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UROLOGY PATIENT REVIEW FORM 
This form is to be completed for each patient previously under the care of Mr O’Brien 
reviewed by the Southern Trust Urology team since Mr O’Brien’s departure on 17th July 
2020.  This form is to be retained in the patient notes and copied to Martina Corrigan, 
Head of Service.  
Patient Details  

Name 
H&C Number 
Date of Birth 

 

Patient Details 
 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

  Non visible haematuria 
Patient Summary    

 December 2019 ultrasound normal 
 No letters in record 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Regarding the patients current care 

 Question 

Y 
/ N

 / 
U

na
bl

e 
to

 
D

et
er

m
in

e Details 

1 Is the present diagnosis / 
diagnoses reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
diagnosis / diagnoses is 
consistent with investigations 
and examinations carried out 
to date, is there a requirement 
for further investigations / 
examinations to confirm 
diagnosis / diagnoses?) 

 Yes 

2 Are the current medications 
prescribed appropriate? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
prescribing is consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice, are any deviations 
from guidance recorded and 
rationale fully noted?) 

 N/A 

3 Is a secure clinical 
management plan currently 
in place? 
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(‘Secure Clinical Management 
Plan’ to consider if the current 
patient treatment pathway is 
optimal and in line with current 
best evidence based practice 
and guidance)  
 

4 If there is not a secure 
clinical management plan in 
place please document 
immediate actions required 
to be taken 

  

 

Based on the information available at the time of previous reviews, please answer the 
following to the best of your knowledge.  If a determination cannot be made please give 
reasons why. 

No. Question 

Y 
/ N

 / 
U

na
bl

e 
to

 
D

et
er

m
in

e Details 

4 Were appropriate and 
complete investigations 
carried out for all relevant 
conditions? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
investigations consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice at the time of review, 
are deviations from guidance 
recorded and rationale fully 
noted?) 
 
 

 No cystoscopy documented 

5 Were the medications 
prescribed appropriate? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
prescribing was consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice at the time of previous 
review, are deviations from 
guidance recorded and 
rationale fully noted?) 
 

 N/A 
 

6 Were the diagnosis / 
diagnoses reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
diagnosis / diagnoses is 
consistent with investigations 
and examinations carried at the 
time of review, was there a 
requirement for further 
investigations / examinations to 
confirm diagnosis / diagnoses?) 
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7 Was the clinical management 
approach taken reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
clinical management plan if the 
patient treatment pathway at 
the time was optimal and in line 
with best evidence based 
practice and guidance available 
at that time.) 
 

  

8 Were there unreasonable 
delays within the Consultants 
control with any aspect of 
care (reviews, prescribing, 
diagnostics, dictation etc) 
(‘Unreasonable Delays’ to 
consider if diagnosis required 
more urgent treatment / 
intervention that was received 
based on best evidence based 
practice and guidance available 
at that time.  The Southern 
Health and Social Care Trust 
will consider any delays in 
treatment highlighted to assess 
if these were within the 
Consultants control or due to 
systematic issues e.g. length of 
waiting lists) 
 

  

9 On balance, did the patient 
suffer any harm or detriment 
as a result of any of the 
above questions (4-9) ? 
 
 

  

 
 

 

 

Clinical Professional Reviewing Care 
Name  Krishna Sethia 
Title   Professor 
Date of Appointment  
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UROLOGY PATIENT REVIEW FORM 
This form is to be completed for each patient previously under the care of Mr O’Brien 
reviewed by the Southern Trust Urology team since Mr O’Brien’s departure on 17th July 
2020.  This form is to be retained in the patient notes and copied to Martina Corrigan, 
Head of Service.  
Patient Details  

Name 
H&C Number 
Date of Birth 

 

Patient Details 
 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

  Haematuria 
Patient Summary    

 February 2016 CT – small renal stones. Poor view of 
bladder 

 No record of a cystoscopy 
 Ultrasound August 2019 normal 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Regarding the patients current care 

 Question 

Y 
/ N

 / 
U

na
bl

e 
to

 
D

et
er

m
in

e Details 

1 Is the present diagnosis / 
diagnoses reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
diagnosis / diagnoses is 
consistent with investigations 
and examinations carried out 
to date, is there a requirement 
for further investigations / 
examinations to confirm 
diagnosis / diagnoses?) 

  

2 Are the current medications 
prescribed appropriate? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
prescribing is consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice, are any deviations 
from guidance recorded and 
rationale fully noted?) 

 N/A 
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3 Is a secure clinical 
management plan currently 
in place? 
(‘Secure Clinical Management 
Plan’ to consider if the current 
patient treatment pathway is 
optimal and in line with current 
best evidence based practice 
and guidance)  
 

 Yes 
  

4 If there is not a secure 
clinical management plan in 
place please document 
immediate actions required 
to be taken 

  

 

Based on the information available at the time of previous reviews, please answer the 
following to the best of your knowledge.  If a determination cannot be made please give 
reasons why. 

No. Question 

Y 
/ N

 / 
U

na
bl

e 
to

 
D

et
er

m
in

e Details 

4 Were appropriate and 
complete investigations 
carried out for all relevant 
conditions? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
investigations consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice at the time of review, 
are deviations from guidance 
recorded and rationale fully 
noted?) 
 
 

 No cystoscopy 

5 Were the medications 
prescribed appropriate? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
prescribing was consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice at the time of previous 
review, are deviations from 
guidance recorded and 
rationale fully noted?) 
 

