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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 40

Patient Details 

 

 
          

           
            

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 
   

    
  
 

 
  
  
  
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

   
   

  
 

  

 
   

    

  
 

  

 
 

   
  

  

  

Presenting 
Condition(s) 
Patient Summary 

2008 Gleason 4+3 Ca prostate 
Started on bicalutamide 50, later increased and 
leuprorelin added 
No MDM discussion at the time 
Radiotherapy completed 2013 
Doing well now 

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) 

Discharged 

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?) 

No 

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.) 

Should have started 
radiotherapy in 2008/9 

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) ? 

Probably not
Stayed on antiandrogens for 
too long 

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-05687

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 
Patient Summary CT February 2020 obstructing left ureteric stone 

Stone fragmented 
Further CT shows bilateral stones 
Ultrasound June 2020 DNA 

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 
Patient Summary Right nephrectomy 1993 

Left pyeloplasty 1994 
Left renal pain 2018 with hydronephrosis 
CT March 2020 no evidence of obstruction 
February 2020 eGFR >60 

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) 

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 
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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 
Patient Summary Right renal pelvis dilatation April 2019 

Failed to attend for CT and FU appt 
Under rheumatologists – should they arrange 
scans?? 

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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WIT-05694

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?) 

N/A 

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

Yes 
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WIT-05695

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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WIT-05696

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 
Patient Summary 2017 right PUJ obstruction 

2018 46% function 
Awaiting repeat renogram 

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 Yes 
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WIT-05697

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?) 

Should have had follow-up 
renogram before 2021 

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) ? 

Probably not 

Clinical Professional Reviewing Care 

Name Krishna Sethia 
Title Professor 
Date of Appointment 
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WIT-05699

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

Haematuria and UTI 
Patient Summary August 2019 ultrasound normal 

No evidence of a 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?) 

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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WIT-05700

(‘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 

Needs cystoscopy 

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 

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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WIT-05701

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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WIT-05702

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

 

 
          

           
            

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 
   

     
  

 
     
  
  
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

   
   

  
 

  

 
   

    

  
 

  

 
 

   
  

  

  

Presenting 
Condition(s) 
Patient Summary 2016 rising PSA to 4.5. MRI no target 

Due for review in May 2018 – delayed by 1 year due 
to backlog 
May 2019 PSA 8.3. MRI shows PIRADS 4 lesion 

Biopsies Gleason 3+4 
Referred for radiotherapy 

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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WIT-05703

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 but possible a systems 
delay? (one year backlog) 

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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WIT-05705

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

 

 
          

           
            

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 
   

    
 

   
  
  
  
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

   
   

   
 

  

 
   

    

  
 

  

 
 

   
  

  

  

Presenting 
Condition(s) 
Patient Summary October 2019 right ureteric stone – CT in December 

shows it moved 2cm. Small left renal stones 
January 2020 stone at VUJ 
Stented in January 2020 and stent removed in April 
October 2020 normal ultrasound 

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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WIT-05706

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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WIT-05707

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

LUTS 

Patient Summary 

March 2020 ultrasound – normal urinary tract 

No follow-up information 

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 

3 Is a secure clinical 
management plan currently
in place? 
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WIT-05709

(‘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?) 

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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WIT-05710

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 

Name Krishna Sethia 
Title Professor 
Date of Appointment 
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WIT-05711

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

 

 
          

           
            

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 
   

    
   

 
   
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

   
   

  
 

  

 
   

    

  
 

  

 
 

   
  

  

  

Presenting 
Condition(s) 
Patient Summary Left renal stone 

CT June 2019 no stone in ureter – thickened bladder 
wall 
Ultrasound June 2020 – normal bladder 
No correspondence 

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) 

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 – one year between CT 
report and bladder ultrasound 

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 
Patient Summary November 2012 Ct ureteric stone and 

hydronephrosis. Ureteroscopy 
2018 ? right ureteric stone – repeat CT not obvious 
2019 CT – right renal stones unchanged 

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) 

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

 

 
          

           
            

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 
   

   
 

  
  
  
  
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

   
   

   
 

  

 
   

    

  
 

  

Presenting 
Condition(s) 
Patient Summary CT April 2015  solitary left kidney. Large ureteric 

stone 
Retrograde study. Stent 
Treated privately 
February 2019 1.8cm stone  ?in lower ureter 
Left ureter stented 

No evidence stent has been removed 

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 
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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) 

? 

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 
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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?) 

