Q1. Regarding the categories of px 1. over 80's and 2. over 65's. Under what circumstances would they be eligible for the scheme, as the protocol says ".....they would not normally be eligible...." 
A1. College says you MAY consider not referring patients at low risk of significant visual field loss in their lifetime.  If you ARE  going to refer these patients, then they would be eligible for our scheme.  However, I wouldn't expect patients to be referred if they are 'at low risk of significant visual field loss in their lifetime'. 

Q2. Also, if a px in either of these age groups does have IOPs of 22mmHg or more using non-contact tonometry, would it be the case that the optom should then perform Goldmann or Perkins tonometry and if IOPs were still 22mmHg or above, refer to err on the side of caution? Or, providing that all other ocular examinations are normal there is no need to refer even if 22mmHg or above? 
A2. Limits for these patients are24mmHg for 65-year-olds and 25mmHg for 80-year-olds. Don't perform Goldmann/Perkins or refer unless IOP over these limits, assuming fields, discs, Van Herick normal.
Q3. I'm keen to follow the new scheme. When I refer a patient for further investigation does the form go addressed to you at Oakland house? Or is it via the patients GP? Or both? 

A3. Refer as normal using GOS18.  Please don't send referrals to me. 
Q4. On your guidance for disinfection of a perkins prism you include soak in sodium hypochlorite for an hour and then disinfect in the usual way
How should the prism be then disinfected? 

A4. I received this from Trevor Warburton recently:
The vCJD disinfection guidelines have been updated recently.  Although the College Guidelines have not yet caught up, they will do so.  Page 25 of the attached is the key item.  This makes disinfecting a tonometer probe so tedious that I don't think anyone will do it according to this guidance.  In addition, I have had 2  AOP cases this year where a patient was suing over a corneal "abrasion" caused by GAT.  Reading the description in both cases of a large circular area of massively confluent staining, I am pretty sure that they were actually chemical burns from forgetting to rinse the probe and allowing it to dry out with Milton on it.  So in Stockport we will be specifying disposable heads.