 N/A 
 

6 Were the diagnosis / 
diagnoses reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
diagnosis / diagnoses is 
consistent with investigations 
and examinations carried at the 
time of review, was there a 

 Yes 
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requirement for further 
investigations / examinations to 
confirm diagnosis / diagnoses?) 
 
 

7 Was the clinical management 
approach taken reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
clinical management plan if the 
patient treatment pathway at 
the time was optimal and in line 
with best evidence based 
practice and guidance available 
at that time.) 
 

 Yes 

8 Were there unreasonable 
delays within the Consultants 
control with any aspect of 
care (reviews, prescribing, 
diagnostics, dictation etc) 
(‘Unreasonable Delays’ to 
consider if diagnosis required 
more urgent treatment / 
intervention that was received 
based on best evidence based 
practice and guidance available 
at that time.  The Southern 
Health and Social Care Trust 
will consider any delays in 
treatment highlighted to assess 
if these were within the 
Consultants control or due to 
systematic issues e.g. length of 
waiting lists) 
 

 No 

9 On balance, did the patient 
suffer any harm or detriment 
as a result of any of the 
above questions (4-9) ? 
 
 

 No 

 
 

 

 

Clinical Professional Reviewing Care 
Name  Krishna Sethia 
Title   Professor 
Date of Appointment  
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UROLOGY PATIENT REVIEW FORM 
This form is to be completed for each patient previously under the care of Mr O’Brien 
reviewed by the Southern Trust Urology team since Mr O’Brien’s departure on 17th July 
2020.  This form is to be retained in the patient notes and copied to Martina Corrigan, 
Head of Service.  
Patient Details  

Name  
H&C Number 
Date of Birth 

 

Patient Details 
 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

  Renal stones 
Patient Summary   Left staghorn 

 Very poor attender 
 Nephrostomy 2017 
 Urosepsis 2019 - ? not fit for surgery so no further 
stone treatment 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Regarding the patients current care 

 Question 

Y 
/ N

 / 
U

na
bl

e 
to

 
D

et
er

m
in

e Details 

1 Is the present diagnosis / 
diagnoses reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
diagnosis / diagnoses is 
consistent with investigations 
and examinations carried out 
to date, is there a requirement 
for further investigations / 
examinations to confirm 
diagnosis / diagnoses?) 

 Yes 

2 Are the current medications 
prescribed appropriate? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
prescribing is consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice, are any deviations 
from guidance recorded and 

 N/A 
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rationale fully noted?) 

3 Is a secure clinical 
management plan currently 
in place? 
(‘Secure Clinical Management 
Plan’ to consider if the current 
patient treatment pathway is 
optimal and in line with current 
best evidence based practice 
and guidance)  
 

  

4 If there is not a secure 
clinical management plan in 
place please document 
immediate actions required 
to be taken 

  

 

Based on the information available at the time of previous reviews, please answer the 
following to the best of your knowledge.  If a determination cannot be made please give 
reasons why. 

No. Question 

Y 
/ N

 / 
U

na
bl

e 
to

 
D

et
er

m
in

e Details 

4 Were appropriate and 
complete investigations 
carried out for all relevant 
conditions? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
investigations consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice at the time of review, 
are deviations from guidance 
recorded and rationale fully 
noted?) 
 
 

 Yes 

5 Were the medications 
prescribed appropriate? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
prescribing was consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice at the time of previous 
review, are deviations from 
guidance recorded and 
rationale fully noted?) 
 

 Should she be on antibiotic 
prophylaxis? 
 

6 Were the diagnosis / 
diagnoses reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
diagnosis / diagnoses is 

 Yes 
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consistent with investigations 
and examinations carried at the 
time of review, was there a 
requirement for further 
investigations / examinations to 
confirm diagnosis / diagnoses?) 
 
 

7 Was the clinical management 
approach taken reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
clinical management plan if the 
patient treatment pathway at 
the time was optimal and in line 
with best evidence based 
practice and guidance available 
at that time.) 
 

 probably 

8 Were there unreasonable 
delays within the Consultants 
control with any aspect of 
care (reviews, prescribing, 
diagnostics, dictation etc) 
(‘Unreasonable Delays’ to 
consider if diagnosis required 
more urgent treatment / 
intervention that was received 
based on best evidence based 
practice and guidance available 
at that time.  The Southern 
Health and Social Care Trust 
will consider any delays in 
treatment highlighted to assess 
if these were within the 
Consultants control or due to 
systematic issues e.g. length of 
waiting lists) 
 

 No 

9 On balance, did the patient 
suffer any harm or detriment 
as a result of any of the 
above questions (4-9) ? 
 
 

 No 

 
 

 

 

Clinical Professional Reviewing Care 
Name  Krishna Sethia 
Title   Professor 
Date of Appointment  
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UROLOGY PATIENT REVIEW FORM 
This form is to be completed for each patient previously under the care of Mr O’Brien 
reviewed by the Southern Trust Urology team since Mr O’Brien’s departure on 17th July 
2020.  This form is to be retained in the patient notes and copied to Martina Corrigan, 
Head of Service.  
Patient Details  

Name 
H&C Number 
Date of Birth 

 

Patient Details 
 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

   
Patient Summary   November 2018 21mm right renal tumour 

 November 2019 CT no change 
  No follow-up since 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Regarding the patients current care 

 Question 

Y 
/ N

 / 
U

na
bl

e 
to

 
D

et
er

m
in

e Details 

1 Is the present diagnosis / 
diagnoses reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
diagnosis / diagnoses is 
consistent with investigations 
and examinations carried out 
to date, is there a requirement 
for further investigations / 
examinations to confirm 
diagnosis / diagnoses?) 

