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NATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR HEALTH AND CARE EXCELLENCE 
 

Interventional Procedures Programme 
 
 
Procedure Name:  Radiofrequency ablation for 

symptomatic interdigital (mortons) 
neruroma (1285/1) 

 
Name of Specialist Advisor: Anand Kirwadi 
 
Specialist Society:  British Society of Skeletal Radiologists 

(BSSR) 
 
Please complete and return to: azeem.madari@nice.org.uk OR 

sally.compton@nice.org.uk      
 
  
 

1 Do you have adequate knowledge of this procedure to 
provide advice?    

 

 Yes. 

 

 No – please return the form/answer no more questions. 

 
1.1 Does the title used above describe the procedure adequately?  
 

 Yes.   

 

 No.  If no, please enter any other titles below. 

 
Comments: 
 
      
 

2 Your involvement in the procedure 
 
2.1 Is this procedure relevant to your specialty?   
 

 Yes.  

 

 Is there any kind of inter-specialty controversy over the procedure? 

 

 No. If no, then answer no more questions, but please give any information 

you can about who is likely to be doing the procedure. 
 

Comments: 
 

I am not aware of any inter-specialty controversy over the procedure. 

mailto:azeem.madari@nice.org.uk
mailto:sally.compton@nice.org.uk
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The next two questions are about whether you carry out the procedure, or refer 
patients for it.  If you are in a specialty that normally carries out the procedure 
please answer question 2.2.1.  If you are in a specialty that normally selects or 
refers patients for the procedure please answer question 2.2.2. 
 

2.2.1 If you are in a specialty which does this procedure, please indicate your 
experience with it:    

 

 I have never performed this procedure. 

 

 I have performed this procedure at least once. 

 

 I perform this procedure regularly. 

 
 
Comments: 
 
However, I have performed LA and corticosteroid injection under ultrasound 
guidance for Morton’s neuroma.  
Also, I have been performing radiofrequency ablation (RFA) for osteoid osteoma in 
my routine NHS practice.  
 
 
2.2.2   If your specialty is involved in patient selection or referral to another 

specialty for this procedure, please indicate your experience with it. 
 

 I have never taken part in the selection or referral of a patient for this 

procedure. 
 

 I have taken part in patient selection or referred a patient for this procedure at 

least once. 
 

 I take part in patient selection or refer patients for this procedure regularly. 

 
Comments: 
 
n/a 
 
2.3 Please indicate your research experience relating to this procedure 

(please choose one or more if relevant): 
 

 I have undertaken bibliographic research on this procedure. 
 

 I have undertaken research on this procedure in laboratory settings (e.g. 
device-related research). 

 
 I have undertaken clinical research on this procedure involving patients or  

healthy volunteers. 
 

 I have had no involvement in research on this procedure. 
 

 Other (please comment) 
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Comments: 
 
      

3 Status of the procedure 
 
3.1 Which of the following best describes the procedure (choose one): 
 

 Established practice and no longer new. 

 

 A minor variation on an existing procedure, which is unlikely to alter that 

procedure’s safety and efficacy.  
 

 Definitely novel and of uncertain safety and efficacy. 

 

 The first in a new class of procedure. 

 
Comments: 
 
Use of RF ablation for other musculoskeletal intervention has been well documented 
and also has a good safety profile.  

 
3.2 What would be the comparator (standard practice) to this procedure? 
 
Local anaesthetic and corticosteroid or alcohol injection treatment as first line 
treatment.  
Surgery for the patients who have not improved with conservative treatment.  
 
 
3.3 Please estimate the proportion of doctors in your specialty who are 

performing this procedure (choose one): 
 

 More than 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

 10% to 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

 Fewer than 10% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

 Cannot give an estimate. 

 
Comments: 
 

      

 

 

4 Safety and efficacy 
 
4.1 What are the adverse effects of the procedure? 
 
Please list adverse events and major risks (even if uncommon) and, if possible, 
estimate their incidence, as follows: 
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1. Theoretical adverse events  

Pain, fat necrosis, abscess formation, failure of treatment and skin damage (thermal 
burns) 

 

 

 

2. Anecdotal adverse events (known from experience) 

Same as above. 

 

 

3. Adverse events reported in the literature (if possible please cite literature) 

Same as above. 

 

 

 

4.2 What are the key efficacy outcomes for this procedure? 
 
High rate of success with ultrasound guided RF ablation (>80%). Hence, less need 
for patients to undergo open neurectomy.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.3 Are there uncertainties or concerns about the efficacy of this procedure? 

If so, what are they? 
 
No 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.4 What training and facilities are required to undertake this procedure 

safely? 
 
Prior experience in using radiofrequency ablation kit will be needed.  
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4.5 Are there any major trials or registries of this procedure currently in 
progress? If so, please list. 

 
I am not aware of any such registries. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
4.6 Are you aware of any abstracts that have been recently presented/ 

published on this procedure that may not be listed in a standard literature 
search, e.g. PUBMED? (This can include your own work). If yes, please 
list. 

 
No 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.7 Is there controversy, or important uncertainty, about any aspect of the 

way in which this procedure is currently being done or disseminated? 
 
No 
 
 

 
 
 
5 Audit Criteria 
Please suggest a minimum dataset of criteria by which this procedure could be 
audited.  
 
 
5.1 Outcome measures of benefit (including commonly used clinical 
outcomes – both short and long-term; and quality of life measures): 

 
1. Number of patients with full resolution of the symptoms 
2. Number of patients with residual symptoms that need surgical intervention 
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5.2 Adverse outcomes (including potential early and late complications): 
 
Persisting pain 
Fat necrosis 
Haematoma formation 
Abscess formation 
Damage to skin (thermal burns) 
 
 

 

6 Trajectory of the procedure 
 
6.1 In your opinion, what is the likely speed of diffusion of this procedure? 
 
Relatively slow, predominantly limited by the availability of the RF ablation kit and 
clinicians involved in RF ablation for other musculoskeletal indications. 
 
 
6.2 This procedure, if safe and efficacious, is likely to be carried out in 
(choose one): 
 

 Most or all district general hospitals. 

 

 A minority of hospitals, but at least 10 in the UK. 

 

 Fewer than 10 specialist centres in the UK. 

 

 Cannot predict at present. 

 
Comments: 
 
      
 
 
 
6.3 The potential impact of this procedure on the NHS, in terms of numbers 
of patients eligible for treatment and use of resources, is:  
 

 Major. 

 

 Moderate. 

 

 Minor. 

 
Comments: 
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7 Other information 
7.1 Is there any other information about this procedure that might assist 
NICE in assessing the possible need to investigate its use? 

 
      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

8 Data protection and conflicts of interest  
 
8.1 Data protection statement 

 
The Institute is committed to transparency.  As part of this commitment your 
name and specialist society will be placed in the public domain, in future 
publications and on our website (www.nice.org.uk) and therefore viewable 
worldwide.  This information may be passed to third parties connected with 
the work on interventional procedures.   
 
A copy of the completed Specialist Adviser advice will be sent to the 
Specialist Society who nominated the Specialist Adviser. 
 
Specialist Advisers should be aware that full implementation of the Freedom 
of Information Act 2000 may oblige us to release Specialist Advice from 2005.  
The Freedom of Information Act 2000 favours the disclosure of information 
however requests will be considered on a case by case basis.  If information 
is made available, personal information will be removed in accordance with 
the Data Protection Act 1998.  In light of this please ensure that you have not 
named or identified individuals in your comments.   
 

 

8.2 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

Please state any potential conflicts of interest, or any involvements in disputes 
or complaints, relevant to this procedure. Please use the “Conflicts of Interest 
for Specialist Advisers” policy (attached) as a guide when declaring any 
conflicts of interest.  Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from 
the Associate Director – Interventional Procedures. 

Do you or a member of your family1 have a personal pecuniary interest?  
The main examples are as follows: 

                                                 
1
 ‘Family members’ refers to a spouse or partner living in the same residence as the member 

or employee, children for whom the member or employee is legally responsible, and adults for 
whom the member or employee is legally responsible (for example, an adult whose full power 
of attorney is held by the individual). 

http://www.nice.org.uk/
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Consultancies or directorships attracting regular or occasional 
payments in cash or kind  

 YES 

 NO 

Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare 
industry – this includes income earned in the course of private 
practice 

 YES 

 NO 

Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry  

 YES 

 NO 

Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a 
healthcare industry company beyond those reasonably required for 
accommodation, meals and travel to attend meetings and 
conferences  

 YES 

 NO 

Investments – any funds which include investments in the 
healthcare industry  

 YES 

 NO 

Do you have a personal non-pecuniary interest – eg have you 
made a public statement about the topic or do you hold an office in 
a professional organisation or advocacy group with a direct interest 
in the topic? 

 YES 

 NO 

Do you have a non-personal interest? The main examples are as follows: 

Fellowships endowed by the healthcare industry  YES 

 NO 

Support by the healthcare industry or NICE that benefits his/her 
position or department, eg grants, sponsorship of posts 

 YES 

 NO 

If you have answered YES to any of the above statements please 
describe the nature of the conflict(s) below. 
 
Comments: 
 
      
 
 
 
 

Thank you very much for your help. 
 
Professor Bruce Campbell, Chairman, 
Interventional Procedures Advisory 
Committee 

Professor Carole Longson, Director, 
Centre for Health Technology 
Evaluation. 
 

February 2010  
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Conflicts of Interest for Specialist Advisers 
 

1 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

1.1 Any conflicts of interest set out below should be declared on the 
questionnaire the Specialist Adviser completes for the procedure. 

1.2 Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from the Associate 
Director – Interventional Procedures. 

2 Personal pecuniary interests 

2.1 A personal pecuniary interest involves a current personal payment to a 
Specialist Adviser, which may either relate to the manufacturer or 
owner of a product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific’ or to the industry or sector from which the 
product or service comes, in which case it is regarded as ‘non-
specific’. The main examples are as follows. 

2.1.1 Consultancies – any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for 
the healthcare industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in 
cash or kind (this includes both those which have been undertaken in 
the 12 months preceding the point at which the declaration is made 
and which are planned but have not taken place). 

2.1.2 Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare industry 
for which the member is paid in cash or in kind (this includes both 
those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding the 
point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but have 
not taken place). 

2.1.3 Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry that are either held by the individual 
or for which the individual has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or relatives whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). This does not include shareholdings through unit trusts, 
pensions funds, or other similar arrangements where the member has 
no influence on financial management. 

2.1.4 Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a healthcare 
industry company beyond that reasonably required for accommodation, 
meals and travel to attend meetings and conferences (this includes 
both those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding 
the point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but 
have not taken place. 

2.1.5 Investments – any funds which include investments in the healthcare 
industry that are held in a portfolio over which individuals have the 
ability to instruct the fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

2.2 No personal interest exists in the case of: 

2.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 
wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
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the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)   

2.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry.  

3 Personal family interest  

3.1 This relates to the personal interests of a family member and involves a 
current payment to the family member of the Specialist Adviser. The 
interest may relate to the manufacturer or owner of a product or service 
being evaluated, in which case it is regarded as ‘specific’, or to the 
industry or sector from which the product or service comes, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples include the 
following. 

3.1.1 Any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for a healthcare 
industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in cash or in kind. 

3.1.2 Any fee-paid work commissioned by a healthcare industry for which the 
member is paid in cash or in kind. 

3.1.3 Any shareholdings, or other beneficial interests, in a healthcare 
industry which are either held by the family member or for which an 
individual covered by this Code has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or adults whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). 

3.1.4 Expenses and hospitality provided by a healthcare industry company 
(except where they are provided to a general class of people such as 
attendees at an open conference) 

3.1.5 Funds which include investments in the healthcare industry that are 
held in a portfolio over which individuals have the ability to instruct the 
fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

3.2 No personal family interest exists in the case of: 

3.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 
wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)  

3.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry. 

