the extraction site even the next day. 
Hence, he went to the doctor again and doctor said if 
the patient had high BP, socket might bleed. Hence, the 
patient went to the court and filed a case against the 
dentist. Despite him telling that he was a known case 
of hypertension, dentist did the extraction and that’s 
why there was bleeding and he suffered. Do you think 
is someone liable here in this situation and for what 
reason?

 a.  The dentist is liable because he should not have 
done the extraction

 b.  The dentist is not liable because bleeding might be 
triggered due to various other reasons like stress

 c.  The dentist is liable because he should have 
rechecked the BP before going on with the extraction

 d.  The dentist is not liable because he is paid only 
for the extraction which was done and he is not 
responsible for the consequences that occur later.

9. A patient went to a dental hospital for a complaint of 
decayed tooth. The dentist in the hospital (chief ) decided 
he had to go for an extraction. The chief called a junior 
doctor and asked him to take care of the patient. While 
extraction of the tooth the crown broke and there were 
three roots left in the patient’s mouth. The patient was 
informed that the extraction was not complete. After 
2 weeks, the patient came back with a swelling. Patient 
filed a case against the treatment provided. What do you 
think about the liablity in this case?

 a.  The hospital chief dentist is liable because he is 
responsible for any treatment that is given in the 
Dental OP

 b. Junior dentist who did the extraction is liable
 c.  The owner of the hospital is liable because he is 

responsible for all the treatment done in the hospital
 d. None of them are liable.

10. The patient visited a dentist for the replacement of 
teeth. He wanted to replace two teeth. The dentist 
gave him options for replacement and the patient chose 
dental implants (an artificial tooth that is anchored 
in the jawbone to replace a missing tooth). Implants 
were placed in the patient’s mouth with the help of a 
consultant. After 6 months, one of the implants became 
loose, and the patient was not satisfied. Patient filed a 
case against the dentist. Is this an offense and whom do 
you think is liable?

 a.  Yes, the consultant doctor who placed the implant is 
liable

 b.  The dentist who owns the clinic is liable, because he 
is responsible for any treatment that is given there

 c.  The manufacturer is liable for selling defective 
implants to the dentist

 d.  Nobody is liable because, the treatment given 
depends also on the patient’s adaptation to it.

11. A patient visited a dental hospital for a regular dental 
checkup. Patient underwent scaling and went back home 
normally. Next day, the dentist found the tip of the 
bur (a fine abrasive like equipment tip for drilling the tooth) 
on the airotor (equipment that holds the bur) missing. He 
assumed it was lost when the nurse had cleaned the dental 
chair. Two or 3 days later the patient developed pain in 
the right palm and visited the general practitioner. After 
checkup he found out an abrasive like metal tip was there 
in the patient’s palm, and it was the head of the airotor bur, 
that was found to be missing. Patient had accidentally held 
on the airotor while climbing on the dental chair. Patient 
filed a case against the dentist for not taking care of her 
properly on the dental chair. Is the dentist responsible for 
this mishap, and is he liable?

 a.  Yes, the dentist is liable because it is his responsibility 
to take care of the patient from walk in to walk out

 b.  No, the dentist is not liable because he is responsible 
only for the treatment given

 c.  No, the dentist is not liable because it was the 
patient’s negligence

 d.  Nobody is punishable because nothing was done on 
intention by anyone, merely an accident.

12. A child patient visited the dental clinic. The patient 
climbed the dental chair and was crying out of fear. 
The child was uncooperative. Due to improper chair 
positioning and the child being uncooperative, the child’s 
finger got trapped between the spitoon and the arm of 
the dental chair. There was a crush injury in the patient’s 
right little finger. Patient’s father blamed the dentist for the 
improper chair positioning. Can the dentist be liable? If so 
what will the liablity be?

 a.  Yes, the dentist is liable and has to pay compensation 
for the entire treatment cost

 b.  No, he is not liable because he is responsible only for 
the treatment given

 c. Yes, the dentist is liable and must stop the practice
 d. Nobody is liable because it was an accident.