 Yes 

2 Are the current medications 
prescribed appropriate? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
prescribing is consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice, are any deviations 
from guidance recorded and 
rationale fully noted?) 

 N/A 

3 Is a secure clinical   
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management plan currently 
in place? 
(‘Secure Clinical Management 
Plan’ to consider if the current 
patient treatment pathway is 
optimal and in line with current 
best evidence based practice 
and guidance)  
 

4 If there is not a secure 
clinical management plan in 
place please document 
immediate actions required 
to be taken 

  

 

Based on the information available at the time of previous reviews, please answer the 
following to the best of your knowledge.  If a determination cannot be made please give 
reasons why. 

No. Question 

Y 
/ N

 / 
U

na
bl

e 
to

 
D

et
er

m
in

e Details 

4 Were appropriate and 
complete investigations 
carried out for all relevant 
conditions? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
investigations consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice at the time of review, 
are deviations from guidance 
recorded and rationale fully 
noted?) 
 
 

 Yes 

5 Were the medications 
prescribed appropriate? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
prescribing was consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice at the time of previous 
review, are deviations from 
guidance recorded and 
rationale fully noted?) 
 

 N/A 
 

6 Were the diagnosis / 
diagnoses reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
diagnosis / diagnoses is 
consistent with investigations 
and examinations carried at the 
time of review, was there a 
requirement for further 

 Yes 
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investigations / examinations to 
confirm diagnosis / diagnoses?) 
 
 

7 Was the clinical management 
approach taken reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
clinical management plan if the 
patient treatment pathway at 
the time was optimal and in line 
with best evidence based 
practice and guidance available 
at that time.) 
 

 Yes 

8 Were there unreasonable 
delays within the Consultants 
control with any aspect of 
care (reviews, prescribing, 
diagnostics, dictation etc) 
(‘Unreasonable Delays’ to 
consider if diagnosis required 
more urgent treatment / 
intervention that was received 
based on best evidence based 
practice and guidance available 
at that time.  The Southern 
Health and Social Care Trust 
will consider any delays in 
treatment highlighted to assess 
if these were within the 
Consultants control or due to 
systematic issues e.g. length of 
waiting lists) 
 

 No 

9 On balance, did the patient 
suffer any harm or detriment 
as a result of any of the 
above questions (4-9) ? 
 
 

 No 

 
 

 

 

Clinical Professional Reviewing Care 
Name  Krishna Sethia 
Title   Professor 
Date of Appointment  
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UROLOGY PATIENT REVIEW FORM 
This form is to be completed for each patient previously under the care of Mr O’Brien 
reviewed by the Southern Trust Urology team since Mr O’Brien’s departure on 17th July 
2020.  This form is to be retained in the patient notes and copied to Martina Corrigan, 
Head of Service.  
Patient Details  

Name 
H&C Number 
Date of Birth 

 

Patient Details 
 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

   
Patient Summary   Cystoprostatectomy and ileal conduit 2009 

 2010,2011, 2013, 2014 CT’s – no recurrence 
  December 2017 CT small nodule in lung – 
recommended repeat in 3/12 but not done 

  December 2018 CT lesion larger – no action taken 
CT January 2020 – lesion larger – referred to lung 
MDT 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Regarding the patients current care 

 Question 

Y 
/ N

 / 
U

na
bl

e 
to

 
D

et
er

m
in

e Details 

1 Is the present diagnosis / 
diagnoses reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
diagnosis / diagnoses is 
consistent with investigations 
and examinations carried out 

 Yes 
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to date, is there a requirement 
for further investigations / 
examinations to confirm 
diagnosis / diagnoses?) 

2 Are the current medications 
prescribed appropriate? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
prescribing is consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice, are any deviations 
from guidance recorded and 
rationale fully noted?) 

 N/A 

3 Is a secure clinical 
management plan currently 
in place? 
(‘Secure Clinical Management 
Plan’ to consider if the current 
patient treatment pathway is 
optimal and in line with current 
best evidence based practice 
and guidance)  
 

 Yes 

4 If there is not a secure 
clinical management plan in 
place please document 
immediate actions required 
to be taken 

  

 

Based on the information available at the time of previous reviews, please answer the 
following to the best of your knowledge.  If a determination cannot be made please give 
reasons why. 

No. Question 

Y 
/ N

 / 
U

na
bl

e 
to

 
D

et
er

m
in

e Details 

4 Were appropriate and 
complete investigations 
carried out for all relevant 
conditions? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
investigations consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice at the time of review, 
are deviations from guidance 
recorded and rationale fully 
noted?) 
 
 

 Yes  

5 Were the medications 
prescribed appropriate? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
prescribing was consistent with 
current best evidence based 

 N/A 
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practice at the time of previous 
review, are deviations from 
guidance recorded and 
rationale fully noted?) 
 

6 Were the diagnosis / 
diagnoses reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
diagnosis / diagnoses is 
consistent with investigations 
and examinations carried at the 
time of review, was there a 
requirement for further 
investigations / examinations to 
confirm diagnosis / diagnoses?) 
 
 

 No 

7 Was the clinical management 
approach taken reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
clinical management plan if the 
patient treatment pathway at 
the time was optimal and in line 
with best evidence based 
practice and guidance available 
at that time.) 
 