4 Personal non-pecuniary interests  

These might include, but are not limited to: 

4.1 a clear opinion, reached as the conclusion of a research project, about 
the clinical and/or cost effectiveness of an intervention under review 

4.2 a public statement in which an individual covered by this Code has 
expressed a clear opinion about the matter under consideration, which 
could reasonably be interpreted as prejudicial to an objective 
interpretation of the evidence 
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4.3 holding office in a professional organisation or advocacy group with a 
direct interest in the matter under consideration  

4.4 other reputational risks in relation to an intervention under review. 

5 Non-personal interests 

5.1 A non-personal interest involves payment that benefits a department or 
organisation for which a Specialist Advisor is responsible, but that is 
not received by the Specialist Advisor personally. This may either 
relate to the product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific,’ or to the manufacturer or owner of the product 
or service, but is unrelated to the matter under consideration, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples are as 
follows. 

5.1.1 Fellowships – the holding of a fellowship endowed by the healthcare 
industry. 

5.1.2 Support by the healthcare industry or NICE – any payment, or other 
support by the healthcare industry or by NICE that does not convey 
any pecuniary or material benefit to a member personally but that does 
benefit his/her position or department. For example: 

 a grant from a company for the running of a unit or department for 
which a Specialist Advisor is responsible 

 a grant, fellowship or other payment to sponsor a post or member of 
staff in the unit for which a Specialist Adviser is responsible. This does 
not include financial assistance for students 

 the commissioning of research or other work by, or advice from, staff 
who work in a unit for which the specialist advisor is responsible 

 one or more contracts with, or grants from, NICE. 

5.2 Specialist Advisers are under no obligation to seek out knowledge of 
work done for, or on behalf of, the healthcare industry within 
departments for which they are responsible if they would not normally 
expect to be informed. 
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NATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR HEALTH AND CARE EXCELLENCE 
 

Interventional Procedures Programme 
 
 
Procedure Name:  Radiofrequency ablation for 

symptomatic interdigital (mortons) 
neruroma (1285/1) 

 
Name of Specialist Advisor: Eugene Mcnally 
 
Specialist Society:  British Society of Skeletal Radiologists 

(BSSR) 
 
Please complete and return to: azeem.madari@nice.org.uk OR 

sally.compton@nice.org.uk      
 
  
 

1 Do you have adequate knowledge of this procedure to 
provide advice?    

 

 Yes. 
 

 No – please return the form/answer no more questions. 

 
1.1 Does the title used above describe the procedure adequately?  
 

 Yes.   
 

 No.  If no, please enter any other titles below. 

 
Comments: 
 
      
 

2 Your involvement in the procedure 
 
2.1 Is this procedure relevant to your specialty?   
 

 Yes.  
 

 Is there any kind of inter-specialty controversy over the procedure? 

 

 No. If no, then answer no more questions, but please give any information 

you can about who is likely to be doing the procedure. 
 

Comments: 
 

      

mailto:azeem.madari@nice.org.uk
mailto:sally.compton@nice.org.uk
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The next two questions are about whether you carry out the procedure, or refer 
patients for it.  If you are in a specialty that normally carries out the procedure 
please answer question 2.2.1.  If you are in a specialty that normally selects or 
refers patients for the procedure please answer question 2.2.2. 
 

2.2.1 If you are in a specialty which does this procedure, please indicate your 
experience with it:    

 

 I have never performed this procedure. 

 

 I have performed this procedure at least once. 
 

 I perform this procedure regularly. 

 
 
Comments: 
 
      
 
 
2.2.2   If your specialty is involved in patient selection or referral to another 

specialty for this procedure, please indicate your experience with it. 
 

 I have never taken part in the selection or referral of a patient for this 
procedure. 

 

 I have taken part in patient selection or referred a patient for this procedure at 

least once. 
 

 I take part in patient selection or refer patients for this procedure regularly. 

 
Comments: 
 
      
 
2.3 Please indicate your research experience relating to this procedure 

(please choose one or more if relevant): 
 

 I have undertaken bibliographic research on this procedure. 
 

 I have undertaken research on this procedure in laboratory settings (e.g. 
device-related research). 

 
 I have undertaken clinical research on this procedure involving patients or  

healthy volunteers. 
 

 I have had no involvement in research on this procedure. 
 

 Other (please comment) 
 
Comments: 
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3 Status of the procedure 
 
3.1 Which of the following best describes the procedure (choose one): 
 

 Established practice and no longer new. 

 

 A minor variation on an existing procedure, which is unlikely to alter that 

procedure’s safety and efficacy.  
 

 Definitely novel and of uncertain safety and efficacy. 
 

 The first in a new class of procedure. 

 
Comments: 
 
Mortons neuroma treatment is long established-but using RF is new. 

 
3.2 What would be the comparator (standard practice) to this procedure? 
 
      
 
 
3.3 Please estimate the proportion of doctors in your specialty who are 

performing this procedure (choose one): 
 

 More than 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

 10% to 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

 Fewer than 10% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 
 

 Cannot give an estimate. 

 
Comments: 
 

      

 

4 Safety and efficacy 
 
4.1 What are the adverse effects of the procedure? 
 
Please list adverse events and major risks (even if uncommon) and, if possible, 
estimate their incidence, as follows: 
 
1. Theoretical adverse events  

Skin burn, injury to adjacent ligaments & other structures eg plantar plate 
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2. Anecdotal adverse events (known from experience) 

Nil 

 

 

3. Adverse events reported in the literature (if possible please cite literature) 

      

 

 

 

4.2 What are the key efficacy outcomes for this procedure? 
 
Pain relief from symptomatic neuroma 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.3 Are there uncertainties or concerns about the efficacy of this procedure? 

If so, what are they? 
 
Yes. The procedure has not got an established record of success. RF ablation in 
other areas is better established and more regularly used so the rationale for success 
in this area is there. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.4 What training and facilities are required to undertake this procedure 

safely? 
 
Should only be carried out under ultrasound guidance so competence with the use of 
ultrasound in this anatomic region is mandatory 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.5 Are there any major trials or registries of this procedure currently in 

progress? If so, please list. 
 
Not aware 
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4.6 Are you aware of any abstracts that have been recently presented/ 

published on this procedure that may not be listed in a standard literature 
search, e.g. PUBMED? (This can include your own work). If yes, please 
list. 

 
Not aware 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.7 Is there controversy, or important uncertainty, about any aspect of the 

way in which this procedure is currently being done or disseminated? 
 
No 
 
 

 
 
 
5 Audit Criteria 
Please suggest a minimum dataset of criteria by which this procedure could be 
audited.  
 
 
5.1 Outcome measures of benefit (including commonly used clinical 
outcomes – both short and long-term; and quality of life measures): 

 
25 cases 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5.2 Adverse outcomes (including potential early and late complications): 
 
25 cases 
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6 Trajectory of the procedure 
 
6.1 In your opinion, what is the likely speed of diffusion of this procedure? 
 
Will generally only be used when simple measures have failed and surgery is either 
not wanted or considered higher risk. Diffusion speed will therefore be slow. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.2 This procedure, if safe and efficacious, is likely to be carried out in 
(choose one): 
 

 Most or all district general hospitals. 

 

 A minority of hospitals, but at least 10 in the UK. 
 

 Fewer than 10 specialist centres in the UK. 

 

 Cannot predict at present. 

 
Comments: 
 
      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.3 The potential impact of this procedure on the NHS, in terms of numbers 
of patients eligible for treatment and use of resources, is:  
 

 Major. 

 

 Moderate. 

 

 Minor. 
 
Comments: 
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7 Other information 
7.1 Is there any other information about this procedure that might assist 
NICE in assessing the possible need to investigate its use? 

 
      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

8 Data protection and conflicts of interest  
 
8.1 Data protection statement 

 
The Institute is committed to transparency.  As part of this commitment your 
name and specialist society will be placed in the public domain, in future 
publications and on our website (www.nice.org.uk) and therefore viewable 
worldwide.  This information may be passed to third parties connected with 
the work on interventional procedures.   
 
A copy of the completed Specialist Adviser advice will be sent to the 
Specialist Society who nominated the Specialist Adviser. 
 
Specialist Advisers should be aware that full implementation of the Freedom 
of Information Act 2000 may oblige us to release Specialist Advice from 2005.  
The Freedom of Information Act 2000 favours the disclosure of information 
however requests will be considered on a case by case basis.  If information 
is made available, personal information will be removed in accordance with 
the Data Protection Act 1998.  In light of this please ensure that you have not 
named or identified individuals in your comments.   
 

 

8.2 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

Please state any potential conflicts of interest, or any involvements in disputes 
or complaints, relevant to this procedure. Please use the “Conflicts of Interest 
for Specialist Advisers” policy (attached) as a guide when declaring any 
conflicts of interest.  Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from 
the Associate Director – Interventional Procedures. 

Do you or a member of your family1 have a personal pecuniary interest?  
The main examples are as follows: 

                                                 
1
 ‘Family members’ refers to a spouse or partner living in the same residence as the member 

or employee, children for whom the member or employee is legally responsible, and adults for 
whom the member or employee is legally responsible (for example, an adult whose full power 
of attorney is held by the individual). 

http://www.nice.org.uk/
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Consultancies or directorships attracting regular or occasional 
payments in cash or kind  

 YES 

 NO 

Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare 
industry – this includes income earned in the course of private 
practice 

 YES 

 NO 

Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry  

 YES 

 NO 

Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a 
healthcare industry company beyond those reasonably required for 
accommodation, meals and travel to attend meetings and 
conferences  

 YES 

 NO 

Investments – any funds which include investments in the 
healthcare industry  

 YES 

 NO 

Do you have a personal non-pecuniary interest – eg have you 
made a public statement about the topic or do you hold an office in 
a professional organisation or advocacy group with a direct interest 
in the topic? 

 YES 

 NO 

Do you have a non-personal interest? The main examples are as follows: 

Fellowships endowed by the healthcare industry  YES 

 NO 

Support by the healthcare industry or NICE that benefits his/her 
position or department, eg grants, sponsorship of posts 

 YES 

 NO 

If you have answered YES to any of the above statements please 
describe the nature of the conflict(s) below. 
 
Comments: 
 
      
 
 
 
 

Thank you very much for your help. 
 
Professor Bruce Campbell, Chairman, 
Interventional Procedures Advisory 
Committee 

Professor Carole Longson, Director, 
Centre for Health Technology 
Evaluation. 
 

February 2010  
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Conflicts of Interest for Specialist Advisers 
 

1 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

1.1 Any conflicts of interest set out below should be declared on the 
questionnaire the Specialist Adviser completes for the procedure. 

1.2 Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from the Associate 
Director – Interventional Procedures. 

2 Personal pecuniary interests 

2.1 A personal pecuniary interest involves a current personal payment to a 
Specialist Adviser, which may either relate to the manufacturer or 
owner of a product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific’ or to the industry or sector from which the 
product or service comes, in which case it is regarded as ‘non-
specific’. The main examples are as follows. 

2.1.1 Consultancies – any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for 
the healthcare industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in 
cash or kind (this includes both those which have been undertaken in 
the 12 months preceding the point at which the declaration is made 
and which are planned but have not taken place). 

2.1.2 Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare industry 
for which the member is paid in cash or in kind (this includes both 
those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding the 
point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but have 
not taken place). 

2.1.3 Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry that are either held by the individual 
or for which the individual has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or relatives whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). This does not include shareholdings through unit trusts, 
pensions funds, or other similar arrangements where the member has 
no influence on financial management. 

2.1.4 Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a healthcare 
industry company beyond that reasonably required for accommodation, 
meals and travel to attend meetings and conferences (this includes 
both those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding 
the point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but 
have not taken place. 

2.1.5 Investments – any funds which include investments in the healthcare 
industry that are held in a portfolio over which individuals have the 
ability to instruct the fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

2.2 No personal interest exists in the case of: 

2.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 
wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
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the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)   

2.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry.  