Yes 

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) 

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 
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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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

Retention 

Patient Summary PSA 42 
T1a Ca prostate Gleason 8 
Bone scan August 2019 – metastases 
Started on bicalutamide 50 
Changed to decapeptyl in March 2019  PSA 
continued to rise 

Died 

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 

 

 
          

           
            

 
 

  
 
 

 

 
 

 
   

    
  
   
  
  

 
 
 
 
  
 

 

 

   
   

  
 

  

 
   

    

  
 

  

  
 

   
  

  
  

    

  

Personal Information redacted by the USI
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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) 

N/A 

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?) 

No – incorrect dose of 
bicalutamide 

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 apart from bicalutamide 
dose 

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) ? 

Probably not 

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

Testicular pain 

Patient Summary All ultrasound scans normal 

March 2018 letter recommended cystoscopy under 
AO’B for UTI but I cannot see any record thereof or 
any further urology follow-up 

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) 

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?) 

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 
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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.) 

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

UTI 
Patient Summary Ultrasound October 2012 normal 

2019 UTI  Ultrasound normal 
No letters found but MSU reverted to 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?) 

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 
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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.) 

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 

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 
Patient Summary Known detrusor overactivity 

March 2019 ultrasound PVR 59 

March 2019 AO’B planned cystoscopy and 
urodynamics – no record thereof – 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 
practice, are any deviations 
from guidance recorded and 

N/A 

 

 
          

           
            

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 
   

    
   
 

     
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

   
   

  
 

  

 
   

    

  
 

  

 
 

   
  

  
  

    

  

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



 

 

   
 

 
 

    

    
  

  
 

  
  

      
  

   
 

 

  

 

        
           

  

   
   

 
 

  
 
   
   

  
   

  
   

 
 
 

  

  
 

   
    

  
    

  
   

 
 

  
 

   
 

  

  

WIT-05731

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?) 

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) 

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

 

 
          

           
            

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 
   

    
  
   

 
    
 
  

 
 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

   
   

  
 

  

 
   

    

  

Presenting 
Condition(s) 
Patient Summary Cystectomy and orthotopic bladder 

CT 2015 distal left ureteric stone. Left nephrostomy. 
Nephrostogram showed mild ureteric stenosis – 
stented November 2015 
Pain recurred 2019 – CT gross hydroureter – stented 

Very poor attender – has failed to attend for 
renography and now for stent changes 

AO’B wrote to GP in April 2020 expressing concern 

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 

Yes 
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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) 

No ? because patient does not
attend 

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 

N/A 
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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?) 

Yes 

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 
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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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 
Patient Summary CT December 2019 – 6mm right renal stone 

No follow up (? Not necessary but check) 

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?) 

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 
investigations / examinations to 
confirm diagnosis / diagnoses?) 

Yes 
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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.) 

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

Known stone former 
Patient Summary CT 2017 bilateral renal stones 

Several treatments but no record since June 2019 – 
needed further 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 
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?) 

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 
investigations / examinations to 
confirm diagnosis / diagnoses?) 

Yes 
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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.) 

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 102

Patient Details 

 

 
          

           
            

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 
   

    
   

 
 

    
  

 
 
 
 
 
  

 

 

   
   

  
 

  

 
   

    

  
 

  

 
 

   
  

  

  

Presenting 
Condition(s) 
Patient Summary 2012 Gleason 6 prostate cancer 

Started on bicalutamide 50 – 2013 stopped due to 
side effects.  Restarted bicalutamide 150 January 
2014. 
Referred for radiotherapy - ?referral went astray 
Received radiotherapy March 2016. Did well 

LUTS. May 2019 ultrasound normal 

Died 
Personal Information redacted by the USI

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) 

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?) 

Bicalutamide 50mg in 2012 was 
not indicated 

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) 

No 

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

Side effects of bicalutamide in 
2012/3 (but no record of
problems in 2014) 

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 
Patient Summary March 2017 tiny renal stone on CT 

November 2019 small bilateral stones 
No follow up plan documented (had hd ureteric colic) 

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?) 

No biochemical screen 

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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WIT-05748

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) 

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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WIT-05749

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 
Patient Summary 2014 Gleason 9 Ca prostate 

Started on bicalutamide 50 
2019 admitted with urosepsis. Bicalutamide increased 
to 150 

Died 

 

 
          

           
            

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 
   

    
  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
  

 

 

   
   

  
 

  
 

 
   

    

  
 

  

 
 

   
  

  
  

    
 

  

Personal Information redacted by 
the USI

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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WIT-05750

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?) 

No – wrong dose of
bicalutamide 

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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WIT-05751

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) ? 