 No – he should have been 
referred to lung team in 2017 

8 Were there unreasonable 
delays within the Consultants 
control with any aspect of 
care (reviews, prescribing, 
diagnostics, dictation etc) 
(‘Unreasonable Delays’ to 
consider if diagnosis required 
more urgent treatment / 
intervention that was received 
based on best evidence based 
practice and guidance available 
at that time.  The Southern 
Health and Social Care Trust 
will consider any delays in 
treatment highlighted to assess 
if these were within the 
Consultants control or due to 
systematic issues e.g. length of 
waiting lists) 
 

 Yes 

9 On balance, did the patient 
suffer any harm or detriment 
as a result of any of the 
above questions (4-9) ? 
 
 

 To be determined by 
respiratory physicians 
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Clinical Professional Reviewing Care 
Name  Krishna Sethia 
Title   Professor 
Date of Appointment  
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UROLOGY PATIENT REVIEW FORM 
This form is to be completed for each patient previously under the care of Mr O’Brien 
reviewed by the Southern Trust Urology team since Mr O’Brien’s departure on 17th July 
2020.  This form is to be retained in the patient notes and copied to Martina Corrigan, 
Head of Service.  
Patient Details  

Name 
H&C Number 
Date of Birth 

 

Patient Details 
 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

  Recurrent UTI’s 
Patient Summary   On CISC for hypotonic bladder 

 Ultrasound January 2019 normal 
 
  I think she should be reviewed. Not clear that ISC 
really necessary 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Regarding the patients current care 

 Question 

Y 
/ N

 / 
U

na
bl

e 
to

 
D

et
er

m
in

e Details 

1 Is the present diagnosis / 
diagnoses reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
diagnosis / diagnoses is 
consistent with investigations 
and examinations carried out 
to date, is there a requirement 
for further investigations / 
examinations to confirm 
diagnosis / diagnoses?) 

 Yes 

2 Are the current medications 
prescribed appropriate? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
prescribing is consistent with 
current best evidence based 

 N/A 
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practice, are any deviations 
from guidance recorded and 
rationale fully noted?) 

3 Is a secure clinical 
management plan currently 
in place? 
(‘Secure Clinical Management 
Plan’ to consider if the current 
patient treatment pathway is 
optimal and in line with current 
best evidence based practice 
and guidance)  
 

 No 

4 If there is not a secure 
clinical management plan in 
place please document 
immediate actions required 
to be taken 

  

 

Based on the information available at the time of previous reviews, please answer the 
following to the best of your knowledge.  If a determination cannot be made please give 
reasons why. 

No. Question 

Y 
/ N

 / 
U

na
bl

e 
to

 
D

et
er

m
in

e Details 

4 Were appropriate and 
complete investigations 
carried out for all relevant 
conditions? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
investigations consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice at the time of review, 
are deviations from guidance 
recorded and rationale fully 
noted?) 
 
 

 Yes 

5 Were the medications 
prescribed appropriate? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
prescribing was consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice at the time of previous 
review, are deviations from 
guidance recorded and 
rationale fully noted?) 
 

 N/A 
 

6 Were the diagnosis / 
diagnoses reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
diagnosis / diagnoses is 

 Yes 
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consistent with investigations 
and examinations carried at the 
time of review, was there a 
requirement for further 
investigations / examinations to 
confirm diagnosis / diagnoses?) 
 
 

7 Was the clinical management 
approach taken reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
clinical management plan if the 
patient treatment pathway at 
the time was optimal and in line 
with best evidence based 
practice and guidance available 
at that time.) 
 

 ? CISC unnecessary – maybe 
matter of opinion 

8 Were there unreasonable 
delays within the Consultants 
control with any aspect of 
care (reviews, prescribing, 
diagnostics, dictation etc) 
(‘Unreasonable Delays’ to 
consider if diagnosis required 
more urgent treatment / 
intervention that was received 
based on best evidence based 
practice and guidance available 
at that time.  The Southern 
Health and Social Care Trust 
will consider any delays in 
treatment highlighted to assess 
if these were within the 
Consultants control or due to 
systematic issues e.g. length of 
waiting lists) 
 

 No 

9 On balance, did the patient 
suffer any harm or detriment 
as a result of any of the 
above questions (4-9) ? 
 
 

 No 

 
 

 

 

Clinical Professional Reviewing Care 
Name  Krishna Sethia 
Title   Professor 
Date of Appointment  
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UROLOGY PATIENT REVIEW FORM 
This form is to be completed for each patient previously under the care of Mr O’Brien 
reviewed by the Southern Trust Urology team since Mr O’Brien’s departure on 17th July 
2020.  This form is to be retained in the patient notes and copied to Martina Corrigan, 
Head of Service.  
Patient Details  

Name 
H&C Number 
Date of Birth 

 

Patient Details 
 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

  Recurrent UTI’s 
Patient Summary   October 2019 ultrasound – ?calcification right kidney 

 February 2021 ultrasound – renal scar 
 
 No correspondence from AO’B or plan but has had 
US since 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Regarding the patients current care 

 Question 

Y 
/ N

 / 
U

na
bl

e 
to

 
D

et
er

m
in

e Details 

1 Is the present diagnosis / 
diagnoses reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
diagnosis / diagnoses is 
consistent with investigations 
and examinations carried out 
to date, is there a requirement 
for further investigations / 
examinations to confirm 
diagnosis / diagnoses?) 