3 Personal family interest  

3.1 This relates to the personal interests of a family member and involves a 
current payment to the family member of the Specialist Adviser. The 
interest may relate to the manufacturer or owner of a product or service 
being evaluated, in which case it is regarded as ‘specific’, or to the 
industry or sector from which the product or service comes, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples include the 
following. 

3.1.1 Any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for a healthcare 
industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in cash or in kind. 

3.1.2 Any fee-paid work commissioned by a healthcare industry for which the 
member is paid in cash or in kind. 

3.1.3 Any shareholdings, or other beneficial interests, in a healthcare 
industry which are either held by the family member or for which an 
individual covered by this Code has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or adults whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). 

3.1.4 Expenses and hospitality provided by a healthcare industry company 
(except where they are provided to a general class of people such as 
attendees at an open conference) 

3.1.5 Funds which include investments in the healthcare industry that are 
held in a portfolio over which individuals have the ability to instruct the 
fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

3.2 No personal family interest exists in the case of: 

3.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 
wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)  

3.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry. 

4 Personal non-pecuniary interests  

These might include, but are not limited to: 

4.1 a clear opinion, reached as the conclusion of a research project, about 
the clinical and/or cost effectiveness of an intervention under review 

4.2 a public statement in which an individual covered by this Code has 
expressed a clear opinion about the matter under consideration, which 
could reasonably be interpreted as prejudicial to an objective 
interpretation of the evidence 
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4.3 holding office in a professional organisation or advocacy group with a 
direct interest in the matter under consideration  

4.4 other reputational risks in relation to an intervention under review. 

5 Non-personal interests 

5.1 A non-personal interest involves payment that benefits a department or 
organisation for which a Specialist Advisor is responsible, but that is 
not received by the Specialist Advisor personally. This may either 
relate to the product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific,’ or to the manufacturer or owner of the product 
or service, but is unrelated to the matter under consideration, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples are as 
follows. 

5.1.1 Fellowships – the holding of a fellowship endowed by the healthcare 
industry. 

5.1.2 Support by the healthcare industry or NICE – any payment, or other 
support by the healthcare industry or by NICE that does not convey 
any pecuniary or material benefit to a member personally but that does 
benefit his/her position or department. For example: 

 a grant from a company for the running of a unit or department for 
which a Specialist Advisor is responsible 

 a grant, fellowship or other payment to sponsor a post or member of 
staff in the unit for which a Specialist Adviser is responsible. This does 
not include financial assistance for students 

 the commissioning of research or other work by, or advice from, staff 
who work in a unit for which the specialist advisor is responsible 

 one or more contracts with, or grants from, NICE. 

5.2 Specialist Advisers are under no obligation to seek out knowledge of 
work done for, or on behalf of, the healthcare industry within 
departments for which they are responsible if they would not normally 
expect to be informed. 
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NATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR HEALTH AND CARE EXCELLENCE 
 

Interventional Procedures Programme 
 
 
Procedure Name:  Radiofrequency ablation for 

symptomatic interdigital (mortons) 
neruroma (typo: Morton’s neuroma) 
(1285/1) 

 
Name of Specialist Advisor: Ian Reilly 
 
Specialist Society:  Society of Chiropodists and Podiatrists 

(SCPOD) 
 
Please complete and return to: azeem.madari@nice.org.uk OR 

sally.compton@nice.org.uk      
 
  
1 Do you have adequate knowledge of this procedure to 

provide advice?    
 

 Yes. 
 

þ No – please return the form/answer no more questions. 
 
 This is a rarely performed procedure in the UK. 
 
1.1 Does the title used above describe the procedure adequately?  
 

þ Yes.   
 

  No.  If no, please enter any other titles below. 
 
Comments: 
 
 
2 Your involvement in the procedure 
 
2.1 Is this procedure relevant to your specialty?   
 

þ Yes.  
 

 Is there any kind of inter-specialty controversy over the procedure? 
 

þ No. If no, then answer no more questions, but please give any information 
you can about who is likely to be doing the procedure. 
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Comments: 
 
This procedure  - if it became more popular - would primarily be performed by 
Orthopaedic and Podiatric Surgeons, but other specialties could also be affected 
such as Interventional Radiologists 
 
The next two questions are about whether you carry out the procedure, or refer 
patients for it.  If you are in a specialty that normally carries out the procedure 
please answer question 2.2.1.  If you are in a specialty that normally selects or 
refers patients for the procedure please answer question 2.2.2. 
 
2.2.1 If you are in a specialty which does this procedure, please indicate your 

experience with it:    
 

þ I have never performed this procedure. 
 

 I have performed this procedure at least once. 
 

 I perform this procedure regularly. 
 
 
Comments: 
 
See above: not a common procedure in the UK at this time. 
 
 
2.2.2   If your specialty is involved in patient selection or referral to another 

specialty for this procedure, please indicate your experience with it. 
 
þ I have never taken part in the selection or referral of a patient for this 

procedure. 
 

 I have taken part in patient selection or referred a patient for this procedure at 
least once. 

 
 I take part in patient selection or refer patients for this procedure regularly. 

 
Comments: 
 
NA.  See 2.2.2. 
 
 
2.3 Please indicate your research experience relating to this procedure 

(please choose one or more if relevant): 
 
þ I have undertaken bibliographic research on this procedure. 
 

 I have undertaken research on this procedure in laboratory settings (e.g. 
device-related research). 
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 I have undertaken clinical research on this procedure involving patients or  
healthy volunteers. 

 
 I have had no involvement in research on this procedure. 

 
 Other (please comment) 

 
Comments: 
 
Reviewed as part of this presentation: 
 March 2015 EBM for Morton’s Neuroma 

DOPS Podiatric Surgery Conference (Warwick) 
 
 
3 Status of the procedure 
 
3.1 Which of the following best describes the procedure (choose one): 
 

 Established practice and no longer new. 
 

 A minor variation on an existing procedure, which is unlikely to alter that 
procedure’s safety and efficacy.  

 

þ Definitely novel and of uncertain safety and efficacy. 
 

 The first in a new class of procedure. 
 
Comments: 
 

     

 
 
3.2 What would be the comparator (standard practice) to this procedure? 
 
Surgical excision following failed conservative care. 
 
 
3.3 Please estimate the proportion of doctors in your specialty who are 

performing this procedure (choose one): 
 

 More than 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 
 

 10% to 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 
 

þ Fewer than 10% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 
 

 Cannot give an estimate. 
 
Comments: 
 
Much fewer. 
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4 Safety and efficacy 
 
4.1 What are the adverse effects of the procedure? 
 
Please list adverse events and major risks (even if uncommon) and, if possible, 
estimate their incidence, as follows: 
 
1. Theoretical adverse events  

Thermal necrosis of the skin, infection, scarring, stump neuroma formation. 

 

2. Anecdotal adverse events (known from experience) 

NA: own experience. 

 

3. Adverse events reported in the literature (if possible please cite literature) 

Genon, M.P.   
Chin, T.Y.   
Bedi, H.S.   
Blackney, M.C. 

2010 Radio-frequency ablation 
for the treatment of 
Morton’s Neuroma 

The authors provide a treatment 
algorithm for RFA of MN on 37 patients 
(38 feet) in a poorly constructed article.  
Level IV study. 

 

 

4.2 What are the key efficacy outcomes for this procedure? 
 
Reduction in pain. 
 
 
4.3 Are there uncertainties or concerns about the efficacy of this procedure? 

If so, what are they? 
 
Insufficient literature at this time to draw firm conclusions. 
 
 
4.4 What training and facilities are required to undertake this procedure 

safely? 
 
Surgical suite and technique training plus appropriate anaesthesia. 
 
 
4.5 Are there any major trials or registries of this procedure currently in 

progress? If so, please list. 
 
Not known 
 
 
4.6 Are you aware of any abstracts that have been recently presented/ 

published on this procedure that may not be listed in a standard literature 
search, e.g. PUBMED? (This can include your own work). If yes, please 
list. 

 
No 
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4.7 Is there controversy, or important uncertainty, about any aspect of the 

way in which this procedure is currently being done or disseminated? 
 
Not known. 
 
 
5 Audit Criteria 
Please suggest a minimum dataset of criteria by which this procedure could be 
audited.  
 
 
5.1 Outcome measures of benefit (including commonly used clinical 
outcomes – both short and long-term; and quality of life measures): 
 
Use of a validated pre and post procedure audit tool, eg Manchester-Oxford Foot 
Heath Questionnaire. 
Sufficient sample size with control group (would require power calculation) 
Prospective design 
6 and 12 month follow up. 
 
 
5.2 Adverse outcomes (including potential early and late complications): 
 
Not known. 
 
  
6 Trajectory of the procedure 
 
6.1 In your opinion, what is the likely speed of diffusion of this procedure? 
 
Slow: standard surgical excision of a Morton’s neuroma is in widespread use with 
good outcomes.  Hoverer, this technique could have a reduced side effect profile as 
compared to full surgical excision and could theoretically be a better option. 
 
 
6.2 This procedure, if safe and efficacious, is likely to be carried out in 
(choose one): 
 

 Most or all district general hospitals. 
 

þ A minority of hospitals, but at least 10 in the UK. 
 

 Fewer than 10 specialist centres in the UK. 
 

 Cannot predict at present. 
 
Comments: 
 
My opinion. 
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6.3 The potential impact of this procedure on the NHS, in terms of numbers 
of patients eligible for treatment and use of resources, is:  
 

 Major. 
 

 Moderate. 
 

þ Minor. 
 
Comments: 
 
It is quite possible that this is a better option than traditional open surgery but I doubt 
– unless championed at higher levels with good outcomes date – it would “catch on”. 
 
 
 
7 Other information 
7.1 Is there any other information about this procedure that might assist 
NICE in assessing the possible need to investigate its use? 
 

     

 
 
 
8 Data protection and conflicts of interest  
 
8.1 Data protection statement 
 
The Institute is committed to transparency.  As part of this commitment your 
name and specialist society will be placed in the public domain, in future 
publications and on our website (www.nice.org.uk) and therefore viewable 
worldwide.  This information may be passed to third parties connected with 
the work on interventional procedures.   
 
A copy of the completed Specialist Adviser advice will be sent to the 
Specialist Society who nominated the Specialist Adviser. 
 
Specialist Advisers should be aware that full implementation of the Freedom 
of Information Act 2000 may oblige us to release Specialist Advice from 2005.  
The Freedom of Information Act 2000 favours the disclosure of information 
however requests will be considered on a case by case basis.  If information 
is made available, personal information will be removed in accordance with 
the Data Protection Act 1998.  In light of this please ensure that you have not 
named or identified individuals in your comments.   
 
 
8.2 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 

Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  
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Please state any potential conflicts of interest, or any involvements in disputes 
or complaints, relevant to this procedure. Please use the “Conflicts of Interest 
for Specialist Advisers” policy (attached) as a guide when declaring any 
conflicts of interest.  Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from 
the Associate Director – Interventional Procedures. 
Do you or a member of your family1 have a personal pecuniary interest?  
The main examples are as follows: 
Consultancies or directorships attracting regular or occasional 
payments in cash or kind  

 YES 

þ NO 
Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare 
industry – this includes income earned in the course of private 
practice 

þ YES 

 NO 

Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry  

 YES 
 NO 

Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a 
healthcare industry company beyond those reasonably required for 
accommodation, meals and travel to attend meetings and 
conferences  

 YES 

þ NO 

Investments – any funds which include investments in the 
healthcare industry  

 YES 

þ NO 
Do you have a personal non-pecuniary interest – eg have you 
made a public statement about the topic or do you hold an office in 
a professional organisation or advocacy group with a direct interest 
in the topic? 

