
 

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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(‘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 Details 
 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

   
Patient Summary   LUTS 2015 placed on W/L for TURP 

 Operation expedited in 2017 but still no record of 
being done 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

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 

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

WIT-09337



 

investigations / examinations to 
confirm diagnosis / diagnoses?) 
 
 

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

 Yes 

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

 No 

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

 No 

 
 

 

 

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

Name 
H&C Number 
Date of Birth 

 

Patient Details 
 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

   
Patient Summary   2017 LUTS improved on tamsulosin 

 N 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 
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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(‘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 Details 
 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

   
Patient Summary   2016 recurrent UTI’s  

 2017 normal urodynamics 
 Prophylactic antibiotics 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

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

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

  

 

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

No. Question 

Y 
/ N

 / 
U

na
bl

e 
to

 
D

et
er

m
in

e Details 

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

 Yes 

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

 N/A 
 

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

 Yes 
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investigations / examinations to 
confirm diagnosis / diagnoses?) 
 
 

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

 Yes 

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

 No 

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

 No 

 
 

 

 

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

Name  
H&C Number  
Date of Birth  

 

Patient Details 
 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

   
Patient Summary   No record but saw AO’B privately in 2018 with 

epididymal cysts 
 No 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 
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  Discharged 
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management plan currently 
in place? 
(‘Secure Clinical Management 
Plan’ to consider if the current 
patient treatment pathway is 
optimal and in line with current 
best evidence based practice 
and guidance)  
 

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

  

 

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

No. Question 

Y 
/ N

 / 
U

na
bl

e 
to

 
D

et
er

m
in

e Details 

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

 Yes 

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

 N/A 
 

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

 Yes 
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investigations / examinations to 
confirm diagnosis / diagnoses?) 
 
 

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

 Yes 

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

 No 

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

 No 

 
 

 

 

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

Name 
H&C Number 
Date of Birth 

 

Patient Details 
 

Presenting 
Condition(s) 

   
Patient Summary   Preputial adhesions – resolved without surgery 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

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? 
(‘Secure Clinical Management 

 Discharged 
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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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