 Yes 

2 Are the current medications 
prescribed appropriate? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
prescribing is consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice, are any deviations 
from guidance recorded and 

 N/A 
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rationale fully noted?) 

3 Is a secure clinical 
management plan currently 
in place? 
(‘Secure Clinical Management 
Plan’ to consider if the current 
patient treatment pathway is 
optimal and in line with current 
best evidence based practice 
and guidance)  
 

 Yes 
  

4 If there is not a secure 
clinical management plan in 
place please document 
immediate actions required 
to be taken 

  

 

Based on the information available at the time of previous reviews, please answer the 
following to the best of your knowledge.  If a determination cannot be made please give 
reasons why. 

No. Question 

Y 
/ N

 / 
U

na
bl

e 
to

 
D

et
er

m
in

e Details 

4 Were appropriate and 
complete investigations 
carried out for all relevant 
conditions? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
investigations consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice at the time of review, 
are deviations from guidance 
recorded and rationale fully 
noted?) 
 
 

 Yes 

5 Were the medications 
prescribed appropriate? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
prescribing was consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice at the time of previous 
review, are deviations from 
guidance recorded and 
rationale fully noted?) 
 

 N/A 
 

6 Were the diagnosis / 
diagnoses reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
diagnosis / diagnoses is 

 Yes 

Received from Dr Maria O'Kane on 29/03/22.  Annotated by the Urology Services Inquiry.

WIT-05832



 

consistent with investigations 
and examinations carried at the 
time of review, was there a 
requirement for further 
investigations / examinations to 
confirm diagnosis / diagnoses?) 
 
 

7 Was the clinical management 
approach taken reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
clinical management plan if the 
patient treatment pathway at 
the time was optimal and in line 
with best evidence based 
practice and guidance available 
at that time.) 
 

 Yes 

8 Were there unreasonable 
delays within the Consultants 
control with any aspect of 
care (reviews, prescribing, 
diagnostics, dictation etc) 
(‘Unreasonable Delays’ to 
consider if diagnosis required 
more urgent treatment / 
intervention that was received 
based on best evidence based 
practice and guidance available 
at that time.  The Southern 
Health and Social Care Trust 
will consider any delays in 
treatment highlighted to assess 
if these were within the 
Consultants control or due to 
systematic issues e.g. length of 
waiting lists) 
 

 No 

9 On balance, did the patient 
suffer any harm or detriment 
as a result of any of the 
above questions (4-9) ? 
 
 

 No 

 
 

 

 

Clinical Professional Reviewing Care 
Name  Krishna Sethia 
Title   Professor 
Date of Appointment  
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UROLOGY PATIENT REVIEW FORM 
This form is to be completed for each patient previously under the care of Mr O’Brien 
reviewed by the Southern Trust Urology team since Mr O’Brien’s departure on 17th July 
2020.  This form is to be retained in the patient notes and copied to Martina Corrigan, 
Head of Service.  
Patient Details  

Name 
H&C Number 
Date of Birth 

 

Patient Details 
 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

   
Patient Summary   2016 ultrasound normal 

 June 2017 obstructing VUJ calculus 
 April 2019 CT – bilateral renal stones, 2 bladder 
stones 

May 2019 litholapaxy 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Regarding the patients current care 

 Question 

Y 
/ N

 / 
U

na
bl

e 
to

 
D

et
er

m
in

e Details 

1 Is the present diagnosis / 
diagnoses reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
diagnosis / diagnoses is 
consistent with investigations 
and examinations carried out 
to date, is there a requirement 
for further investigations / 
examinations to confirm 
diagnosis / diagnoses?) 

 Yes 

2 Are the current medications 
prescribed appropriate? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
prescribing is consistent with 
current best evidence based 

 N/A 
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practice, are any deviations 
from guidance recorded and 
rationale fully noted?) 

3 Is a secure clinical 
management plan currently 
in place? 
(‘Secure Clinical Management 
Plan’ to consider if the current 
patient treatment pathway is 
optimal and in line with current 
best evidence based practice 
and guidance)  
 

 Yes 

4 If there is not a secure 
clinical management plan in 
place please document 
immediate actions required 
to be taken 

  

 

Based on the information available at the time of previous reviews, please answer the 
following to the best of your knowledge.  If a determination cannot be made please give 
reasons why. 

No. Question 

Y 
/ N

 / 
U

na
bl

e 
to

 
D

et
er

m
in

e Details 

4 Were appropriate and 
complete investigations 
carried out for all relevant 
conditions? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
investigations consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice at the time of review, 
are deviations from guidance 
recorded and rationale fully 
noted?) 
 
 

 Yes 

5 Were the medications 
prescribed appropriate? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
prescribing was consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice at the time of previous 
review, are deviations from 
guidance recorded and 
rationale fully noted?) 
 

 N/A 
 

6 Were the diagnosis / 
diagnoses reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
diagnosis / diagnoses is 

 Yes 
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consistent with investigations 
and examinations carried at the 
time of review, was there a 
requirement for further 
investigations / examinations to 
confirm diagnosis / diagnoses?) 
 
 

7 Was the clinical management 
approach taken reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
clinical management plan if the 
patient treatment pathway at 
the time was optimal and in line 
with best evidence based 
practice and guidance available 
at that time.) 
 