 YES 

þ NO 

Do you have a non-personal interest? The main examples are as follows: 
Fellowships endowed by the healthcare industry  YES 

þ NO 
Support by the healthcare industry or NICE that benefits his/her 
position or department, eg grants, sponsorship of posts 

 YES 

þ NO 

If you have answered YES to any of the above statements please 
describe the nature of the conflict(s) below. 
 
Comments: 
 
I am in both NHS and private surgical practice where I treat Morton’s neuroma (by 
standard surgical means). 
 
 
                                                
1 ‘Family members’ refers to a spouse or partner living in the same residence as the member 
or employee, children for whom the member or employee is legally responsible, and adults for 
whom the member or employee is legally responsible (for example, an adult whose full power 
of attorney is held by the individual). 
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Thank you very much for your help. 
 
Professor Bruce Campbell, Chairman, 
Interventional Procedures Advisory 
Committee 

Professor Carole Longson, Director, 
Centre for Health Technology 
Evaluation. 
 

February 2010  
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Conflicts of Interest for Specialist Advisers 
 

1 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

1.1 Any conflicts of interest set out below should be declared on the 
questionnaire the Specialist Adviser completes for the procedure. 

1.2 Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from the Associate 
Director – Interventional Procedures. 

2 Personal pecuniary interests 
2.1 A personal pecuniary interest involves a current personal payment to a 

Specialist Adviser, which may either relate to the manufacturer or 
owner of a product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific’ or to the industry or sector from which the 
product or service comes, in which case it is regarded as ‘non-
specific’. The main examples are as follows. 

2.1.1 Consultancies – any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for 
the healthcare industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in 
cash or kind (this includes both those which have been undertaken in 
the 12 months preceding the point at which the declaration is made 
and which are planned but have not taken place). 

2.1.2 Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare industry 
for which the member is paid in cash or in kind (this includes both 
those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding the 
point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but have 
not taken place). 

2.1.3 Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry that are either held by the individual 
or for which the individual has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or relatives whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). This does not include shareholdings through unit trusts, 
pensions funds, or other similar arrangements where the member has 
no influence on financial management. 

2.1.4 Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a healthcare 
industry company beyond that reasonably required for accommodation, 
meals and travel to attend meetings and conferences (this includes 
both those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding 
the point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but 
have not taken place. 

2.1.5 Investments – any funds which include investments in the healthcare 
industry that are held in a portfolio over which individuals have the 
ability to instruct the fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

2.2 No personal interest exists in the case of: 

2.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 
wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
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the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)   

2.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry.  

3 Personal family interest  

3.1 This relates to the personal interests of a family member and involves a 
current payment to the family member of the Specialist Adviser. The 
interest may relate to the manufacturer or owner of a product or service 
being evaluated, in which case it is regarded as ‘specific’, or to the 
industry or sector from which the product or service comes, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples include the 
following. 

3.1.1 Any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for a healthcare 
industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in cash or in kind. 

3.1.2 Any fee-paid work commissioned by a healthcare industry for which the 
member is paid in cash or in kind. 

3.1.3 Any shareholdings, or other beneficial interests, in a healthcare 
industry which are either held by the family member or for which an 
individual covered by this Code has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or adults whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). 

3.1.4 Expenses and hospitality provided by a healthcare industry company 
(except where they are provided to a general class of people such as 
attendees at an open conference) 

3.1.5 Funds which include investments in the healthcare industry that are 
held in a portfolio over which individuals have the ability to instruct the 
fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

3.2 No personal family interest exists in the case of: 
3.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 

wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)  

3.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry. 

4 Personal non-pecuniary interests  
These might include, but are not limited to: 
4.1 a clear opinion, reached as the conclusion of a research project, about 

the clinical and/or cost effectiveness of an intervention under review 
4.2 a public statement in which an individual covered by this Code has 

expressed a clear opinion about the matter under consideration, which 
could reasonably be interpreted as prejudicial to an objective 
interpretation of the evidence 
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4.3 holding office in a professional organisation or advocacy group with a 
direct interest in the matter under consideration  

4.4 other reputational risks in relation to an intervention under review. 
5 Non-personal interests 
5.1 A non-personal interest involves payment that benefits a department or 

organisation for which a Specialist Advisor is responsible, but that is 
not received by the Specialist Advisor personally. This may either 
relate to the product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific,’ or to the manufacturer or owner of the product 
or service, but is unrelated to the matter under consideration, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples are as 
follows. 

5.1.1 Fellowships – the holding of a fellowship endowed by the healthcare 
industry. 

5.1.2 Support by the healthcare industry or NICE – any payment, or other 
support by the healthcare industry or by NICE that does not convey 
any pecuniary or material benefit to a member personally but that does 
benefit his/her position or department. For example: 

• a grant from a company for the running of a unit or department for 
which a Specialist Advisor is responsible 

• a grant, fellowship or other payment to sponsor a post or member of 
staff in the unit for which a Specialist Adviser is responsible. This does 
not include financial assistance for students 

• the commissioning of research or other work by, or advice from, staff 
who work in a unit for which the specialist advisor is responsible 

• one or more contracts with, or grants from, NICE. 
5.2 Specialist Advisers are under no obligation to seek out knowledge of 

work done for, or on behalf of, the healthcare industry within 
departments for which they are responsible if they would not normally 
expect to be informed. 
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NATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR HEALTH AND CARE EXCELLENCE 
 

Interventional Procedures Programme 
 
 
Procedure Name:  Radiofrequency ablation for 

symptomatic interdigital (mortons) 
neruroma (1285/1) 

 
Name of Specialist Advisor: Matthew Solan 
 
Specialist Society:  British Orthopaedic Foot and Ankle 

Society (BOFAS) 
 
Please complete and return to: azeem.madari@nice.org.uk OR 

sally.compton@nice.org.uk      
 
  
 

1 Do you have adequate knowledge of this procedure to 
provide advice?    

 

 Yes. 

 

 No – please return the form/answer no more questions. 

 
1.1 Does the title used above describe the procedure adequately?  
 

 Yes.   

 

 No.  If no, please enter any other titles below. 

 
Comments: 
 
      
 

2 Your involvement in the procedure 
 
2.1 Is this procedure relevant to your specialty?   
 

 Yes.  

 

 Is there any kind of inter-specialty controversy over the procedure? 

 

 No. If no, then answer no more questions, but please give any information 

you can about who is likely to be doing the procedure. 
 

Comments: 
 

      

mailto:azeem.madari@nice.org.uk
mailto:sally.compton@nice.org.uk
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The next two questions are about whether you carry out the procedure, or refer 
patients for it.  If you are in a specialty that normally carries out the procedure 
please answer question 2.2.1.  If you are in a specialty that normally selects or 
refers patients for the procedure please answer question 2.2.2. 
 

2.2.1 If you are in a specialty which does this procedure, please indicate your 
experience with it:    

 

 I have never performed this procedure. 

 

 I have performed this procedure at least once. 

 

 I perform this procedure regularly. 

 
 
Comments: 
 
      
 
 
2.2.2   If your specialty is involved in patient selection or referral to another 

specialty for this procedure, please indicate your experience with it. 
 

 I have never taken part in the selection or referral of a patient for this 

procedure. 
 

 I have taken part in patient selection or referred a patient for this procedure at 

least once. 
 

 I take part in patient selection or refer patients for this procedure regularly. 

 
Comments: 
 
      
 
2.3 Please indicate your research experience relating to this procedure 

(please choose one or more if relevant): 
 

 I have undertaken bibliographic research on this procedure. 
 

 I have undertaken research on this procedure in laboratory settings (e.g. 
device-related research). 

 
 I have undertaken clinical research on this procedure involving patients or  

healthy volunteers. 
 

 I have had no involvement in research on this procedure. 
 

 Other (please comment) 
 
Comments: 
I am auditing results of patients referred for this treatment 
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3 Status of the procedure 
 
3.1 Which of the following best describes the procedure (choose one): 
 

 Established practice and no longer new. 

 

 A minor variation on an existing procedure, which is unlikely to alter that 

procedure’s safety and efficacy.  
 

 Definitely novel and of uncertain safety and efficacy. 

 

 The first in a new class of procedure. 

 
Comments: 
 
      

 
3.2 What would be the comparator (standard practice) to this procedure? 
 
The treatment is a less invasive alternative to surgical removal of Morton’s neuroma. 
If an ultrasound guided corticosteroid injection is initially effective but the symptoms 
recur then often surgery would be offered. RF ablation is a potentially useful less 
invasive alternative. 
 
 
3.3 Please estimate the proportion of doctors in your specialty who are 

performing this procedure (choose one): 
 

 More than 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

 10% to 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

 Fewer than 10% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

 Cannot give an estimate. 

 
Comments: 
 

Fewer than 1% 

 

4 Safety and efficacy 
 
4.1 What are the adverse effects of the procedure? 
 
Please list adverse events and major risks (even if uncommon) and, if possible, 
estimate their incidence, as follows: 
 
1. Theoretical adverse events  

Swelling, bruising, numbness, neuritic pain, failure to improve, recurrence of pain 
after initial improvement 
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2. Anecdotal adverse events (known from experience) 

Failure to sufficiently improve, bruising and swelling 

 

 

3. Adverse events reported in the literature (if possible please cite literature) 

80% improved enough to avoid surgery after 2 yrs follow up 

Ultrasound-guided radiofrequency ablation in the management of interdigital 
(Morton's) neuroma. 
Chuter GS, Chua YP, Connell DA, Blackney MC. 
Skeletal Radiol. 2013 Jan;42(1):107-11. doi: 10.1007/s00256-012-1527-x. Epub 2012 Oct 17. 

 

 

 

 

4.2 What are the key efficacy outcomes for this procedure? 
 
An outpatient procedure that is minimally invasive, and may help to avoid the need 
for surgical treatment in a proportion of patients 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.3 Are there uncertainties or concerns about the efficacy of this procedure? 

If so, what are they? 
 
Does not sufficiently help all patients. Only 2 yr follow-up available presently 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.4 What training and facilities are required to undertake this procedure 

safely? 
 
Rudimentary training in the use of the RF probe, assuming that adequate ultrasound 
skills are already attained 
 
 
 
 
 

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23073898
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23073898
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4.5 Are there any major trials or registries of this procedure currently in 

progress? If so, please list. 
 
None known 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
4.6 Are you aware of any abstracts that have been recently presented/ 

published on this procedure that may not be listed in a standard literature 
search, e.g. PUBMED? (This can include your own work). If yes, please 
list. 

 
Only our own Local Audit - ongoing 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.7 Is there controversy, or important uncertainty, about any aspect of the 

way in which this procedure is currently being done or disseminated? 
 
No 
 
 

 
 
 
5 Audit Criteria 
Please suggest a minimum dataset of criteria by which this procedure could be 
audited.  
 
 
5.1 Outcome measures of benefit (including commonly used clinical 
outcomes – both short and long-term; and quality of life measures): 

 
Avoidance of surgical treatment 
Improvement in pain score 
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5.2 Adverse outcomes (including potential early and late complications): 
 
Recurrence rates and failure rates. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  

6 Trajectory of the procedure 
 
6.1 In your opinion, what is the likely speed of diffusion of this procedure? 
 
Once lasting medium term results are demonstrated then the procedure has the 
potential to gradually replace surgical excision of morton’s neurome for a proportion 
of patients. 
The uncertaintly at present is whether the published “80% avoid surgery at 2 yr follow 
up” will be maintained over time. 
A similar technique, injecting concentrated alcohol onto the nerve, produced 
promising short term but poor medium term results. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.2 This procedure, if safe and efficacious, is likely to be carried out in 
(choose one): 
 

 Most or all district general hospitals. 

 

 A minority of hospitals, but at least 10 in the UK. 

 

 Fewer than 10 specialist centres in the UK. 

 

 Cannot predict at present. 

 
Comments: 
 
      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.3 The potential impact of this procedure on the NHS, in terms of numbers 
of patients eligible for treatment and use of resources, is:  
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 Major. 

