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IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

SALT LAKE COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 

 
BRADLEY SCOTT WEIDMAN and 
RENEE WEIDMAN, 

 
Plaintiffs, 

 
COMPLAINT AND JURY DEMAND 

 
(TIER 3) 

vs. 
 
PETER C. FISHER, MD, 
 

Defendant. 

 
Case No.  
 
Judge: 

 
The Plaintiffs, by and through Brady L. Rasmussen and Jeffrey D. Gooch of Jones 

Waldo, and hereby complain of Defendant and allege as follows: 

I.   PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

1. This action arises out of the negligent urological medical care provided by 

Defendant Dr. Peter C. Fisher to his patient Plaintiff Bradley S. Weidman, which led to 
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multiple emergency surgeries, permanent and debilitating injuries, and additional pain 

and suffering.  In addition, and as a result, Renee Weidman, the wife of Bradley S. 

Weidman, suffered, and continues to suffer, loss of consortium. 

II.   PARTIES 

2. Plaintiffs Bradley Scott Weidman and Renee Weidman (referred to as 

Plaintiffs or Weidmans) are residents of Utah. 

3. Defendant Peter C. Fisher, MD (referred to as Defendant or Dr. Fisher) 

both resides and conducts business as a urologist in Salt Lake County.   

III.   JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

4. Subject matter jurisdiction is proper in this Court pursuant to Utah Code Ann. 

§ 78A-5-102(1). 

5. This Court may exercise personal jurisdiction over Defendants because the De-

fendants resides in, owns property, and/or conducts business in the State of Utah.   

6. Venue is proper in this Court pursuant to Utah Code Ann. § 78B-3-307(a) and 

(b).   

IV.   FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

7. The injuries suffered by the Weidmans occurred because of the actions 

and omissions of Dr. Fisher in the care of his patient Plaintiff Bradley Scott Weidman 

(“Brad Weidman”) from approximately August 31, 2015, including a surgical procedure 

performed September 11, 2015, and thereafter. 
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8. On September 11, 2015, Dr. Fisher performed a surgical procedure on Brad 

Weidman described as a trans-urethral unroofing of ejaculatory duct and biopsy of the 

dome of the bladder.  

9. A trans-urethral unroofing of ejaculatory duct (also referred to by the acro-

nym “TURED”) is a procedure performed on males to treat ejaculatory duct ob-

struction(s) (“EDO”).  

10. Indications for treatment of EDO include painful intercourse, blood in the 

ejaculate and infertility.  

11. At the time of seeing Dr. Fisher, Brad Weidman had no indications of EDO. 

12. At the time of seeing Dr. Fisher, Brad Weidman was 53 years old with three 

grown beautiful boys, one grown beautiful daughter, and a happy and healthy marriage 

of 25 years with no indications of sexual issues or dysfunction.  

13. In 2015, Brad Weidman’s previous prostatitis was resolved, but he was ex-

periencing bladder pain.  

14. At the recommendation of Edward Joe Eyring, a former doctor of Plaintiff 

Weidman's, Brad Weidman presented to Dr. Fisher with the exclusive complaint of blad-

der pain.  

15. The exact nature of the personal, business, and/or professional relationship 

between Joe Eyring and Dr. Fisher is unknown at this time. 

16. However, the Weidmans later learned that Joe Eyring did not have a medi-

cal license to practice medicine at this time.  
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17. Upon information and belief, it was common knowledge to those in the 

medical community that Joe Eyring had received some complaints from patients and was 

no longer practicing medicine as a physician licensed by the State of Utah.  

18. Dr. Fisher ordered an MRI prior to meeting Brad Weidman. 

19. The MRI was performed on August 29, 2015, at St. Mark's Hospital.  

20. On August 31, 2015, Brad Weidman had his one office visit with Dr. Fisher 

prior to the surgical procedure.  

21. At this visit, which lasted no more than 15 minutes, Dr. Fisher told Brad 

Weidman he had found the source of Brad Weidman's bladder pain, which resulted from 

what he described as an enlarged left seminal vesicle that was pressing into his bladder.  

22. Dr. Fisher then told Brad Weidman that he could resolve Brad Weidman's 

pain with a simple and non-invasive surgery concerning his left seminal vesicle.  

23. At no point in this visit did Dr. Fisher inquire of Brad Weidman regarding 

symptoms and/or medical history relating to EDO.  

24. Brad Weidman had no symptoms or history indicative of EDO.   

25. Dr. Fisher’s in-house urinalysis test showed his urine was normal with no 

infection. 

26. The fact that Brad Weidman had no indications of EDO was clear from his 

medical records and history, and Brad Weidman would have told Dr. Fisher the same if 

he had asked.   
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27. The fact that Brad Weidman had no indications of EDO was also clear from 

the short questionnaire Brad Weidman answered at his one and only office visit with Dr. 