 Yes 

8 Were there unreasonable 
delays within the Consultants 
control with any aspect of 
care (reviews, prescribing, 
diagnostics, dictation etc) 
(‘Unreasonable Delays’ to 
consider if diagnosis required 
more urgent treatment / 
intervention that was received 
based on best evidence based 
practice and guidance available 
at that time.  The Southern 
Health and Social Care Trust 
will consider any delays in 
treatment highlighted to assess 
if these were within the 
Consultants control or due to 
systematic issues e.g. length of 
waiting lists) 
 

 Yes – lost to follow up after 
June 2017 CT 

9 On balance, did the patient 
suffer any harm or detriment 
as a result of any of the 
above questions (4-9) ? 
 
 

 Admissions with haematuria 
due to bladder stones 
Luckily no loss of renal 
function 

 
 

 

 

Clinical Professional Reviewing Care 
Name  Krishna Sethia 
Title   Professor 
Date of Appointment  
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UROLOGY PATIENT REVIEW FORM 
This form is to be completed for each patient previously under the care of Mr O’Brien 
reviewed by the Southern Trust Urology team since Mr O’Brien’s departure on 17th July 
2020.  This form is to be retained in the patient notes and copied to Martina Corrigan, 
Head of Service.  
Patient Details  

Name 
H&C Number 
Date of Birth 

 

Patient Details 
 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

   
Patient Summary   April 2018  Large renal tumour 

 
  May 2019 further scan being arranged 
  CT August 2019 – no change 
 
Follow-up unclear 
 
 
 
 

 

Regarding the patients current care 

 Question 

Y 
/ N

 / 
U

na
bl

e 
to

 
D

et
er

m
in

e Details 

1 Is the present diagnosis / 
diagnoses reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
diagnosis / diagnoses is 
consistent with investigations 
and examinations carried out 
to date, is there a requirement 
for further investigations / 
examinations to confirm 
diagnosis / diagnoses?) 

 Yes 

2 Are the current medications 
prescribed appropriate? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
prescribing is consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice, are any deviations 
from guidance recorded and 
rationale fully noted?) 

 N/A 
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3 Is a secure clinical 
management plan currently 
in place? 
(‘Secure Clinical Management 
Plan’ to consider if the current 
patient treatment pathway is 
optimal and in line with current 
best evidence based practice 
and guidance)  
 

 No 

4 If there is not a secure 
clinical management plan in 
place please document 
immediate actions required 
to be taken 

  

 

Based on the information available at the time of previous reviews, please answer the 
following to the best of your knowledge.  If a determination cannot be made please give 
reasons why. 

No. Question 

Y 
/ N

 / 
U

na
bl

e 
to

 
D

et
er

m
in

e Details 

4 Were appropriate and 
complete investigations 
carried out for all relevant 
conditions? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
investigations consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice at the time of review, 
are deviations from guidance 
recorded and rationale fully 
noted?) 
 
 

 Yes 

5 Were the medications 
prescribed appropriate? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
prescribing was consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice at the time of previous 
review, are deviations from 
guidance recorded and 
rationale fully noted?) 
 

 N/A 
 

6 Were the diagnosis / 
diagnoses reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
diagnosis / diagnoses is 
consistent with investigations 
and examinations carried at the 
time of review, was there a 

 Yes 
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requirement for further 
investigations / examinations to 
confirm diagnosis / diagnoses?) 
 
 

7 Was the clinical management 
approach taken reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
clinical management plan if the 
patient treatment pathway at 
the time was optimal and in line 
with best evidence based 
practice and guidance available 
at that time.) 
 

 Yes 

8 Were there unreasonable 
delays within the Consultants 
control with any aspect of 
care (reviews, prescribing, 
diagnostics, dictation etc) 
(‘Unreasonable Delays’ to 
consider if diagnosis required 
more urgent treatment / 
intervention that was received 
based on best evidence based 
practice and guidance available 
at that time.  The Southern 
Health and Social Care Trust 
will consider any delays in 
treatment highlighted to assess 
if these were within the 
Consultants control or due to 
systematic issues e.g. length of 
waiting lists) 
 

 No 

9 On balance, did the patient 
suffer any harm or detriment 
as a result of any of the 
above questions (4-9) ? 
 
 

 No 

 
 

 

 

Clinical Professional Reviewing Care 
Name  Krishna Sethia 
Title   Professor 
Date of Appointment  
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UROLOGY PATIENT REVIEW FORM 
This form is to be completed for each patient previously under the care of Mr O’Brien 
reviewed by the Southern Trust Urology team since Mr O’Brien’s departure on 17th July 
2020.  This form is to be retained in the patient notes and copied to Martina Corrigan, 
Head of Service.  
Patient Details  

Name  
H&C Number 
Date of Birth  

 

Patient Details 
 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

  Haematuria 
Patient Summary   CT September 2019 left hydronephrosis and bladder 

mass 
  Plan for left nephrostomy – not performed – why?  
  No further renal imaging 
  pT1 G2 TCC treated with BCG 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Regarding the patients current care 

 Question 

Y 
/ N

 / 
U

na
bl

e 
to

 
D

et
er

m
in

e Details 

1 Is the present diagnosis / 
diagnoses reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
diagnosis / diagnoses is 
consistent with investigations 
and examinations carried out 
to date, is there a requirement 
for further investigations / 
examinations to confirm 
diagnosis / diagnoses?) 

 Yes 

2 Are the current medications 
prescribed appropriate? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
prescribing is consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice, are any deviations 
from guidance recorded and 

 N/A 
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rationale fully noted?) 

