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Rad Ouc 

Urper~t Review Cornmelit 0 Plew 
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e m .  

Lausisera, 

1 faxing tile original wriuen believe dlat in saying tl~at 
contaixr, ~ I C  isotope h e  Illtended dley Djscctive ulotller 

the isobpe was iu As far as original 
hl u ~ d  cLid uot ssc cithcr, inspectioil tlie documcilt. They 

i ~ t o  the middlc line aid without beulg underlined dle imprcssioil 
two blilllk tlut not filled ixl. hisread, one that was it1 (100). 
Tile htex~ded dose was co~ifimed CT. 

1 that his misfded ;uhd not filled in We 
I 

brai~lstormilg otller ways hu~dle chis hl llindsight it not be rake 
the original Wriet~n into tlle operahg wllcil COPY s1~0u.d suffice. 
c o x ~ ~ ~ a t e d  wid1 bave been entirely. 

m s~r,ldjlg fhjs copy the docurnex~t that c;ul 1 afkr interview. 
tlhlk will sutemetlt tllat Writtexl not the intended 

included the BI~ysicist's which co~ltains 
take~l. 

T h m k  kind t l l i s  documem. 

lc: 
h( 
(Y 

Catl~erine S. Perhim ARSO, Virgi~iia Enviroxlmexld Healdl ;uld Sgety 
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FAX 

To: 

Fax: 61 3 cover 

Phone: 6 169 Date: 

Re; Written Directive CC: 

For Please Please Reply Recycle 

Dear Ms. 

am 
 a copy of directive because I you were incorrect it 
did not or dose. As used a Written from 
procedure, already on the document several places. the intended dose, 
it was typed I will admit that I it, at first of way it 
was typed, of a itself, it gives that there are 

spaces were it is space filled with a typed number 
100 gray, by 

am sorry piece of paper got is out its entirety. we already 
to procedure as does seem to a good idea to 

Directive room, a If it bad become 
blood or fluid, it would lost to us 

I of so you take a closer look, as did our exit 
I you reconsider the the Directive did specify isotope or 
dose. I have Medical report, a description of corrective actions 

you for your consideration of 

University of Office 
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I 
0.4 0.6 mCi 1 

Pre-lmplant 

+- f O  o P  

# mrrh 

(mCi): Total (mCi). 
I 

- 

E X ~ O S U ~ U  I 
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UNIVERSITY OF VIRGTNIA SYSTEM 

Patient Double ID performed by 

Pre-Implantation 

TreatmentSite: 

Treatment Site: 

I 

Mesh, using to seeds (5 mm margin) 

seed count: 

AU Signature:. Dale: -
OR Post-Implantation 

of Seeds in each Strand Strand Separation (pre-inflation) 

Source Strength per Seed Source Strength 

Implanted seed count Seeds for disposal I 

Time of implant: Time Permanent Implant 
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kto 
I 

(fifty) 1-125 mcilseed 
calibrated mCi 

20 1-125 rnCi/seed 

Oncura the 
I 

removed 
I 

1-1 mCi1seed 
1-125 0.5.29 mCi1seed 

1-125 mCi/seed 

mCi I 

Gy. It wwas missing 
mCi, 

1 

performed determined. 
number 

I 

I 

all brachytherapy into Verifj. 
h b e ,  

scanned. I 
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Report on Written Directive for Patient A: 

On April 9,2008, the following seeds were logged the inventory in the Department 

of Radiation Oncology spread sheet: 


50 seeds at 0.529 activity 

1 (one) 
 1-125 seed at 0.529 activity 

(twenty) seeds at 0.623 activity 

We have a written copy of the order of in patient's record. 

On April 21,2008, the following seeds were from the inventory in the 
Department of Radiation Oncology spread sheet: 

Making use o f the inventory data, 42 seeds with a total activity of 23.534 were 
implanted into the pelvic sidewall. of Patient A. 

The written directive that was located for Patient A shows the isotope (1-125) was 
implanted, with. a prescribed dose of 100 the total activity used, 

I 

which was determined to be 23.534 along with the total seeds used. The directive 
was also missing patient radiation survey information. 

A post implant CT was so that the dose to the implant could be 
The of seeds in the post plan corresponds to the number of seeds that were 
implanted. The physician reviewed and signed the post plan, which is also part of the 
patient record. 

Corrective Action: 

This treatment occurred immediately before the Department of Radiation Oncology 
began scanning treatment records the Record and system. 
In the the records will be reviewed by a radiation physicist in a timely manner, I 

scanned, and then reviewed by a radiation physicist to ensure completeness of the record. 
A checklist will be developed to ensure that all pertinent records have been 

1 (one) calibrated 25 seed at 0.529 
22 (twenty two) seeds at activity 
6 (six) seeds at 0.623 activity 