Probably not 

Clinical Professional Reviewing Care 

Name Krishna Sethia 
Title Professor 
Date of Appointment 
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WIT-05752

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 
Patient Summary 

May 2019 obstructing stone at Right PUJ. Left stent 
Ureteroscopy May 2019 
No record of ureteroscopy in November 2019 – was 
stent removed? 

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? 

Don’t know 
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WIT-05753

(‘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?) 

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?) 

Yes 
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WIT-05754

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) 

Not clear what happened in
November 2019 

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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WIT-05755

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

LUTS 

Patient Summary Ultrasound January 2020 normal (PVR 230) 
No follow up 

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? 

No 
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WIT-05756

(‘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 
investigations / examinations to 
confirm diagnosis / diagnoses?) 

Yes 
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WIT-05757

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 – but should be followed 
up 

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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WIT-05758

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 
Patient Summary No urology record seen 

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?) 

3 Is a secure clinical 
management plan currently
in place? 
(‘Secure Clinical Management 
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WIT-05759

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?) 

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?) 

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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WIT-05760

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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WIT-05761

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

Left renal stones 

Patient Summary May 2019 CT – filling defect in R ureter 
June 2019 ureteroscopy and biopsies 
No record of left stent being removed but not 
mentioned in 2021 letter 
To check 

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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WIT-05762

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) 

Discharged 

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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WIT-05763

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 

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



WIT-05764

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 
Patient Summary Gleason 4+3 cancer PSA 47 

Radical radiotherapy and ADT 
December 2019 haematuria. Ultrasound normal 
? 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?) 

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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WIT-05765

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 in December 
2019 for haematuria 

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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WIT-05766

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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WIT-05767

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

Haematuria 

Patient Summary 

CT scans in 2017, 2019 and 2021 show left 
hydronephrosis now with distal ureteric stone 

No plan 

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 No 
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WIT-05768

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 

Stone needs treatment 

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 - left hydronephrosis not 
adequately investigated 

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.) 

No 

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) ? 

Depends on current function of 
left kidney. If reduced he may 
have been harmed 

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 

 

 
          

           
            

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 
   

    
  

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

   
   

  
 

  

 
   

    

  
 

  

 
 

   
  

  
  

    
 

  

   
 

 

  

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

Raised PSA 

Patient Summary Declined to attend for MRI 
PSA not checked since November 2019 and no 
letters so needs checking 

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 

3 Is a secure clinical 
management plan currently
in place? 

No 
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WIT-05771

(‘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 

Needs PSA check ?by GP 

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?) 

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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WIT-05772

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) 

No 

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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WIT-05773

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 
Patient Summary August 2010 TURP – incontinence after 

November 2010 ultrasound – normal kidneys 
November 2019 put on list for injection of bulking 
agent 

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? 

Yes but debatable 
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WIT-05774

(‘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 
investigations / examinations to 
confirm diagnosis / diagnoses?) 

Yes 
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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.) 

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 – he was incontinent in 
2011 but no treatment then 

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 
Patient Summary January 2019 UTI. Ultrasound normal 

No letters on system 

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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WIT-05777

(‘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 
investigations / examinations to 
confirm diagnosis / diagnoses?) 

Yes 
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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) 

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

Bladder outflow obstruction 

Patient Summary May 2019 ultrasound normal 

No follow up letters 

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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WIT-05780

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?) 

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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WIT-05781

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 

Name Krishna Sethia 
Title Professor 
Date of Appointment 
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WIT-05782

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 
Patient Summary CT September 2019 – RPF with left hydronephrosis 

Left stent inserted 
August 2020 – planned stent change – not clear if 
this has happened 

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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WIT-05783

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 
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) 

Yes – delay in changing stent 

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

Raised PSA (5.14 November 2019) 
Patient Summary Ultrasound December 2019 – normal urinary tract 

Started finasteride January 2020 
September 2020 PSA 3.6 

Needs further PSA check 

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 

N/A 
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WIT-05786

current best evidence based 
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 record 

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 

Yes 
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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.) 

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 

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



WIT-05788

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 

 

 
          

           
            

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 
   

    
   
  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

   
   

  
 

  

 
   

    

  
 

  

 
 

   
  

  
  

    

  

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 
Patient Summary 

February 2019 CT – probable left AML 11mm 
Discharged by AO’B 

? should have repeat imaging to ensure lesion not 
growing 

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?) 

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) 

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 
Patient Summary July 2018 Gleason 9 Ca prostate 

MDM suggested assessing fitness for oncology 
opinion (AO’B) 
August 2018 bicalutamide 150 
Bone scan in September 2018 normal 
November 2019 bone scan suggests metastases 

Should he have had radiotherapy? 

