UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF PUERTO RICO

Gladys Torres-Correa v. Instituto de Ojos y Piel Inc., et al.

Torres-Correa * No. Civil No. 23-01025 (MAJ); 3:23-cv-01025 - Decided December 1, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Puerto Rico granted Defendants’ motion for

summary judgment in a medical malpractice action arising from ophthalmic surgery. The court held

that Plaintiff failed to properly controvert Defendants’ factual assertions and offered no admissible

evidence establishing the applicable standard of care, breach, or causation. The case was dismissed

with prejudice.
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dismissed

Defendants moved for summary judgment in a Puerto Rico medical-
malpractice action after the court excluded Plaintiff's proffered expert
testimony. The court granted summary judgment and dismissed the

action with prejudice.

Summary judgment is appropriate when there is no genuine dispute as
to any material fact and only questions of law remain. The moving
party bears the initial burden of showing the absence of a genuine
issue of material fact; the nonmovant must produce specific facts
sufficient to establish a genuine dispute. The court views evidence in
the light most favorable to the nonmovant and does not weigh

evidence or make credibility determinations.

Unpublished district court opinion; limited persuasive value.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Defendants were entitled to summary judgment because Plaintiff failed to identify admissible
evidence establishing the applicable medical standard of care, a deviation from that standard, and

causation.

2. Whether Plaintiff was entitled under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 56(d) to defer or deny

consideration of summary judgment because discovery allegedly remained ongoing.

3. Whether Plaintiff's failure to comply with the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and District of Puerto

Rico Local Rule 56 required the court to deem Defendants' factual assertions admitted.

HOLDINGS

1. Summary judgment was warranted because Plaintiff failed to produce admissible evidence establishing
the standard of care, breach, or causation, each of which was essential to her medical-malpractice

claims.
2. Plaintiff was not entitled to defer or deny consideration of summary judgment under Rule 56(d).

3. Plaintiff's unsupported factual assertions did not establish a genuine dispute and Defendants' properly
supported factual assertions were deemed admitted.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Summary judgment is appropriate when there is no genuine dispute as to any material fact and only

questions of law remain.” (I11)

“Since a claimant “bears the burden of producing specific facts sufficient to” defeat summary judgment,
Gonzdlez-Cabdn, 48 F.4th at 14, Plaintiff’s claims must be dismissed.” (IV)

“This case is hereby DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE.” (1V)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff underwent ophthalmic surgery performed by Defendants and allegedly developed complications,
including loss of eyesight. She alleged that Defendants negligently failed to provide appropriate follow-up care,
including after permitting her to return to Florida during the COVID-19 period. Plaintiff sought to present expert
testimony to establish the standard of care, breach, and causation, but the court excluded that testimony, and

Plaintiff identified no other admissible evidentiary support.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff sued Instituto de Ojos y Piel, Inc., Dr. Miguel Santiago Garcia, and unnamed insurers, alleging

negligence arising from complications following ophthalmic surgery. The court granted Defendants' motion in
limine excluding Plaintiff's expert testimony. Defendants then moved for summary judgment, arguing that

Plaintiff lacked admissible evidence of the standard of care, breach, or causation. The court deemed Defendants'



factual assertions admitted under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 56 and District of Puerto Rico Local Rule 56
because Plaintiff's opposition lacked record citations, then granted summary judgment and dismissed the case
with prejudice.
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