Dear Participant,

Many thanks for participating in the NSDEQA scheme.  Following the Circulation B Review Meeting on November 6th 2007, the organisers wish to express their thanks to Dr Alistair Robson for the lecture on cutaneous lymphoma; to Dr Kevin Hollowood for presenting four of the interest cases and to Dr Richard Carr for presenting an interest case.  All were extremely well received.  Also thanks for the lively discussion and voting that took place for the scoring cases. 

A number of important points have arisen from the Steering Committee Meeting and the Review Meeting.

1. Quality of sections submitted has been an issue.  It is accepted that there will be considerable variation in what is an acceptable quality of section from one centre to another.  However, it was felt that some of the sections fell short of what is required.  The common problems were faint staining, score marks and holes in the section.  Participants are asked to please note that SOP4 states, “…The submitting member is required to check that the material provided is of adequate quality and contains the diagnostic features…”.   From circulation C onwards, there will be an opportunity for members to grade the quality of the section on the response forms.  The data will be presented at the next steering committee.

2. An unexpected problem has arisen with respect to members not submitting cases in time for the circulation.  Owing to the absolute dependence of the scheme’s success on timely submission of cases, it was felt necessary by the steering committee to provisionally add a paragraph to SOP4 for members’ approval, “…When requested by the scheme secretary, a participant failing to submit two cases in time for a circulation will receive a letter from the scheme organisers and the participant will be required to submit two cases for the subsequent circulation.  A participant failing to submit two cases in time for the second circulation will receive a second warning letter and the participant will be required to submit two cases for the subsequent circulation.  A participant failing to submit two cases in time for the third circulation will result in the participant’s removal from the scheme and a two year delay before reapplication…”.

3. It has come to the steering committee’s attention that some members feel uneasy about the prospect of presenting their submitted educational cases at the Review Meeting.  Can the organisers please offer reassurance that no member will be expected to present at the Review Meeting.  Presentation of educational cases at the Review Meeting is by open invitation and entirely optional.  Those wishing to present educational cases at the Review Meeting may chose to discuss the participants’ responses rather than their own views on the case.
4. It was considered worthwhile to remind members that putting two diagnoses on a single response line of the response sheet denotes that both diagnoses are present on the slide.  If one diagnosis is considered incorrect by the Review Meeting then the score for that line will be zero (even if the other diagnosis is fully correct).  Members are asked to refer to the document “Guidelines for submitting scoring cases and response sheets to the NSDEQA” available at www.skinpath.co.uk for clarification.

Finally could we please remind members that our website www.skinpath.co.uk will contain PowerPoint presentations for each of the circulations in addition to up to date information regarding the scheme status.

With best wishes,

Yours sincerely,

Mark Bamford, Gerald Saldanha and David Slater.