3 Is a secure clinical 
management plan currently 
in place? 
(‘Secure Clinical Management 
Plan’ to consider if the current 
patient treatment pathway is 
optimal and in line with current 
best evidence based practice 
and guidance)  
 

 Yes 
  

4 If there is not a secure 
clinical management plan in 
place please document 
immediate actions required 
to be taken 

  

 

Based on the information available at the time of previous reviews, please answer the 
following to the best of your knowledge.  If a determination cannot be made please give 
reasons why. 

No. Question 

Y 
/ N

 / 
U

na
bl

e 
to

 
D

et
er

m
in

e Details 

4 Were appropriate and 
complete investigations 
carried out for all relevant 
conditions? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
investigations consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice at the time of review, 
are deviations from guidance 
recorded and rationale fully 
noted?) 
 
 

 Unclear why no further renal 
imaging and no nephrostomy 

5 Were the medications 
prescribed appropriate? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
prescribing was consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice at the time of previous 
review, are deviations from 
guidance recorded and 
rationale fully noted?) 
 

 N/A 
 

6 Were the diagnosis / 
diagnoses reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
diagnosis / diagnoses is 

 Yes 
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consistent with investigations 
and examinations carried at the 
time of review, was there a 
requirement for further 
investigations / examinations to 
confirm diagnosis / diagnoses?) 
 
 

7 Was the clinical management 
approach taken reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
clinical management plan if the 
patient treatment pathway at 
the time was optimal and in line 
with best evidence based 
practice and guidance available 
at that time.) 
 

  

8 Were there unreasonable 
delays within the Consultants 
control with any aspect of 
care (reviews, prescribing, 
diagnostics, dictation etc) 
(‘Unreasonable Delays’ to 
consider if diagnosis required 
more urgent treatment / 
intervention that was received 
based on best evidence based 
practice and guidance available 
at that time.  The Southern 
Health and Social Care Trust 
will consider any delays in 
treatment highlighted to assess 
if these were within the 
Consultants control or due to 
systematic issues e.g. length of 
waiting lists) 
 

  

9 On balance, did the patient 
suffer any harm or detriment 
as a result of any of the 
above questions (4-9) ? 
 
 

 Unknown 

 
 

 

 

Clinical Professional Reviewing Care 
Name  Krishna Sethia 
Title   Professor 
Date of Appointment  
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UROLOGY PATIENT REVIEW FORM 
This form is to be completed for each patient previously under the care of Mr O’Brien 
reviewed by the Southern Trust Urology team since Mr O’Brien’s departure on 17th July 
2020.  This form is to be retained in the patient notes and copied to Martina Corrigan, 
Head of Service.  
Patient Details  

Name  
H&C Number 
Date of Birth  

 

Patient Details 
 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

   
Patient Summary   Endometrial and colonic tumours 

 Haematuria 
 CT May 2019 mild hydronephroses and large bladder 
 Ultrasound June 2019 PVR 237ml 
 
 Creatinine January 2020 119, October 137 
 
 No record of any other investigation or procedure 
 No cystoscopy 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Regarding the patients current care 

 Question 

Y 
/ N

 / 
U

na
bl

e 
to

 
D

et
er

m
in

e Details 

1 Is the present diagnosis / 
diagnoses reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
diagnosis / diagnoses is 
consistent with investigations 
and examinations carried out 
to date, is there a requirement 
for further investigations / 
examinations to confirm 
diagnosis / diagnoses?) 

  

Received from Dr Maria O'Kane on 29/03/22.  Annotated by the Urology Services Inquiry.

WIT-05843

Personal Information redacted by the USI



 

2 Are the current medications 
prescribed appropriate? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
prescribing is consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice, are any deviations 
from guidance recorded and 
rationale fully noted?) 

 N/A 

3 Is a secure clinical 
management plan currently 
in place? 
(‘Secure Clinical Management 
Plan’ to consider if the current 
patient treatment pathway is 
optimal and in line with current 
best evidence based practice 
and guidance)  
 

 No 
  

4 If there is not a secure 
clinical management plan in 
place please document 
immediate actions required 
to be taken 

  

 

Based on the information available at the time of previous reviews, please answer the 
following to the best of your knowledge.  If a determination cannot be made please give 
reasons why. 

No. Question 

Y 
/ N

 / 
U

na
bl

e 
to

 
D

et
er

m
in

e Details 

4 Were appropriate and 
complete investigations 
carried out for all relevant 
conditions? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
investigations consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice at the time of review, 
are deviations from guidance 
recorded and rationale fully 
noted?) 
 
 

 Yes but is renal function now 
deteriorating due to chronic 
retention? 

5 Were the medications 
prescribed appropriate? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
prescribing was consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice at the time of previous 
review, are deviations from 
guidance recorded and 
rationale fully noted?) 

 N/A 
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6 Were the diagnosis / 

diagnoses reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
diagnosis / diagnoses is 
consistent with investigations 
and examinations carried at the 
time of review, was there a 
requirement for further 
investigations / examinations to 
confirm diagnosis / diagnoses?) 
 
 

  

7 Was the clinical management 
approach taken reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
clinical management plan if the 
patient treatment pathway at 
the time was optimal and in line 
with best evidence based 
practice and guidance available 
at that time.) 
 