 

 Moderate. 

 

 Minor. 

 
Comments: 
 
      
 
 
 
 
 



 

8 

7 Other information 
7.1 Is there any other information about this procedure that might assist 
NICE in assessing the possible need to investigate its use? 

 
      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

8 Data protection and conflicts of interest  
 
8.1 Data protection statement 

 
The Institute is committed to transparency.  As part of this commitment your 
name and specialist society will be placed in the public domain, in future 
publications and on our website (www.nice.org.uk) and therefore viewable 
worldwide.  This information may be passed to third parties connected with 
the work on interventional procedures.   
 
A copy of the completed Specialist Adviser advice will be sent to the 
Specialist Society who nominated the Specialist Adviser. 
 
Specialist Advisers should be aware that full implementation of the Freedom 
of Information Act 2000 may oblige us to release Specialist Advice from 2005.  
The Freedom of Information Act 2000 favours the disclosure of information 
however requests will be considered on a case by case basis.  If information 
is made available, personal information will be removed in accordance with 
the Data Protection Act 1998.  In light of this please ensure that you have not 
named or identified individuals in your comments.   
 

 

8.2 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

Please state any potential conflicts of interest, or any involvements in disputes 
or complaints, relevant to this procedure. Please use the “Conflicts of Interest 
for Specialist Advisers” policy (attached) as a guide when declaring any 
conflicts of interest.  Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from 
the Associate Director – Interventional Procedures. 

Do you or a member of your family1 have a personal pecuniary interest?  
The main examples are as follows: 

                                                 
1
 ‘Family members’ refers to a spouse or partner living in the same residence as the member 

or employee, children for whom the member or employee is legally responsible, and adults for 
whom the member or employee is legally responsible (for example, an adult whose full power 
of attorney is held by the individual). 

http://www.nice.org.uk/
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Consultancies or directorships attracting regular or occasional 
payments in cash or kind  

 YES 

 NO 

Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare 
industry – this includes income earned in the course of private 
practice 

 YES 

 NO 

Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry  

 YES 

 NO 

Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a 
healthcare industry company beyond those reasonably required for 
accommodation, meals and travel to attend meetings and 
conferences  

 YES 

 NO 

Investments – any funds which include investments in the 
healthcare industry  

 YES 

 NO 

Do you have a personal non-pecuniary interest – eg have you 
made a public statement about the topic or do you hold an office in 
a professional organisation or advocacy group with a direct interest 
in the topic? 

 YES 

 NO 

Do you have a non-personal interest? The main examples are as follows: 

Fellowships endowed by the healthcare industry  YES 

 NO 

Support by the healthcare industry or NICE that benefits his/her 
position or department, eg grants, sponsorship of posts 

 YES 

 NO 

If you have answered YES to any of the above statements please 
describe the nature of the conflict(s) below. 
 
Comments: 
 
I lecture on courses convened by Industry. 
 
I supervise a Fellow, the salary for whom is supported by Industry 
 
I participate in clinical trials supported by Industry, who pay the patients expenses, 
the hospital and the research nurse. 
 
 
 
 

Thank you very much for your help. 
 
Professor Bruce Campbell, Chairman, 
Interventional Procedures Advisory 
Committee 

Professor Carole Longson, Director, 
Centre for Health Technology 
Evaluation. 
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February 2010  
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Conflicts of Interest for Specialist Advisers 
 

1 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

1.1 Any conflicts of interest set out below should be declared on the 
questionnaire the Specialist Adviser completes for the procedure. 

1.2 Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from the Associate 
Director – Interventional Procedures. 

2 Personal pecuniary interests 

2.1 A personal pecuniary interest involves a current personal payment to a 
Specialist Adviser, which may either relate to the manufacturer or 
owner of a product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific’ or to the industry or sector from which the 
product or service comes, in which case it is regarded as ‘non-
specific’. The main examples are as follows. 

2.1.1 Consultancies – any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for 
the healthcare industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in 
cash or kind (this includes both those which have been undertaken in 
the 12 months preceding the point at which the declaration is made 
and which are planned but have not taken place). 

2.1.2 Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare industry 
for which the member is paid in cash or in kind (this includes both 
those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding the 
point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but have 
not taken place). 

2.1.3 Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry that are either held by the individual 
or for which the individual has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or relatives whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). This does not include shareholdings through unit trusts, 
pensions funds, or other similar arrangements where the member has 
no influence on financial management. 

2.1.4 Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a healthcare 
industry company beyond that reasonably required for accommodation, 
meals and travel to attend meetings and conferences (this includes 
both those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding 
the point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but 
have not taken place. 

2.1.5 Investments – any funds which include investments in the healthcare 
industry that are held in a portfolio over which individuals have the 
ability to instruct the fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

2.2 No personal interest exists in the case of: 

2.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 
wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
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the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)   

2.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry.  

3 Personal family interest  

3.1 This relates to the personal interests of a family member and involves a 
current payment to the family member of the Specialist Adviser. The 
interest may relate to the manufacturer or owner of a product or service 
being evaluated, in which case it is regarded as ‘specific’, or to the 
industry or sector from which the product or service comes, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples include the 
following. 

3.1.1 Any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for a healthcare 
industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in cash or in kind. 

3.1.2 Any fee-paid work commissioned by a healthcare industry for which the 
member is paid in cash or in kind. 

3.1.3 Any shareholdings, or other beneficial interests, in a healthcare 
industry which are either held by the family member or for which an 
individual covered by this Code has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or adults whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). 

3.1.4 Expenses and hospitality provided by a healthcare industry company 
(except where they are provided to a general class of people such as 
attendees at an open conference) 

3.1.5 Funds which include investments in the healthcare industry that are 
held in a portfolio over which individuals have the ability to instruct the 
fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

3.2 No personal family interest exists in the case of: 

3.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 
wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)  

3.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry. 

4 Personal non-pecuniary interests  

These might include, but are not limited to: 

4.1 a clear opinion, reached as the conclusion of a research project, about 
the clinical and/or cost effectiveness of an intervention under review 

4.2 a public statement in which an individual covered by this Code has 
expressed a clear opinion about the matter under consideration, which 
could reasonably be interpreted as prejudicial to an objective 
interpretation of the evidence 
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4.3 holding office in a professional organisation or advocacy group with a 
direct interest in the matter under consideration  

4.4 other reputational risks in relation to an intervention under review. 

5 Non-personal interests 

5.1 A non-personal interest involves payment that benefits a department or 
organisation for which a Specialist Advisor is responsible, but that is 
not received by the Specialist Advisor personally. This may either 
relate to the product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific,’ or to the manufacturer or owner of the product 
or service, but is unrelated to the matter under consideration, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples are as 
follows. 

5.1.1 Fellowships – the holding of a fellowship endowed by the healthcare 
industry. 

5.1.2 Support by the healthcare industry or NICE – any payment, or other 
support by the healthcare industry or by NICE that does not convey 
any pecuniary or material benefit to a member personally but that does 
benefit his/her position or department. For example: 

 a grant from a company for the running of a unit or department for 
which a Specialist Advisor is responsible 

 a grant, fellowship or other payment to sponsor a post or member of 
staff in the unit for which a Specialist Adviser is responsible. This does 
not include financial assistance for students 

 the commissioning of research or other work by, or advice from, staff 
who work in a unit for which the specialist advisor is responsible 

 one or more contracts with, or grants from, NICE. 

5.2 Specialist Advisers are under no obligation to seek out knowledge of 
work done for, or on behalf of, the healthcare industry within 
departments for which they are responsible if they would not normally 
expect to be informed. 
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NATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR HEALTH AND CARE EXCELLENCE 
 

Interventional Procedures Programme 
 
 
Procedure Name:  Radiofrequency ablation for 

symptomatic interdigital (mortons) 
neruroma (1285/1) 

 
Name of Specialist Advisor: Monica Khanna 
 
Specialist Society:  British Society of Skeletal Radiologists 

(BSSR) 
 
Please complete and return to: azeem.madari@nice.org.uk OR 

sally.compton@nice.org.uk      
 
  
 

1 Do you have adequate knowledge of this procedure to 
provide advice?    

 

 Yes. 

 

 No – please return the form/answer no more questions. 

 
1.1 Does the title used above describe the procedure adequately?  
 Yes.   
 

 No.  If no, please enter any other titles below. 

 
Comments: 
 
      
 

2 Your involvement in the procedure 
 
2.1 Is this procedure relevant to your specialty?   
 

 Yes.  

 

 Is there any kind of inter-specialty controversy over the procedure? 

 

 No. If no, then answer no more questions, but please give any information 

you can about who is likely to be doing the procedure. 
 

Comments: 
 

      

 

mailto:azeem.madari@nice.org.uk
mailto:sally.compton@nice.org.uk
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The next two questions are about whether you carry out the procedure, or refer 
patients for it.  If you are in a specialty that normally carries out the procedure 
please answer question 2.2.1.  If you are in a specialty that normally selects or 
refers patients for the procedure please answer question 2.2.2. 
 

2.2.1 If you are in a specialty which does this procedure, please indicate your 
experience with it:    

 

 I have never performed this procedure. 

 

 I have performed this procedure at least once. 

 I perform this procedure regularly. 
 
 
Comments: 
 
      
 
 
2.2.2   If your specialty is involved in patient selection or referral to another 

specialty for this procedure, please indicate your experience with it. 
 

 I have never taken part in the selection or referral of a patient for this 

procedure. 
 

 I have taken part in patient selection or referred a patient for this procedure at 

least once. 
 

 I take part in patient selection or refer patients for this procedure regularly. 

 
Comments: 
 
      
 
2.3 Please indicate your research experience relating to this procedure 

(please choose one or more if relevant): 
 

 I have undertaken bibliographic research on this procedure. 
 

 I have undertaken research on this procedure in laboratory settings (e.g. 
device-related research). 

 
 I have undertaken clinical research on this procedure involving patients or  
healthy volunteers. 
 

 I have had no involvement in research on this procedure. 
 

 Other (please comment) 
 
Comments: 
 
      

3 Status of the procedure 
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3.1 Which of the following best describes the procedure (choose one): 
 Established practice and no longer new. 
 

 A minor variation on an existing procedure, which is unlikely to alter that 

procedure’s safety and efficacy.  
 Definitely novel and of uncertain safety and efficacy. 
 

 The first in a new class of procedure. 

 
Comments: 
 
      

 
3.2 What would be the comparator (standard practice) to this procedure? 
 
     Ultrasound guided steroid injection or alcohol ablation of a mortons neuroma or 
surgical resection. 
 
 
3.3 Please estimate the proportion of doctors in your specialty who are 

performing this procedure (choose one): 
 

 More than 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

 10% to 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 Fewer than 10% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 
 

 Cannot give an estimate. 

 
Comments: 
 

      

 

4 Safety and efficacy 
 
4.1 What are the adverse effects of the procedure? 
 
Please list adverse events and major risks (even if uncommon) and, if possible, 
estimate their incidence, as follows: 
 
1. Theoretical adverse events  

      Failure of the procedure (@10%) 

 Potential heating of surrounding soft tissues 

 Infection 

2. Anecdotal adverse events (known from experience) 

     Failure of procedure, in my practice I have not experienced any other adverse 
events. 
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3. Adverse events reported in the literature (if possible please cite literature) 

      Temporary nerve irritation (1 out of 35 treated neuromas). 

 4 out of 35 had a failed procedure with 3 going onto surgical excision. 

Skeletal Radiol. 2013 Jan;42(1):107-11. doi: 10.1007/s00256-012-1527-x. Epub 2012 Oct 17. 

Ultrasound-guided radiofrequency ablation in the management of interdigital 

(Morton's) neuroma. 

Chuter GS
1
, Chua YP, Connell DA, Blackney MC. 

  

I have perfomed 10 RFA ablations. 2 have had no effect, and have gone onto 
surgical resection.  

