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DIRECT RENAL PELVIC PUNCTURE FOR BACTERIOLOGIC
STUDY IN A PATIENT WITH URETEROINTESTINAL
URINARY DIVERSION

(A NEW TECHNIQUE FOR DIAGNOSIS OF UPPER
URINARY TRACT INFECTION)

Yoji Taxi, Tadashi Havasui, Kyoko Ikai,
Masaru Hiura and Tadao Kirivama
From the Department of Urology Wakayama Red Cross Hospital
(Chief: Dr. T. Kiriyama)

The renal pelvis of ten patients with ileal or colonic conduit was punctured with a 22 G spinal

needle under fluoroscopic guidance. Renal pelvic urine was obtained from nine patients.

tients temporarily developed gross hematuria as a complication due to this procedure.

Two pa-
The obtain-

ed renal pelvic urine was investigated bacteriologically.

Direct renal pelvic puncture was concluded to be a useful and safe technique for locating uri-

nary tract infection. Reflux of infected urine into the renal pelvis did not occur in any of the

nine patients who had no obstruction of the ileal or colonic conduit.
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Table 1. Results of urine culture
Pt. Age  Sex Diversion  Pelvic urine lhuer(g:nduit fron';“;it:‘: stoma
Y.S. 77 Male leal (=) (=) *
H.l. 69 Female lleal (-) Streptococaus *
fecalis
7x10
.S, 81 Male leal * Providencia Providencia
rengeri rettgeri
03| x109
M.S. 83 Male lleat (=) * Citrobacter
freundi
4x106
F.H. 68 Female lleal (-) (-) Pseudomonas
aeruginosa
65x109
T.N. 69 Male leal (=) (=) (=)
K.0. 57 Female Colonic (=) Enterobacter Enterobacter
cloacae oloacae
5x10 5x106
K.N. 81 Male Colonic (=) (-) (-)
Al 85 Female Colonic (=) (=) Pseudomonas
aeruginosa
3x10%
M.S. 70 Male leal (-)

(=) ()

(-) Negative culture & sample not obtain

ed.
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