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Equality impact assessment: guidance development
Topical antimicrobial dressings for locally infected leg ulcers: late-stage assessment
The impact on equality has been assessed during this evaluation according to the principles of the NICE Equality scheme.
Final guidance 
	1. Have the potential equality issues identified during the scoping process been addressed by the committee, and, if so, how? 

	The committee considered equality issues including those identified during scoping. 
These included that leg ulcers are more common in certain subgroups, such as:​
· People with neurological conditions​
· People with impaired mobility 
· People with impaired nutrition or obesity
· People who are seriously ill​
There was no evidence identified relating to any equality considerations of the subgroups.​
There are a range of antimicrobial agents with individual instructions for use. There will be groups, such as women who are pregnant or breastfeeding or people with thyroid dysfunction for whom some agents will be contraindicated.
The committee understood that people who have infected leg ulcers will have individual needs and that these should be considered when selecting an antimicrobial dressing for use. The committee heard that some conditions, such as diabetes, can make the signs and symptoms of infection less obvious. 
Section 1 of the final guidance states that NHS Trusts should provide access to a range of antimicrobial dressings, so that a product that is clinically appropriate and meets people’s needs is available for everyone with locally infected leg ulcers. It also states that a healthcare professional and the person with the leg ulcer should decide together which dressing to use and that if an antimicrobial dressing is needed to treat a locally infected leg ulcer, use a clinically appropriate dressing that meets the needs and preferences of the person with the leg ulcer.



	2. Have any other potential equality issues been raised in the external assessment report, and, if so, how has the Committee addressed these?

	The EAG did not identify additional equality issues.



	3. Have any other potential equality issues been identified by the committee and, if so, how has the committee addressed these? 

	No.



	4. Do the preliminary recommendations make it more difficult in practice for a specific group to access the technology compared with other groups? If so, what are the barriers to or difficulties with access for the specific group?

	No.



	5. Is there potential for the preliminary recommendations to have an adverse impact on people with disabilities because of something that is a consequence of the disability?  

	No. 



	6. Are there any recommendations or explanations that the committee could make to remove or alleviate barriers to, or difficulties with access identified in questions 4 or 5, or otherwise fulfil NICE’s obligations to promote equality?

	The committee noted that wound management formularies should include a range of clinically appropriate dressings that meet the needs of people with leg ulcers. (see section 1 of the final guidance). 



	7. Have the committee’s considerations of equality issues been described in the medical technology consultation document, and, if so, where?

	The committee’s equality considerations are described in section 3.7 of the final guidance.
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