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lnt rat: bor

Dr, GaJ1g'1l1y
Dr, It BEs5l\lurphy Cancer 'v,"""""

300 Prince
St Jc}nn's

AlB 3V6

Dr, Ganguly,

meaAs part of the ERPR recall, D()!i has,
f()li()\'\,' based on results ofthe Mount Sinai retes,tutg,

ofpfftienlB for me w

1,-'" this lady 'N~~5 sent originally in :WOO ~7560 was her
le~!e:n;:pmted ER 10% IlndPR 101%, only DeIS,
therefore ther.e. is no repeat. Our H&E infiltration, probably not seen on
repeal in Toronto, hm,vever had nUlsteclorny \vhich showed d ardnorna rem.ete
from the original. (RepNts arc enclosed), I \-\till get E.RPR and Her2n done on this

2, Mount Sinai reported no tumor on repeat testing, We
reported quality St!i1n is non
contributory. Mastectomy was reported ER positive (i 0-20% of the !l..ll110l"

celis are positive). i have sent reports \i) you for opinion as to need f"()r retesting, since
she'.vas rep{)rted as positive and should h"lve been treated.

fR negative on block XX, but repeat on same block I.n
TIller'.::.: is tumor on H&E. 'TIH: block has noi

is 5tH.l 1note however \\',15

.likely is no more tumor left

If other patie1nts
''-~'''U!''''''4 t() your reply,

let me krIO\V, I




