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Facts & Allegations 

On April 20, 2005, plaintiff Jody Randall-Gibson, underwent an extraction of tooth #17, the 
wisdom tooth located on the left lower-side of her mouth. The procedure was performed by Dr. Richard 
Druce, an oral surgeon, at his office located in Middletown.

Following the procedure, Randall-Gibson began to complain of a loss of feeling to the left, lower 
arch of her mouth and was determined to have sustained a nerve injury.

Randall-Gibson sued Druce alleging that the defendant negligently performed the tooth extraction, 
and that this negligence constituted dental malpractice.

Randall-Gibson claimed that tooth #17 was asymptomatic and should not have been extracted. She 
alleged that after it was extracted it was found that tooth #17 was healthy and without a cyst. She claimed 
that this showed that there was no pathology indicating that surgery was needed on the tooth in question, so 
Druce should not have attempted to extract it.

Druce contended that he did not depart from the standard of care and argued that there was 
pathology to indicate the need for extraction. He contended that an X-ray taken before the procedure 
showed signs of a cyst on the distal side of the tooth. He also contended that there were the beginning signs 
of decay on the plaintiff's adjacent tooth, tooth #18, indicating that the plaintiff's wisdom teeth would 
eventually need to be pulled. Thus, Druce claimed that there were enough signs on the X-ray to warrant an 
extraction, even if it was ultimately found there was not cyst on tooth #17. In addition, Dr. Arthur Elias, 
one of the defendant's expert oral surgeons, testified that paresthesia, or numbness and tingling, is an 
accepted risk of the extraction procedure because the lower tooth site is right above the inferior alveolar 
nerve, which runs through a canal in the lower mandible.
 
Injuries/Damages
nerve damage, inferior alveolar; numbness; emotional distress

Randall-Gibson claimed that she sustained a nerve injury resulting in anesthesia to the left, lower-
side of her jaw. She alleged that this total loss of sensation makes her self-conscious and causes her 
emotional distress. She claimed that as a result, she can not feel when food is stuck to the left side of her 
chin, so she does not go out to dinner with her husband as much as she used to.



Plaintiff's counsel asked the jury to award $50,000 for her past pain and suffering, and $250,000 
for her future pain and suffering. Her husband originally presented a derivative claim, but it was 
discontinued prior to trial.

Defense counsel conceded that Randall-Gibson suffered a nerve injury as a result of the extraction, 
but disputed the extent of the plaintiff's residual injuries. Dr. Barry Langsam, one of the defendant's oral 
surgery experts, testified that the plaintiff shows signs of some sensation to her left, lower jaw. He opined 
that, instead, Randall-Gibson suffers from paresthesia, or tingling and numbness to her left lower jaw.
 
Result 

The jury rendered a defense verdict. It found that Druce did not depart from the standard of care in 
recommending the extraction of and extracting tooth #17.
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Trial Details

Trial Length: 6 Days
Jury Deliberations: 1.5 Hours
Jury Poll: 6-0
Jury Composition: 1 male, 5 female
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Abraham Garfinkel, M.D., family medicine,  (treating physician)
Stanley W. Lane, D.D.S., oral surgery, Boca Raton, FL (Marc R. Leffler)
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Barry W. Langsam, D.D.S., oral surgery, New Rochelle, NY (Domingo R. Gallardo)

 
Post-Trial 

Plaintiff's counsel made a motion to set aside the verdict. The motion is still pending.
 
Editor's Note 
None reported
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Demographics

Jody Randall-Gibson
Age: 32 Years
Occupation: Nurse



Gender: Female
Married: Yes
Children: None reported
Description: injured party
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Age: None reported
Occupation: None reported
Gender: Male
Married: Yes
Children: None reported
Description: None reported
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