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The witness described starting work st 7.45am. She commented that Mr, Fergus6n
had been getting tea when Rayche] pointed oul the mistake on the chart. Shesfoted no

deterioration in the patient’s condition, and she said this did not ¢ause ap§ concems in

her professional opinion. Again, she was aware of Mrs. Ferguson’sdisagreement.
With reference to the “+' system and the entries on page 37 ofdfie notes Mr. suggested
; tha! there was 4 ‘large’ vomit at 10.00am, then iwo ‘medium’ ones. The Staff Nurse

replied she had goen only one, but was aware Rayehed had vomited, and that it was a
‘medium’ vomit from “+ +° being noted. When sfked if nursé Rolston had signed for
the thuds, she said she did not know, and ‘mfaybe’ it had been. As before the Corner
ruled these questions conld po no furthepds Mr. Gilliland had addressed these points,

Mr. MeAllinden asked Staff NysSe Rice when it was she last saw Raychel, to which
she rc-?ﬁ-a’d that §f had been p¥out 7-8,00pm hen she was going off duty.

At this point both parents, whe had been muttering throughout both naryes’
evide tce, showted Ahat’'s a He’, Mrs. Ferguson, srying; shooted ‘my ﬁ“mﬁhlﬂf
died Becmuse of what yous did and you're lying’. Shaken, the witpess began
erying. Mr,Leckey strongly admonished both pareots, saying they would be
vemoveldif the bebaviour wiis repested, specifically sayipg ta Mrs, Ferguson that
butAor the ﬁﬂ of whao she was, she would have been rémoved by security staff.

V. MeAlnden asked no further questions.
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Evidence pf Staff Nurse Nobl

The Staff Nurse read hér depesition with the following amendments-

* Reforepces throughow o “epmmitied” changed to read *vomired’

= Atpage 2, paragraph 3, *Surgical SHO' changed to resd “Surgical JHO

« At page 4, paragraph 2, ‘Staff Nurse Gillespie” changed 1o read ‘Staff Nurse

Gilkhrist®

Mr. Leckey olarified that Flagy! was an amibiotic, Again, the withess said she was
unaware of hyponatreemia. She had been a nurse for fourieen years, with four years
breals, ten yﬁmm total, Bhe beeame inwoived afier Rister Millar before Raychel’s {if,
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She had been informed by Nurse Glbchmt of the appaarm of *cofles ground’

material in the patient’s vomil, she then thought an anti-emietic might be appropriate.

tvlr. Foster asked the Staff Nurse if she knew the difference between saline and No. 18
‘zolution, she replind that No. 18 solution had abﬁﬁi a fdth the amount of sodium on i,
she knew 1t at thit 1ime akso,

Nurse McAuley (Rice) had told her Raychel had been sick, and Zofran had been
prescribed, The witness was unaware of vornifing at 9,30, When Mr. foster raferred
her to page 37 Mr. Leckey commented that the Nurse had stated she was unawarg of
hyp@ﬁﬂimmﬁa, and the questions depended on the withess knowing abowt the
condition. Mr. Foster said in submission all were aware-of the individual elements of
the condition, bt no one person put everything together.

Staff’ Nurse Noble had not been coneerned about the vamiting as fluids were being
replaced, all sohstions contgined saline, M. Foster began to ask about ‘coffee ground”
materidl, and once more the Coroner said e wm:ld mt go ovey this again.

The wilness said she was not concerned by thres ‘small’ yormits, even up to twenty
bourg after surpery, ghe had seen patients in the same pwsmn voimH mm and this
was not ungual,

Questions were not permitted regarding 2 whil time the witness said Rayehel's
parents left, Mr. Leckey said this was for a civil triab if necessary.

Staff Nurse Noble said she had tried to comtact by iﬁ:‘itplmnﬂ Mr. Ferpuson but get no
ANSWET, Nm'sing Assistant Lynch had iyformed her that Rayehel was fitting, aletted
by the noise she had been in the next gubicle. The Coroper Hgﬁm hﬂi‘fﬂﬂ & Question on
the volume of vomit referred to it the deposition, |

Mr. McAllinden had no questions.

Evidence of

The witness read her deposition, again, as thesefinrses before her had, she said she
bad no knowledge of hypgpatrafmia in hiér personal experience, byt hmi heard of i It
ficr mind a1 the time. She also sajd she had pot béen concerned by the
PORTILILNG, &8 X wias fot unnsual in post-opecative ch tdren,

fiad not Crossss
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