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Donald Cook

From:  Heather Predbam

Sentt Wednasday, July 18, 2007 8:44 Al
Ton Donald Couk

Subject: RE: ERPR

M

v addad them below....
Thanks
Heather

From: Donaid Cook

Sent: Tuesday, July 17, 2007 9:15 pM
Toy Heather Predbam

Subject: RE: ER/PR

Hi Heather,
an you give me the RE numbhers for these |
Thanks, Don Cook

From: Beather Pradham

Sent: Tuesday, July 17, 2007 3:42 M
To: Donald Cook; Nebojsa Denic{*HCCS))
Subject: ER/PR

Hi,

i am reviewing my database and confirming my resuits with what is documented in Meditech. | am doing this for
two reasons, one to make sure the database is correct and also to determine the month of pathology reports.

Marian Crowley is being the second set of eyes and canfirming the data, as she will have fo coordinate
releasing the results for the ATIPP request to Mark Quinn.

Also, we'll be needing to print out all the Meditech results soon for the inguiry and the class action lawsult, so
think it would be better to anticipate and get answers now for anything complicated, than waiting. Ml ba inthe
office all day tomorrow.....

Sefar it has taken us 4 hours and we have reviewed B0 palients .. and | have some guestivns that | hope vou
carn clanby

- I -
= my notes have her as DCIS and that she was informed by her physician in January 2008,
o However (from what | can tell in Meditech) the 2001 biopsy was retested and results from Mount
Sinal are for Block 2R: ER 70 PR 10 and Block 2T:ER 80 and PR 40, Lcan'l see any origingl ERIPR
rasyits for the biopsy & il E%M@me? Asiw ?‘i‘!\ﬁféﬂn% " 5&1&}#&1 E HW #h

o The 2002 mastectomy was diagnosed as DCIS and was originally ER<1 and PR5. The retesting s
results are not there and the Mount Sinal results { have from dr. Mullen (which is DCIS) is only for 1 S0

the mastectomy and not the biopsy %
- - - Pk,
o Her biopsy original resulls were ER 0 and PR 0. Her masteciomy was also ER § and PR 0 and was
diagnosed as DCIS and came back from Mount Sinai as DCIS. So | guess we didn't send fhe biopsy
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for her? is there a regson why we wouldn't do that for her and did it for

B -sEl s P Y - ,,
o Herretest resulls are notin the computer (She s deceased) S rmrsise e
s — I'm not aware that she has one. She's notondr. Mulien'siist S &
Her retest resulls are not in the wmmﬁf:«f i .
. — rs M= =s R Deondd, ffed o, e Daw. busd a %ﬂi\ﬁé
oo P going 10 need to have you walk me J‘zr@uah “ar results when you oot 8 chance, Bhe's deceased
ot itinoks Hke the mme:«z sample was retested at Mf:surﬁ Sinal with multiple resulls 4’%&%
' . Mol ‘O @iy, £ Pust, PR
o Bherhas o resu is fmm M{zws Sinal but onlv ongis i the cor mpitet
- I s .
o o Mullen's spresdsheet (and subseguently. mine) nave her resulls as BER 4U/PR 60, Howsver in
Maditech I is reported as ER 30/PR 20
- I -l
o-Her origingl pathology report disgnosed her as DOIS. Bhe was origingliv neginey and rslesied a5
O/0, Butwhy didi’t Mount Singl plck Gp the DCIS? | :f}{f fis Fﬁ%m i

Thanks
Heather
Heather Predhaom
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