Fisher, identifying that he was sexually active and had no sexual problems.  

28. Dr. Fisher did not perform a physical examination of Plaintiff Weidman at 

any time prior to the surgery.  

29. No further tests were requested by or performed by Dr. Fisher relating to 

the diagnosis of an EDO, including but limited to: an examination of the seminal vesicle 

with 24 hours of sexual abstinence, semen analysis or  transrectal ultrasound (TRUS), 

including guided-seminovesiculography, which includes the injection of colored dyes to 

provide visual evidence of an obstruction. 

30. The MRI report, which was never provided to Brad Weidman prior to the 

surgery, states: "The seminal vesicles are somewhat asymmetric appearing with the left 

seminal vesicles more distended than the right. This is of uncertain clinical significance." 

Later in the report, it states: "Asymmetric size of the seminal vesicles the left more prom-

inent than the right. This is a nonspecific finding." 

31. In fact, Brad Weidman's left seminal vesicle was not enlarged. Rather, his 

right seminal vesicle is not fully developed resulting in the somewhat asymmetric appear-

ance as noted by the MRI report. 

32. Moreover, Brad Weidman was also never asked about his sexual activity or 

abstinence at the time of MRI to further evaluate the nonspecific finding of asymmetry.  
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33. When ordering the MRI on August 29, 2015, Dr. Fisher, without any exam-

ination, review of medical records, or any discussion with Brad Weidman, concludes “Pos-

sible Seminal Vesicle or Prostatic Abscess.” 

34. The MRI report also notes “2 small fluid collections within the central gland 

at the left prostate base…These may represent developmental cysts, but cannot exclude 

small abscesses. Clinical correlation suggested.” 

35. Prostatic abscess mainly affects diabetic and immunosuppressed patients. 

Brad Weidman was neither diabetic nor immunosuppressed. 

36. Another indication of a prostatic abscess is fever. Brad Weidman did not 

have a fever, and had never been diagnosed with bacterial prostatitis, or confirmation of 

a prostatic abscess.  

37. Rather than clinically correlating these small fluid collections as indicated 

on the MRI report, Dr. Fisher rushed towards the invasive TURED procedure with known 

risk of complications.  

38. As mentioned, Brad Weidman had four healthy children with no complica-

tions, and no other indications of EDO, therefore, small developmental cysts were not 

indicative of an EDO, something that required surgical intervention, or a condition caus-

ing the complained bladder pain.  

39. Dr. Fisher negligently misdiagnosed Brad Weidman’s condition and the 

procedure was unnecessary and harmful. It was also not adequately explained to Plaintiff 

Weidman. 
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40. Further, the procedures were negligently performed. 

41. For reasons that remain unknown, Joe Eyring was present during the sur-

gical procedure and in the operating room.  

42. During the surgical procedure, it is clear that there was no finding or indi-

cation of an EDO.  

43. With no indications of an EDO, as previously surmised, Dr. Fisher should 

have done no further harm to patient Brad Weidman and aborted the surgery.  

44. Instead, Dr. Fisher cut into Brad Weidman’s prostate and removed his 

verumontanum. 

45. After negligently cutting Brad Weidman’s prostate and removing his 

verumontanum, there remained no finding or indication of an EDO, and, in addition, the 

procedure caused obstructing scar tissue over Brad Weidman’s ejaculatory duct leading 

to additional damage.  

46. Dr. Fisher never followed-up with Brad Weidman after the surgery.  

47. In fact, Brad Weidman was sent home without Dr. Fisher, or any licensed 

hospital staff, removing his catheter.  

48. At no time did Dr. Fisher communicate to Brad Weidman that he had found 

the EDO he had diagnosed prior to the surgery.  

49. Brad Weidman was led to believe that Dr. Fisher had successfully treated 

the source of his bladder pain.  
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50. Unfortunately, as a direct and proximate result of Dr. Fisher's negligence 

described-above, Brad Weidman has suffered a cascade of permanent damage, scar tis-

sue, and injuries. 

51. Initially, Brad Weidman sustained post-operative internal bleeding of the 

prostate.  There were a multitude of extraordinary large blood clots lodged in his bladder 

and penis from all the internal bleeding. 

52. At the instruction of Dr. Fisher, Brad Weidman engaged in intercourse with 

his wife, which resulted in debilitating pain, including the total loss of the sensation of 

orgasm, and an uncontrollable stream of watery and bloody seminal fluid, causing more 

blood and large blood clots discharged from his penis. 

53. As a result of the damage, pain, bleeding, and clotting, Brad Weidman was 

forced to endure many emergency surgeries, several trips to the emergency room, and 

ongoing emergency doctor appointments.  