 

 

 

4.2 What are the key efficacy outcomes for this procedure? 
 
      Pain alleviation and therefore avoidance of surgery 
 
 
 
4.3 Are there uncertainties or concerns about the efficacy of this procedure? 

If so, what are they? 
 
     Not all people respond to this treatment, some patients have reduction in their 
pain, which allows them to avoid surgery, but they do not always have complete pain 
resolution. 
 
 
 
4.4 What training and facilities are required to undertake this procedure 

safely? 
 
     Technical training in the use of a radiofrequency ablation procedure is 
required.  
We perform the procedure under ultrasound guidance in the ultrasound suite, with a 
nurse present. A local anaesthetic ankle block is given to the patient, the RFA 
procedure takes approximately 15 minutes, the patient can go home straight after the 
procedure.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.5 Are there any major trials or registries of this procedure currently in 

progress? If so, please list. 
 
     Not that I am aware of. 

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23073898
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Chuter%20GS%255BAuthor%255D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23073898
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Chua%20YP%255BAuthor%255D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23073898
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Connell%20DA%255BAuthor%255D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23073898
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Blackney%20MC%255BAuthor%255D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23073898
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4.6 Are you aware of any abstracts that have been recently presented/ 

published on this procedure that may not be listed in a standard literature 
search, e.g. PUBMED? (This can include your own work). If yes, please 
list. 

 
     No. Research on this intervention that I am aware of is listed in the standard 
literature. 
 
 
 
 
4.7 Is there controversy, or important uncertainty, about any aspect of the 

way in which this procedure is currently being done or disseminated? 
 
     Not that I am aware of. 

 
 
5 Audit Criteria 
Please suggest a minimum dataset of criteria by which this procedure could be 
audited.  
 
 
5.1 Outcome measures of benefit (including commonly used clinical 
outcomes – both short and long-term; and quality of life measures): 

 
      VAS scores 
 Foot and ankle disability index 
 Need for surgery 

 
 
5.2 Adverse outcomes (including potential early and late complications): 
 
      Infection 
 Failure of procedure/no change in symptoms 
 Worse pain/irritation of the nerve 
 

  

6 Trajectory of the procedure 
 
6.1 In your opinion, what is the likely speed of diffusion of this procedure? 
 
     Difficult to predict, but likely to be used in centres with specialist foot and ankle 
surgeons. 
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6.2 This procedure, if safe and efficacious, is likely to be carried out in 
(choose one): 
 

 Most or all district general hospitals. 

 
 A minority of hospitals, but at least 10 in the UK. 
 

 Fewer than 10 specialist centres in the UK. 

 

 Cannot predict at present. 

 
Comments: 
 
      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.3 The potential impact of this procedure on the NHS, in terms of numbers 
of patients eligible for treatment and use of resources, is:  
 

 Major. 

 Moderate. 
 

 Minor. 

 
Comments: 
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7 Other information 
7.1 Is there any other information about this procedure that might assist 
NICE in assessing the possible need to investigate its use? 

 
      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

8 Data protection and conflicts of interest  
 
8.1 Data protection statement 

 
The Institute is committed to transparency.  As part of this commitment your 
name and specialist society will be placed in the public domain, in future 
publications and on our website (www.nice.org.uk) and therefore viewable 
worldwide.  This information may be passed to third parties connected with 
the work on interventional procedures.   
 
A copy of the completed Specialist Adviser advice will be sent to the 
Specialist Society who nominated the Specialist Adviser. 
 
Specialist Advisers should be aware that full implementation of the Freedom 
of Information Act 2000 may oblige us to release Specialist Advice from 2005.  
The Freedom of Information Act 2000 favours the disclosure of information 
however requests will be considered on a case by case basis.  If information 
is made available, personal information will be removed in accordance with 
the Data Protection Act 1998.  In light of this please ensure that you have not 
named or identified individuals in your comments.   
 

 

8.2 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

Please state any potential conflicts of interest, or any involvements in disputes 
or complaints, relevant to this procedure. Please use the “Conflicts of Interest 
for Specialist Advisers” policy (attached) as a guide when declaring any 
conflicts of interest.  Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from 
the Associate Director – Interventional Procedures. 

Do you or a member of your family1 have a personal pecuniary interest?  
The main examples are as follows: 

                                                 
1
 ‘Family members’ refers to a spouse or partner living in the same residence as the member 

or employee, children for whom the member or employee is legally responsible, and adults for 
whom the member or employee is legally responsible (for example, an adult whose full power 
of attorney is held by the individual). 

http://www.nice.org.uk/
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Consultancies or directorships attracting regular or occasional 
payments in cash or kind  

 YES 

 NO 

Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare 
industry – this includes income earned in the course of private 
practice 

 YES 

 NO 

Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry  

 YES 

 NO 

Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a 
healthcare industry company beyond those reasonably required for 
accommodation, meals and travel to attend meetings and 
conferences  

 YES 

 NO 

Investments – any funds which include investments in the 
healthcare industry  

 YES 

 NO 

Do you have a personal non-pecuniary interest – eg have you 
made a public statement about the topic or do you hold an office in 
a professional organisation or advocacy group with a direct interest 
in the topic? 

 YES 

 NO 

Do you have a non-personal interest? The main examples are as follows: 

Fellowships endowed by the healthcare industry  YES 

 NO 

Support by the healthcare industry or NICE that benefits his/her 
position or department, eg grants, sponsorship of posts 

 YES 

 NO 

If you have answered YES to any of the above statements please 
describe the nature of the conflict(s) below. 
 
Comments: 
 
      
 
 
 
 

Thank you very much for your help. 
 
Professor Bruce Campbell, Chairman, 
Interventional Procedures Advisory 
Committee 

Professor Carole Longson, Director, 
Centre for Health Technology 
Evaluation. 
 

February 2010  
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Conflicts of Interest for Specialist Advisers 
 

1 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

1.1 Any conflicts of interest set out below should be declared on the 
questionnaire the Specialist Adviser completes for the procedure. 

1.2 Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from the Associate 
Director – Interventional Procedures. 

2 Personal pecuniary interests 

2.1 A personal pecuniary interest involves a current personal payment to a 
Specialist Adviser, which may either relate to the manufacturer or 
owner of a product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific’ or to the industry or sector from which the 
product or service comes, in which case it is regarded as ‘non-
specific’. The main examples are as follows. 

2.1.1 Consultancies – any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for 
the healthcare industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in 
cash or kind (this includes both those which have been undertaken in 
the 12 months preceding the point at which the declaration is made 
and which are planned but have not taken place). 

2.1.2 Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare industry 
for which the member is paid in cash or in kind (this includes both 
those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding the 
point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but have 
not taken place). 

2.1.3 Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry that are either held by the individual 
or for which the individual has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or relatives whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). This does not include shareholdings through unit trusts, 
pensions funds, or other similar arrangements where the member has 
no influence on financial management. 

2.1.4 Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a healthcare 
industry company beyond that reasonably required for accommodation, 
meals and travel to attend meetings and conferences (this includes 
both those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding 
the point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but 
have not taken place. 

2.1.5 Investments – any funds which include investments in the healthcare 
industry that are held in a portfolio over which individuals have the 
ability to instruct the fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

2.2 No personal interest exists in the case of: 

2.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 
wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
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the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)   

2.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry.  

3 Personal family interest  

3.1 This relates to the personal interests of a family member and involves a 
current payment to the family member of the Specialist Adviser. The 
interest may relate to the manufacturer or owner of a product or service 
being evaluated, in which case it is regarded as ‘specific’, or to the 
industry or sector from which the product or service comes, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples include the 
following. 

3.1.1 Any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for a healthcare 
industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in cash or in kind. 

3.1.2 Any fee-paid work commissioned by a healthcare industry for which the 
member is paid in cash or in kind. 

3.1.3 Any shareholdings, or other beneficial interests, in a healthcare 
industry which are either held by the family member or for which an 
individual covered by this Code has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or adults whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). 

3.1.4 Expenses and hospitality provided by a healthcare industry company 
(except where they are provided to a general class of people such as 
attendees at an open conference) 

3.1.5 Funds which include investments in the healthcare industry that are 
held in a portfolio over which individuals have the ability to instruct the 
fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

3.2 No personal family interest exists in the case of: 

3.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 
wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)  

3.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry. 

4 Personal non-pecuniary interests  

These might include, but are not limited to: 

4.1 a clear opinion, reached as the conclusion of a research project, about 
the clinical and/or cost effectiveness of an intervention under review 

4.2 a public statement in which an individual covered by this Code has 
expressed a clear opinion about the matter under consideration, which 
could reasonably be interpreted as prejudicial to an objective 
interpretation of the evidence 
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4.3 holding office in a professional organisation or advocacy group with a 
direct interest in the matter under consideration  

4.4 other reputational risks in relation to an intervention under review. 

5 Non-personal interests 

5.1 A non-personal interest involves payment that benefits a department or 
organisation for which a Specialist Advisor is responsible, but that is 
not received by the Specialist Advisor personally. This may either 
relate to the product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific,’ or to the manufacturer or owner of the product 
or service, but is unrelated to the matter under consideration, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples are as 
follows. 

5.1.1 Fellowships – the holding of a fellowship endowed by the healthcare 
industry. 

5.1.2 Support by the healthcare industry or NICE – any payment, or other 
support by the healthcare industry or by NICE that does not convey 
any pecuniary or material benefit to a member personally but that does 
benefit his/her position or department. For example: 

 a grant from a company for the running of a unit or department for 
which a Specialist Advisor is responsible 

 a grant, fellowship or other payment to sponsor a post or member of 
staff in the unit for which a Specialist Adviser is responsible. This does 
not include financial assistance for students 

 the commissioning of research or other work by, or advice from, staff 
who work in a unit for which the specialist advisor is responsible 

 one or more contracts with, or grants from, NICE. 

5.2 Specialist Advisers are under no obligation to seek out knowledge of 
work done for, or on behalf of, the healthcare industry within 
departments for which they are responsible if they would not normally 
expect to be informed. 
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NATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR HEALTH AND CARE EXCELLENCE 
 

Interventional Procedures Programme 
 
 
Procedure Name:  Radiofrequency ablation for 

symptomatic interdigital (mortons) 
neruroma (1285/1) 

 
Name of Specialist Advisor: Robert Clayton 
 
Specialist Society:  British Orthopaedic Foot and Ankle 

Society (BOFAS) 
 
Please complete and return to: azeem.madari@nice.org.uk OR 

sally.compton@nice.org.uk      
 
  
 
1 Do you have adequate knowledge of this procedure to 

provide advice?    
 
X Yes. 

 
 No – please return the form/answer no more questions. 

 
1.1 Does the title used above describe the procedure adequately?  
X Yes.   
 

 No.  If no, please enter any other titles below. 
 
Comments: 
 

     

 
 
2 Your involvement in the procedure 
 
2.1 Is this procedure relevant to your specialty?   
 
X Yes.  
 
X Is there any kind of inter-specialty controversy over the procedure? 

 
 No. If no, then answer no more questions, but please give any information 

you can about who is likely to be doing the procedure. 
 

Comments: 
 
Not a controversy per se, but the procedure would usually be performed by a radiologist after 
referral from an orthopaedic foot and ankle surgeon 
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The next two questions are about whether you carry out the procedure, or refer 
patients for it.  If you are in a specialty that normally carries out the procedure 
please answer question 2.2.1.  If you are in a specialty that normally selects or 
refers patients for the procedure please answer question 2.2.2. 
 
2.2.1 If you are in a specialty which does this procedure, please indicate your 

experience with it:    
 
X I have never performed this procedure. 
 

 I have performed this procedure at least once. 
 

 I perform this procedure regularly. 
 
 
Comments: 
 
I have also never referred a patient for this procedure 
 
 
2.2.2   If your specialty is involved in patient selection or referral to another 

specialty for this procedure, please indicate your experience with it. 
 