  

8 Were there unreasonable 
delays within the Consultants 
control with any aspect of 
care (reviews, prescribing, 
diagnostics, dictation etc) 
(‘Unreasonable Delays’ to 
consider if diagnosis required 
more urgent treatment / 
intervention that was received 
based on best evidence based 
practice and guidance available 
at that time.  The Southern 
Health and Social Care Trust 
will consider any delays in 
treatment highlighted to assess 
if these were within the 
Consultants control or due to 
systematic issues e.g. length of 
waiting lists) 
 

  

9 On balance, did the patient 
suffer any harm or detriment 
as a result of any of the 
above questions (4-9) ? 
 
 

 No 

 
 

 

 

Clinical Professional Reviewing Care 
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Name  Krishna Sethia 
Title   Professor 
Date of Appointment  
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UROLOGY PATIENT REVIEW FORM 
This form is to be completed for each patient previously under the care of Mr O’Brien 
reviewed by the Southern Trust Urology team since Mr O’Brien’s departure on 17th July 
2020.  This form is to be retained in the patient notes and copied to Martina Corrigan, 
Head of Service.  
Patient Details  

Name 
H&C Number 
Date of Birth 

 

Patient Details 
 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

   
Patient Summary   Uterine sarcoma 

 Renogram October 2016 Right PUJ 44% function 
 Laparoscopic pyeloplasty 2017 
   
 February 2018 renogram Right 27% 
 August and November 2018 Right 16% 
 Repeated stent changes 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Regarding the patients current care 

 Question 

Y 
/ N

 / 
U

na
bl

e 
to

 
D

et
er

m
in

e Details 

1 Is the present diagnosis / 
diagnoses reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
diagnosis / diagnoses is 
consistent with investigations 
and examinations carried out 
to date, is there a requirement 
for further investigations / 
examinations to confirm 
diagnosis / diagnoses?) 

 Yes 

2 Are the current medications 
prescribed appropriate? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
prescribing is consistent with 
current best evidence based 

 N/A 
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practice, are any deviations 
from guidance recorded and 
rationale fully noted?) 

3 Is a secure clinical 
management plan currently 
in place? 
(‘Secure Clinical Management 
Plan’ to consider if the current 
patient treatment pathway is 
optimal and in line with current 
best evidence based practice 
and guidance)  
 

 Yes 
  

4 If there is not a secure 
clinical management plan in 
place please document 
immediate actions required 
to be taken 

  

 

Based on the information available at the time of previous reviews, please answer the 
following to the best of your knowledge.  If a determination cannot be made please give 
reasons why. 

No. Question 

Y 
/ N

 / 
U

na
bl

e 
to

 
D

et
er

m
in

e Details 

4 Were appropriate and 
complete investigations 
carried out for all relevant 
conditions? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
investigations consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice at the time of review, 
are deviations from guidance 
recorded and rationale fully 
noted?) 
 
 

 Not clear why she needed a 
pyeloplasty in the first place 
 
Why was kidney not salvaged 
in February 2018? 

5 Were the medications 
prescribed appropriate? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
prescribing was consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice at the time of previous 
review, are deviations from 
guidance recorded and 
rationale fully noted?) 
 

 N/A 
 

6 Were the diagnosis / 
diagnoses reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
diagnosis / diagnoses is 
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consistent with investigations 
and examinations carried at the 
time of review, was there a 
requirement for further 
investigations / examinations to 
confirm diagnosis / diagnoses?) 
 
 

7 Was the clinical management 
approach taken reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
clinical management plan if the 
patient treatment pathway at 
the time was optimal and in line 
with best evidence based 
practice and guidance available 
at that time.) 
 

  

8 Were there unreasonable 
delays within the Consultants 
control with any aspect of 
care (reviews, prescribing, 
diagnostics, dictation etc) 
(‘Unreasonable Delays’ to 
consider if diagnosis required 
more urgent treatment / 
intervention that was received 
based on best evidence based 
practice and guidance available 
at that time.  The Southern 
Health and Social Care Trust 
will consider any delays in 
treatment highlighted to assess 
if these were within the 
Consultants control or due to 
systematic issues e.g. length of 
waiting lists) 
 

  

9 On balance, did the patient 
suffer any harm or detriment 
as a result of any of the 
above questions (4-9) ? 
 
 

  

 
 

 

 

Clinical Professional Reviewing Care 
Name  Krishna Sethia 
Title   Professor 
Date of Appointment  

 
Received from Dr Maria O'Kane on 29/03/22.  Annotated by the Urology Services Inquiry.

WIT-05849



 

UROLOGY PATIENT REVIEW FORM 
This form is to be completed for each patient previously under the care of Mr O’Brien 
reviewed by the Southern Trust Urology team since Mr O’Brien’s departure on 17th July 
2020.  This form is to be retained in the patient notes and copied to Martina Corrigan, 
Head of Service.  
Patient Details  

Name 
H&C Number 
Date of Birth 

 

Patient Details 
 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

   
Patient Summary    

 January 2020 ultrasound – normal left testis ? right 
testis in groin 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Regarding the patients current care 

 Question 

Y 
/ N

 / 
U

na
bl

e 
to

 
D

et
er

m
in

e Details 

1 Is the present diagnosis / 
diagnoses reasonable? 
(‘Reasonable’ to consider if 
diagnosis / diagnoses is 
consistent with investigations 
and examinations carried out 
to date, is there a requirement 
for further investigations / 
examinations to confirm 
diagnosis / diagnoses?) 

 Yes 

2 Are the current medications 
prescribed appropriate? 
(‘Appropriate’ to consider if 
prescribing is consistent with 
current best evidence based 
practice, are any deviations 
from guidance recorded and 
rationale fully noted?) 

 N/A 
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