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SUMMARY

The Texas Court of Appeals for the Second District of Fort Worth held that expert reports submitted in
Greg Staats's health care liability action adequately addressed causation under Chapter 74 of the Texas
Civil Practice and Remedies Code. The court reversed the trial court's order sustaining objections to
the supplemental reports and dismissing the case with prejudice, and remanded for further
proceedings.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the supplemental expert reports made an objective good-faith effort to explain the causal
relationship between the alleged breach of the standard of care and Staats's liver abscess under Texas
Civil Practice and Remedies Code section 74.351.

2. Whether the trial court abused its discretion by sustaining the objections to the supplemental reports and
dismissing Staats's case with prejudice.

HOLDINGS

1. The supplemental reports were adequate because they made a good-faith effort to explain factually how
the alleged failure to conduct a timely postoperative examination led to an untreated infection and
ultimately to Staats's liver abscess.

2. Dismissal with prejudice was improper because the supplemental reports adequately supported at least
one causation theory under the applicable low-threshold standard.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“In this regard, the court’s role with respect to causation is to determine whether the expert has explained
how the negligent conduct caused the injury, not whether the expert has proved causation.” (4)

“In short, to satisfy the causation requirement, “the expert need not prove the entire case or account for every
known fact; the report is sufficient if it makes ‘a good-faith effort to explain, factually, how proximate cause is
going to be proven.’”” (5)

“Therefore, the reports created a direct line from the breach of the standard of care, to the failure to diagnose
the infection and failure to treat it, and to the ultimate harm, the liver abscess.” (9)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Staats underwent dental surgery by Dr. Jamie Singley on June 16, 2020. He allegedly developed fevers
beginning the day of surgery and later developed an infection and liver abscess. His experts opined that the
standard of care required a postoperative examination within seven days, that earlier detection and antibiotic
treatment would have prevented the liver abscess, and that the defendants' failure to provide that follow-up
caused the injury.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Staats sued the appellees for negligence in his dental care and served expert reports under Texas Civil Practice
and Remedies Code section 74.351. After an earlier interlocutory appeal, the court remanded for consideration of
Staats's request to supplement his causation reports. On remand, the trial court permitted supplemental reports



but later sustained the appellees' objections to those reports and dismissed the case with prejudice. The court of
appeals reversed and remanded.

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The case is remanded to the trial court for further proceedings after reversal of the order sustaining objections to
the supplemental expert reports and the judgment of dismissal with prejudice.
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