X I have never taken part in the selection or referral of a patient for this 

procedure. 
 

 I have taken part in patient selection or referred a patient for this procedure at 
least once. 

 
 I take part in patient selection or refer patients for this procedure regularly. 

 
Comments: 
 

     

 
 
2.3 Please indicate your research experience relating to this procedure 

(please choose one or more if relevant): 
 

 I have undertaken bibliographic research on this procedure. 
 

 I have undertaken research on this procedure in laboratory settings (e.g. 
device-related research). 

 
 I have undertaken clinical research on this procedure involving patients or  

healthy volunteers. 
 
X I have had no involvement in research on this procedure. 
 

 Other (please comment) 
 
Comments: 
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3 Status of the procedure 
 
3.1 Which of the following best describes the procedure (choose one): 
 

 Established practice and no longer new. 
 

 A minor variation on an existing procedure, which is unlikely to alter that 
procedure’s safety and efficacy.  

 
X Definitely novel and of uncertain safety and efficacy. 
 

 The first in a new class of procedure. 
 
Comments: 
 

     

 
 
3.2 What would be the comparator (standard practice) to this procedure? 
 
Ultrasound guided or blind steroid injection, or surgical excision 
 
3.3 Please estimate the proportion of doctors in your specialty who are 

performing this procedure (choose one): 
 

 More than 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 
 

 10% to 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 
 
X Fewer than 10% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 
 

 Cannot give an estimate. 
 
Comments: 
 
Most surgeons would perform a steroid injection either blind or by referral for a 
radiologist for ultrasound guidance. If that fails normal practice would be surgican 
excision. 
 
4 Safety and efficacy 
 
4.1 What are the adverse effects of the procedure? 
 
Please list adverse events and major risks (even if uncommon) and, if possible, 
estimate their incidence, as follows: 
 
1. Theoretical adverse events  

Nerve irritation, neuropathic pain, osteonecrosis of metatarsal head 
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2. Anecdotal adverse events (known from experience) 

None known 

 

3. Adverse events reported in the literature (if possible please cite literature) 

Nerve irritation 

 

 

4.2 What are the key efficacy outcomes for this procedure? 
 
Reduction in pain level. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.3 Are there uncertainties or concerns about the efficacy of this procedure? 

If so, what are they? 
 
Yes. Very little evidence exists to show its efficacy. Anecdotally efficacy is not 
thought any better than steroid injection (the latter being cheap and readily available) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.4 What training and facilities are required to undertake this procedure 

safely? 
 
Special training in use of radiofrequency  
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.5 Are there any major trials or registries of this procedure currently in 

progress? If so, please list. 
 
No 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.6 Are you aware of any abstracts that have been recently presented/ 

published on this procedure that may not be listed in a standard literature 
search, e.g. PUBMED? (This can include your own work). If yes, please 
list. 
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No 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.7 Is there controversy, or important uncertainty, about any aspect of the 

way in which this procedure is currently being done or disseminated? 
 
It is often talked about but the procedure is not widely performed. It is considered 
unusual and not standard practice but is not thought to pose a major safety concern 
 
 
 
 
5 Audit Criteria 
Please suggest a minimum dataset of criteria by which this procedure could be 
audited.  
 
 
5.1 Outcome measures of benefit (including commonly used clinical 
outcomes – both short and long-term; and quality of life measures): 
 
Visual analogue pain scores 
MOX-FQ (Manchester Oxford Foot Quotient) patient reported outcome 
EQ-5D patient health survey 
Cost compared with current treatments 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5.2 Adverse outcomes (including potential early and late complications): 
 
Adverse pain reactions 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
6 Trajectory of the procedure 
 
6.1 In your opinion, what is the likely speed of diffusion of this procedure? 
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Very slow due to waiting times for ultrasound and additional cost of ultrasound for all 
patients, sometimes requiring a second or third procedure. Capital cost of RFA 
equipment will also limit availability 
 
 
 
 
 
6.2 This procedure, if safe and efficacious, is likely to be carried out in 
(choose one): 
 

 Most or all district general hospitals. 
 
X A minority of hospitals, but at least 10 in the UK. 
 

 Fewer than 10 specialist centres in the UK. 
 

 Cannot predict at present. 
 
Comments: 
 
I think cost is likely to limit uptake 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.3 The potential impact of this procedure on the NHS, in terms of numbers 
of patients eligible for treatment and use of resources, is:  
 

 Major. 
 
X Moderate. 
 

 Minor. 
 
Comments: 
 
Not all patients undergo ultrasound for Mortons neuroma and many of these are 
successfully, cheaply and effectively treated without requiring surgery. Surgery when 
required is a simple day case procedure of low cost. The cost implications of 
requiring more patients to undergo ultrasound scanning and one or more RFA 
treatments could be significant 
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7 Other information 
7.1 Is there any other information about this procedure that might assist 
NICE in assessing the possible need to investigate its use? 
 

     

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
8 Data protection and conflicts of interest  
 
8.1 Data protection statement 
 
The Institute is committed to transparency.  As part of this commitment your 
name and specialist society will be placed in the public domain, in future 
publications and on our website (www.nice.org.uk) and therefore viewable 
worldwide.  This information may be passed to third parties connected with 
the work on interventional procedures.   
 
A copy of the completed Specialist Adviser advice will be sent to the 
Specialist Society who nominated the Specialist Adviser. 
 
Specialist Advisers should be aware that full implementation of the Freedom 
of Information Act 2000 may oblige us to release Specialist Advice from 2005.  
The Freedom of Information Act 2000 favours the disclosure of information 
however requests will be considered on a case by case basis.  If information 
is made available, personal information will be removed in accordance with 
the Data Protection Act 1998.  In light of this please ensure that you have not 
named or identified individuals in your comments.   
 
 
8.2 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 

Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  
Please state any potential conflicts of interest, or any involvements in disputes 
or complaints, relevant to this procedure. Please use the “Conflicts of Interest 
for Specialist Advisers” policy (attached) as a guide when declaring any 
conflicts of interest.  Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from 
the Associate Director – Interventional Procedures. 
Do you or a member of your family1 have a personal pecuniary interest?  
The main examples are as follows: 

                                                
1 ‘Family members’ refers to a spouse or partner living in the same residence as the member 
or employee, children for whom the member or employee is legally responsible, and adults for 
whom the member or employee is legally responsible (for example, an adult whose full power 
of attorney is held by the individual). 
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X YES Consultancies or directorships attracting regular or occasional 
payments in cash or kind   NO 

 YES Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare 
industry – this includes income earned in the course of private 
practice X NO 

 YES Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry  X NO 

 YES Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a 
healthcare industry company beyond those reasonably required for 
accommodation, meals and travel to attend meetings and 
conferences  X NO 

 YES Investments – any funds which include investments in the 
healthcare industry  X NO 

 YES Do you have a personal non-pecuniary interest – eg have you 
made a public statement about the topic or do you hold an office in 
a professional organisation or advocacy group with a direct interest 
in the topic? X NO 

Do you have a non-personal interest? The main examples are as follows: 
 YES Fellowships endowed by the healthcare industry 

X NO 

X YES Support by the healthcare industry or NICE that benefits his/her 
position or department, eg grants, sponsorship of posts 

 NO 

If you have answered YES to any of the above statements please 
describe the nature of the conflict(s) below. 
 
Comments: 
 

1) My wife is employed by Quintiles plc 
2) My NHS hospital department receives funding for audit nurses from 

DepuySynthes 
 

To the best of my knowledge neither of these companies has any role at all in this 
treatment 
 
 
 
Thank you very much for your help. 
 
Professor Bruce Campbell, Chairman, 
Interventional Procedures Advisory 
Committee 

Professor Carole Longson, Director, 
Centre for Health Technology 
Evaluation. 
 

February 2010  
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Conflicts of Interest for Specialist Advisers 
 

1 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

1.1 Any conflicts of interest set out below should be declared on the 
questionnaire the Specialist Adviser completes for the procedure. 

1.2 Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from the Associate 
Director – Interventional Procedures. 

2 Personal pecuniary interests 
2.1 A personal pecuniary interest involves a current personal payment to a 

Specialist Adviser, which may either relate to the manufacturer or 
owner of a product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific’ or to the industry or sector from which the 
product or service comes, in which case it is regarded as ‘non-
specific’. The main examples are as follows. 

2.1.1 Consultancies – any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for 
the healthcare industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in 
cash or kind (this includes both those which have been undertaken in 
the 12 months preceding the point at which the declaration is made 
and which are planned but have not taken place). 

2.1.2 Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare industry 
for which the member is paid in cash or in kind (this includes both 
those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding the 
point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but have 
not taken place). 

2.1.3 Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry that are either held by the individual 
or for which the individual has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or relatives whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). This does not include shareholdings through unit trusts, 
pensions funds, or other similar arrangements where the member has 
no influence on financial management. 

2.1.4 Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a healthcare 
industry company beyond that reasonably required for accommodation, 
meals and travel to attend meetings and conferences (this includes 
both those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding 
the point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but 
have not taken place. 

2.1.5 Investments – any funds which include investments in the healthcare 
industry that are held in a portfolio over which individuals have the 
ability to instruct the fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

2.2 No personal interest exists in the case of: 

2.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 
wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
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the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)   

2.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry.  

3 Personal family interest  

3.1 This relates to the personal interests of a family member and involves a 
current payment to the family member of the Specialist Adviser. The 
interest may relate to the manufacturer or owner of a product or service 
being evaluated, in which case it is regarded as ‘specific’, or to the 
industry or sector from which the product or service comes, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples include the 
following. 

3.1.1 Any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for a healthcare 
industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in cash or in kind. 

3.1.2 Any fee-paid work commissioned by a healthcare industry for which the 
member is paid in cash or in kind. 

3.1.3 Any shareholdings, or other beneficial interests, in a healthcare 
industry which are either held by the family member or for which an 
individual covered by this Code has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or adults whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). 

3.1.4 Expenses and hospitality provided by a healthcare industry company 
(except where they are provided to a general class of people such as 
attendees at an open conference) 

3.1.5 Funds which include investments in the healthcare industry that are 
held in a portfolio over which individuals have the ability to instruct the 
fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

3.2 No personal family interest exists in the case of: 
3.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 

wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)  

3.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry. 

4 Personal non-pecuniary interests  
These might include, but are not limited to: 
4.1 a clear opinion, reached as the conclusion of a research project, about 

the clinical and/or cost effectiveness of an intervention under review 
4.2 a public statement in which an individual covered by this Code has 

expressed a clear opinion about the matter under consideration, which 
could reasonably be interpreted as prejudicial to an objective 
interpretation of the evidence 
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4.3 holding office in a professional organisation or advocacy group with a 
direct interest in the matter under consideration  

4.4 other reputational risks in relation to an intervention under review. 
5 Non-personal interests 
5.1 A non-personal interest involves payment that benefits a department or 

organisation for which a Specialist Advisor is responsible, but that is 
not received by the Specialist Advisor personally. This may either 
relate to the product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific,’ or to the manufacturer or owner of the product 
or service, but is unrelated to the matter under consideration, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples are as 
follows. 

5.1.1 Fellowships – the holding of a fellowship endowed by the healthcare 
industry. 

5.1.2 Support by the healthcare industry or NICE – any payment, or other 
support by the healthcare industry or by NICE that does not convey 
any pecuniary or material benefit to a member personally but that does 
benefit his/her position or department. For example: 

• a grant from a company for the running of a unit or department for 
which a Specialist Advisor is responsible 

• a grant, fellowship or other payment to sponsor a post or member of 
staff in the unit for which a Specialist Adviser is responsible. This does 
not include financial assistance for students 

• the commissioning of research or other work by, or advice from, staff 
who work in a unit for which the specialist advisor is responsible 

• one or more contracts with, or grants from, NICE. 
5.2 Specialist Advisers are under no obligation to seek out knowledge of 

work done for, or on behalf of, the healthcare industry within 
departments for which they are responsible if they would not normally 
expect to be informed. 
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NATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR HEALTH AND CARE EXCELLENCE 
 

Interventional Procedures Programme 
 
 
Procedure Name:  Radiofrequency ablation for 

symptomatic interdigital (mortons) 
neruroma (1285/1) 

 
Name of Specialist Advisor: Roland Russell 
 
Specialist Society:  British Orthopaedic Foot and Ankle 

Society (BOFAS) 
 
Please complete and return to: azeem.madari@nice.org.uk OR 

sally.compton@nice.org.uk      
 
  
 

1 Do you have adequate knowledge of this procedure to 
provide advice?    

 

x  Yes. 

