Letter to the

Informed Consent Not So Controversial
in California

Educators and
private practitioners
should be aware that
California is one of
the states where the
provision of informed
consent apparently is
not controversial.
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recent Journal of the American

Dental Association article

reporting the results of a sur-

vey about the number of den-

tists who provide informed

consent for the provision of

local anesthesia generated positive com-

ments from several California dental edu-

cators.’> However, one missive opined

that California law, as the educator under-

stood it, does not require consent for the
administration of local anesthesia.3

Educators and private practitioners

should be aware that California is one of

the states where the provision of informed

consent apparently is not controversial.

This is evidenced in California by provi-

sions such as California Jury Instruction

532, which includes the statement “The
patient must be told about any risk of
death or serious injury or significant
potential complication that may occur if
the procedure is performed.”

It is well-documented that the admin-
istration of local anesthesia can result in

death or serious injury.
Sincerely,
Daniel L. Orr, 11, DDS, PhD, JD, MD
Clinical Professor of Surgery and
Anesthesiology for Dentistry
University of Nevada School of Medicine
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