Died 

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 

Yes 

 

 
          

           
            

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 
   

    
  

 
   
   
   
 
  
 
 
 
 
  
 

 

 

     

  
 

  

 
   

    

  
 

  

 
 

   

  

Personal Information redacted by 
the USI
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prescribing is consistent with 
current best evidence based 
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?) 

Yes 

6 Were the diagnosis / 
diagnoses reasonable? 

Yes 
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WIT-05793

(‘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.) 

Yes but why not considered for 
rdiotherapy 

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) ? 

Possibly 

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 
Patient Summary MS 

2015 ultrasound – normal bladder 
2019 scan cancelled by patient 
Renal function worsened in October 2019 – follow up 
in Armagh planned – did it happen? 

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?) 

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) 

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

Recurrent UTI’s 

Patient Summary Colovesical fistula 
Suspicious bladder lesion – benign 

Unclear what follow-up is planned 

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 

Decision re treating fistula (or 
not) 

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 
Patient Summary 

Ca prostate, rectum and lung with lung and ? prostate 
metastases 
Prostate – 3+4 diagnosed 2011. No MDM discussion 
Started on Bicalutamide 50 
Rectal tumour diagnosed 2012 - chemoradiotherapy 

Died 

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 

 

 
          

           
            

 
 

  
 
  

 

 
 

 
   

    
 

 
   
  
   
 
  
 
  
 

 

 

   
   

   
 

  

 
   

    

  
 

  

 
 

   
  

  
  

    

  

Personal Information redacted by 
the USI
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WIT-05801

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?) 

No – bicalutamide 50 was 
wrong 

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-05802

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.) 

Should have been referred for 
radical treatment in 2011 

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) ? 

If he died of prostate 
metastases he may have 
suffered harm 
Complicated due to other 
tumours 

Clinical Professional Reviewing Care 

Name Krishna Sethia 
Title Professor 
Date of Appointment 
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WIT-05803

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 59

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 
Patient Summary Low volume Gleason 6 cancer in 2006 – surveillance 

2012 Gleason 3+4 
2019 PSA 15.2 – normal bone scan 
September 2019 started bicalutamide 50 
PSA fell to 1.3 

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 
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WIT-05804

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?) 

PSA should have been repeated
before starting bicalutamide 

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?) 

No - inappropriate dose of 
bicalutamide 

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

Yes 
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WIT-05805

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) 

No 

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

Probably not but may have 
been better with continued 
surveillance 

Clinical Professional Reviewing Care 

Name Krishna Sethia 
Title Professor 
Date of Appointment 
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WIT-05806

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 6

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 
Patient Summary May 2019 PSA 11 

Biopsies Gleason 3+4 ca prostate 
September 2019 – is on bicalutamide 50 
Increased dose to 150 in November then stopped 
taking it 
No discussion about radiotherapy as suggested by 
MDM 

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 

N/A 
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WIT-05807

prescribing is consistent with 
current best evidence based 
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?) 

No – bicalutamide 50mg
incorrect 

6 Were the diagnosis / 
diagnoses reasonable? 

Yes 
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WIT-05808

(‘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.) 

No Should have been referred 
for radiotherapy 

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) ? 

Probably not 

Clinical Professional Reviewing Care 

Name Krishna Sethia 
Title Professor 
Date of Appointment 
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WIT-05809

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

Patient Details 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

LUTS 

Patient Summary December 2019 ultrasound residual of 120ml 
PSA 3.3 
No follow-up information recorded 

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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WIT-05810

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?) 

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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WIT-05811

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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WIT-05812

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 53

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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WIT-05813

(‘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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WIT-05814

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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WIT-05815

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

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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WIT-05816

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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WIT-05817

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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WIT-05818

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

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 63

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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WIT-05825

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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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-05828

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

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 
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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) 

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

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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WIT-05837

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 

 

 
          

           
            

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 
   

    
 
   
    
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 

   
   

  
 

  

 
   

    

  
 

  

 
 

   
  

  
  

    
 

  

Irrelevant Personal Information

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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WIT-05838

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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WIT-05840

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

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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WIT-05843

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

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?) 
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WIT-05844

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 Yes but is renal function now 
complete investigations
carried out for all relevant 
conditions? 

deteriorating due to chronic 
retention? 

(‘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?) 

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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WIT-05847

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 

Personal Information redacted by the USI

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 
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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 

 

 
          

           
            

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 
   

    
     

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

   
   

  
 

  

 
  

    

  
 

  

 
 

   
  

  
  

    
 

  

Personal Information redacted by the USI

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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