13. A patient who was in her third trimester of pregnancy 
visited a dental hospital. Patient had a severely decayed 
tooth. She wanted to remove it. Doctor advises for pain 
killers but she terribly wanted to remove it because of 
unbearable pain. Patient signed the consent form and 
the extraction was done. After administration of local 
anesthetic the patient developed pain and died on the 
dental chair. Patient’s husband filed a case on the dentist. Is 
the dentist liable or not and why?

 a.  Yes, the dentist is liable because of death on the 
dental chair, and his degree may be cancelled

 b.  No, the dentist is not liable because he was not 
intentional

 c.  Yes, the dentist is liable and must pay compensation 
for the life of the patient

 d. Nobody is punishable.
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14. A patient went to a charitable dental hospital for treatment. 
Patient underwent root canal treatment (a treatment 
option for extensive caries instead of extracting the tooth). 
The treatment was done in five visits. Patient was not 
satisfied and had an episode of mild pain after 4 months. 
Patient filed a case on the dentist for substandard care. 
What according to you would have been the judgment for 
this case?

 a. The dentist was fined for substandard care
 b.  The dentist paid compensation to the patient and 

retreated him
 c.  The dentist was not liable because it is a charitable 

hospital and the treatment was done for free
 d.  The hospital owner was liable because he was 

responsible for the treatment given there.

15. A patient got treated by a private dental practitioner. He 
underwent an implant surgery. The treatment cost was 
up to 2 lakhs. Patient paid up to Rs. 50,000 and did not 
pay the rest, but enjoyed the benefit of the replaced teeth. 
Dentist was unhappy because he was at a loss. Dentist filed 
a case on the patient. Whom do you think is liable in this 
situation?

 a.  The patient was liable and the replaced teeth were 
removed

 b.  The patient had to pay the rest of the fees along with 
the compensation claimed by the dentist

 c. The patient paid the rest of the fees alone
 d.  The fee paid is enough and extra payment paid by 

the dentist is not necessary.

16. What according to you is the minimum age limit for giving 
informed consent?

 a. 12 years of age and above
 b. 14 years of age and above
 c. 18 years of age and above
 d. 25 years of age and above.

17. What under IPC is the maximum possible extent to which 
a dentist can be made liable?

 a. Compensation by cash
 b. Imprisonment
 c.  Recommendation to the dental council for 

cancelation of degree
 d. Life sentence.

18. If a dentist does a treatment and by mistake if a mishap 
occurs without his intention is he liable?

 a. Yes, it is liable
 b. No, it is not liable
 c. Don’t Know

19. Section 304 A in IPC refers to?
 a. Death of a person by doing any rash or negligent act
 b. Causing hurt or grievous injury

 c. Endangering life
 d. Spreading infection or disease

20. Does consumer protection case from medical/dental field 
fall under medicolegal jurisprudence?

 a. Yes
 b. No
 c. Don’t know

21. According to Consumer Protection Act 1986 (COPRA), 
whom do you think is liable for negligent treatment?

 a.  All medical/dental practitioners doing independent 
medical or dental practice unless rendering free 
service

 b. Private hospital rendering services for charge
 c.  Medical or dental practitioners paid by insurance 

firm
 d. All of the above.

22. Do you feel public have awareness on filing cases over 
medical practitioners if they are not satisfied with the 
treatment and/care rendered?

 a. Yes
 b. No
 c. No idea.

23. If you think public have got awareness on medical 
negligence issues, where do you think is their source of 
knowledge from?

 a. Media
 b. Books
 c. Internet
 d. Others.

24. Do you think the awareness on the medicolegal issues 
have improved when compared to early times?

 a. Yes
 b. No
 c. No idea.

25. How do you as lawyers update your knowledge on medical 
and dental jurisprudence?

 a. Journals
 b. Media
 c. Internet
 d. Continued educational program
 e. All the above

26. Do you feel the governing bodies for medicine and law 
should conduct programs for lawyers and doctors for 
enhancing knowledge in this field?

 a. Yes
 b. Definitely
 c. No, not needed
 d. Optional