54. In additional, as a result of Dr. Fisher's negligence and as part of these emer-

gency surgeries, Brad Weidman underwent transurethral resections of his prostate 

(“TURP”) requiring almost his entire prostate to be removed, and resulting in permanent 

retrograde ejaculation and continued loss of sensation of orgasm.  

55. Finally, as a direct result of Dr. Fisher's negligence in the TURED surgery, 

or the subsequent emergency surgeries caused by Dr. Fisher’s negligence, Brad Weidman 

contracted life threatening nosocomial infections he is currently fighting that caused 
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more damage and the recent total removal of his seminal vesicles and nearly all his pros-

tate.  

56. Brad Weidman never had any of the above injuries and complications be-

fore the surgery performed by Dr. Fisher and he continues to bleed and heavily clot from 

his penis to this day. 

57. Brad Weidman’s wife Renee Weidman was at all relevant times the spouse 

of Brad Weidman, and lives and cohabits with him. 

58. For the reasons explained above, Renee Weidman has been caused to pres-

ently, and will in the future, suffer the loss of her spouse's companionship, services, and 

society; the abilities of Brad Weidman have in those respects been impaired and depreci-

ated, and the marital association between husband and wife has been altered, and accord-

ingly, the Weidmans have been caused great mental anguish and suffering.  

59. The TURED procedure performed by Dr. Fisher was not indicated.   

60. Plaintiff Brad Weidman has suffered permanent debilitating injuries. He 

lives with consistent excruciating daily pain and his life has been drastically altered since 

the TURED surgery performed on him by Dr. Fisher. 

V. CAUSES OF ACTION 

A.  NEGLIGENCE 

61. Plaintiff incorporates by reference the allegations contained in all para-

graphs above.  
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62. Defendant Dr. Fisher held himself out to be able to provide adequate and 

safe services to the public and to his patients, including Plaintiff Brad Weidman.   

63. Defendant Dr. Fisher owed Plaintiff Brad Weidman duty to adhere to the 

standards of care.   

64. Defendant Dr. Fisher, however, breached the standard of care in a number 

of ways described in the above paragraphs and including, but not limited to: 

(1) Failure to diagnose and adequately treat Brad Weidman's condition; 

(2) Failure to appropriately order tests and otherwise diagnose the ab-

sence of a EDO; 

(3) Failure to appropriately consult with other healthcare providers in 

order to diagnose and treat Brad Weidman; 

(4) Failure to adequately examine Brad Weidman and review his medi-

cal history; 

(5) Misdiagnosis of a EDO when none was indicated prior to and during 

the operative TURED surgery; 

(6) Failure to properly perform the TURED surgical procedures as 

noted; 

(7) Failure to properly counsel Brad Weidman about potential risks and 

dangers associated with the surgical procedures as noted; and 

(8) Failure to implement and follow proper protocols and guidelines in 

order to prevent misdiagnosis. 
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65. As a proximate and direct result of the negligence of Defendant, Plaintiff 

Brad Weidman suffered severe, permanent, debilitating injuries and damages. 

66. As a direct and proximate result of Defendant’s negligence and recklessness, 

Plaintiff Brad Weidman suffered injuries to be proven at trial. 

B.  LOSS OF CONSORTIUM 

67. Plaintiffs fully incorporate and reference all other paragraphs herein. 

68. Plaintiff-spouse, Renee Weidman, was at all relevant times the spouse of 

Plaintiff Brad Weidman, and lives and cohabits with him. 

69. For the reasons explained above, Plaintiff-spouse has been caused, pres-

ently and in the future, to suffer loss of his spouse’s sexual companionship, pleasure, and 

enjoyment.  The marital association between husband and wife has been altered, and ac-

cordingly, Plaintiff and Plaintiff-spouse have been caused great mental anguish. 

VI. PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, Weidman Plaintiffs prays for judgment against Defendant Dr. 

Fisher as follows: 

a. For general damages for pain and suffering in an amount to be proven at 

trial; 

b. For past and future medical expenses in an amount to be proven at trial; 

c. For lost household services and other recoverable services; 

d. For past and future loss of enjoyment of life; 
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e. For past and future mental anguish and distress; 

f. For past and future physical impairment; 

g. For past and future disfigurement; 

h. For pre-judgment and post-judgment interest;  

i. For costs of suit herein; and 

j. For such further relief as this Court deems just and proper. 

VII. DEMAND FOR TRIAL BY JURY 

Plaintiff demands that a jury try all of the above issues and allegations. 

 DATED this 23rd day of February 2018.  

JONES WALDO HOLBROOK & MCDONOUGH, P.C. 
 

 
/s/ Brady Rasmussen  

                 Attorneys for the Plaintiff 
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