 

 No – please return the form/answer no more questions. 

 
1.1 Does the title used above describe the procedure adequately?  
 

x  Yes.   

 

 No.  If no, please enter any other titles below. 

 
Comments: 
 
      
 

2 Your involvement in the procedure 
 
2.1 Is this procedure relevant to your specialty?   
 

x  Yes.  

 

x  Is there any kind of inter-specialty controversy over the procedure? 

 

 No. If no, then answer no more questions, but please give any information 

you can about who is likely to be doing the procedure. 
 

Comments: 
 

mailto:azeem.madari@nice.org.uk
mailto:sally.compton@nice.org.uk
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     The efficacy of this treatment has not been adequately evaluated with standard 

treatment of ultrasound guided steroid injection 

 

The next two questions are about whether you carry out the procedure, or refer 
patients for it.  If you are in a specialty that normally carries out the procedure 
please answer question 2.2.1.  If you are in a specialty that normally selects or 
refers patients for the procedure please answer question 2.2.2. 
 

2.2.1 If you are in a specialty which does this procedure, please indicate your 
experience with it:    

 

x  I have never performed this procedure. 

 

 I have performed this procedure at least once. 

 

 I perform this procedure regularly. 

 
 
Comments: 
 
      
 
 
2.2.2   If your specialty is involved in patient selection or referral to another 

specialty for this procedure, please indicate your experience with it. 
 

x  I have never taken part in the selection or referral of a patient for this 

procedure. 
 

 I have taken part in patient selection or referred a patient for this procedure at 

least once. 
 

 I take part in patient selection or refer patients for this procedure regularly. 

 
Comments: 
 
      
 
2.3 Please indicate your research experience relating to this procedure 

(please choose one or more if relevant): 
 

 I have undertaken bibliographic research on this procedure. 
 

 I have undertaken research on this procedure in laboratory settings (e.g. 
device-related research). 

 
 I have undertaken clinical research on this procedure involving patients or  

healthy volunteers. 
 

 I have had no involvement in research on this procedure. 
 
x  Other (please comment) 
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Comments: 
I have performed a literature search on this procedure 
      

3 Status of the procedure 
 
3.1 Which of the following best describes the procedure (choose one): 
 

 Established practice and no longer new. 

 

 A minor variation on an existing procedure, which is unlikely to alter that 

procedure’s safety and efficacy.  
 

x  Definitely novel and of uncertain safety and efficacy. 

 

 The first in a new class of procedure. 

 
Comments: 
Radiofrequency ablation has been used in the treatment of heel pain for planter 
fasciitis as well as other nerve pain such as trigeminal neuralgia. However 
there are no randomised prospective controlled studies for the treatment of 
mortons neuroma that I am able to find on doing a literature search and that I 
am aware of. 
      

 
3.2 What would be the comparator (standard practice) to this procedure? 
 
Ultrasound guided steroid and local anasaethic injections 
 
 
3.3 Please estimate the proportion of doctors in your specialty who are 

performing this procedure (choose one): 
 

 More than 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

 10% to 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

x  Fewer than 10% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

 Cannot give an estimate. 

 
Comments: 
 

      

 

4 Safety and efficacy 
 
4.1 What are the adverse effects of the procedure? 
 
Please list adverse events and major risks (even if uncommon) and, if possible, 
estimate their incidence, as follows: 
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1. Theoretical adverse events  

     Pain and nerve irritation, swelling, persistant or recurrant pain. Theoretical 
worse nerve pain post procedure 

 

 

 

2. Anecdotal adverse events (known from experience) 

     None 

 

 

3. Adverse events reported in the literature (if possible please cite literature) 

     Ultrasound-guided radiofrequency ablation in the management of interdigital 
(Morton's) neuroma 
GSJ Chuter, YP Chua, DA Connell, MC Blackney - Skeletal radiology, 2013 – 
Springer 
 
I minor complication of temporary nerve irritation 
 

 

 

 

4.2 What are the key efficacy outcomes for this procedure? 
 
     Pain post procedure 
AOFAS foot score and MOXFd foot score which evaluates pain and functional 
change after injection 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.3 Are there uncertainties or concerns about the efficacy of this procedure? 

If so, what are they? 
 
     Yes, there are no prospective randomised controlled studies to show that this 
method is any more effective than the standard treatment of steroid and local 
anasaethic injection 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.4 What training and facilities are required to undertake this procedure 

safely? 

http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00256-012-1527-x
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00256-012-1527-x
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     Radiofrequecy generator with image guidance. Traiining required to safely use 
this 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.5 Are there any major trials or registries of this procedure currently in 

progress? If so, please list. 
 
Not that I am aware of 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
4.6 Are you aware of any abstracts that have been recently presented/ 

published on this procedure that may not be listed in a standard literature 
search, e.g. PUBMED? (This can include your own work). If yes, please 
list. 

 
No 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.7 Is there controversy, or important uncertainty, about any aspect of the 

way in which this procedure is currently being done or disseminated? 
 
      There are no prospective randomised controlled studies to show that this 
method is any more effective than the standard treatment of steroid and local 
anasaethic injection that I am aware of. 
 
 

 
 
 
5 Audit Criteria 
Please suggest a minimum dataset of criteria by which this procedure could be 
audited.  
 
 
5.1 Outcome measures of benefit (including commonly used clinical 
outcomes – both short and long-term; and quality of life measures): 
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AOFAS scores and MOXfd foot scores 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5.2 Adverse outcomes (including potential early and late complications): 
 
      Pain and nerve irritation, swelling, persistant or recurrant pain. Theoretical 
worse nerve pain post procedure 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  

6 Trajectory of the procedure 
 
6.1 In your opinion, what is the likely speed of diffusion of this procedure? 
 
     Dependent on the cost of the radiofrequecy generator and whether this method 
can be shown that is significantly better by prospective randomised controlled study. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.2 This procedure, if safe and efficacious, is likely to be carried out in 
(choose one): 
 

 Most or all district general hospitals. 

 

x  A minority of hospitals, but at least 10 in the UK. 

 

 Fewer than 10 specialist centres in the UK. 

 

 Cannot predict at present. 

 
Comments: 
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6.3 The potential impact of this procedure on the NHS, in terms of numbers 
of patients eligible for treatment and use of resources, is:  
 

 Major. 

 

 Moderate. 

 

x  Minor. 

 
Comments: 
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7 Other information 
7.1 Is there any other information about this procedure that might assist 
NICE in assessing the possible need to investigate its use? 

 
     The critical point is if this technique is significantly better than the 
standard treatment of steroid injection which has good success rates. This in 
my opinion needs to evaluated by a prospective controlled randomised study 
comparing it to the standard treatment. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

8 Data protection and conflicts of interest  
 
8.1 Data protection statement 

 
The Institute is committed to transparency.  As part of this commitment your 
name and specialist society will be placed in the public domain, in future 
publications and on our website (www.nice.org.uk) and therefore viewable 
worldwide.  This information may be passed to third parties connected with 
the work on interventional procedures.   
 
A copy of the completed Specialist Adviser advice will be sent to the 
Specialist Society who nominated the Specialist Adviser. 
 
Specialist Advisers should be aware that full implementation of the Freedom 
of Information Act 2000 may oblige us to release Specialist Advice from 2005.  
The Freedom of Information Act 2000 favours the disclosure of information 
however requests will be considered on a case by case basis.  If information 
is made available, personal information will be removed in accordance with 
the Data Protection Act 1998.  In light of this please ensure that you have not 
named or identified individuals in your comments.   
 

 

8.2 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

Please state any potential conflicts of interest, or any involvements in disputes 
or complaints, relevant to this procedure. Please use the “Conflicts of Interest 
for Specialist Advisers” policy (attached) as a guide when declaring any 
conflicts of interest.  Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from 
the Associate Director – Interventional Procedures. 

http://www.nice.org.uk/
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Do you or a member of your family1 have a personal pecuniary interest?  
The main examples are as follows: 

Consultancies or directorships attracting regular or occasional 
payments in cash or kind  

 YES 

x
 

NO 

Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare 
industry – this includes income earned in the course of private 
practice 

 YES 

x
 

NO 

Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry  

 YES 

x
 

NO 

Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a 
healthcare industry company beyond those reasonably required 
for accommodation, meals and travel to attend meetings and 
conferences  

 YES 

x
 

NO 

Investments – any funds which include investments in the 
healthcare industry  

 YES 

x
 

NO 

Do you have a personal non-pecuniary interest – eg have you 
made a public statement about the topic or do you hold an office in 
a professional organisation or advocacy group with a direct 
interest in the topic? 

 YES 

x
 

NO 

Do you have a non-personal interest? The main examples are as follows: 

Fellowships endowed by the healthcare industry  YES 

x
 

NO 

Support by the healthcare industry or NICE that benefits his/her 
position or department, eg grants, sponsorship of posts 

 YES 

x
 

NO 

If you have answered YES to any of the above statements please 
describe the nature of the conflict(s) below. 
 
Comments: 
 
      
 
 
 

                                                 
1
 ‘Family members’ refers to a spouse or partner living in the same residence as the member 

or employee, children for whom the member or employee is legally responsible, and adults for 
whom the member or employee is legally responsible (for example, an adult whose full power 
of attorney is held by the individual). 
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Thank you very much for your help. 
 
Professor Bruce Campbell, Chairman, 
Interventional Procedures Advisory 
Committee 

Professor Carole Longson, Director, 
Centre for Health Technology 
Evaluation. 
 

February 2010  



 

11 

Conflicts of Interest for Specialist Advisers 
 

1 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

1.1 Any conflicts of interest set out below should be declared on the 
questionnaire the Specialist Adviser completes for the procedure. 

1.2 Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from the Associate 
Director – Interventional Procedures. 

2 Personal pecuniary interests 

2.1 A personal pecuniary interest involves a current personal payment to a 
Specialist Adviser, which may either relate to the manufacturer or 
owner of a product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific’ or to the industry or sector from which the 
product or service comes, in which case it is regarded as ‘non-
specific’. The main examples are as follows. 

2.1.1 Consultancies – any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for 
the healthcare industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in 
cash or kind (this includes both those which have been undertaken in 
the 12 months preceding the point at which the declaration is made 
and which are planned but have not taken place). 

2.1.2 Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare industry 
for which the member is paid in cash or in kind (this includes both 
those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding the 
point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but have 
not taken place). 

2.1.3 Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry that are either held by the individual 
or for which the individual has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or relatives whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). This does not include shareholdings through unit trusts, 
pensions funds, or other similar arrangements where the member has 
no influence on financial management. 

2.1.4 Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a healthcare 
industry company beyond that reasonably required for accommodation, 
meals and travel to attend meetings and conferences (this includes 
both those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding 
the point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but 
have not taken place. 

2.1.5 Investments – any funds which include investments in the healthcare 
industry that are held in a portfolio over which individuals have the 
ability to instruct the fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

2.2 No personal interest exists in the case of: 

2.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 
wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
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the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)   

2.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry.  

3 Personal family interest  

3.1 This relates to the personal interests of a family member and involves a 
current payment to the family member of the Specialist Adviser. The 
interest may relate to the manufacturer or owner of a product or service 
being evaluated, in which case it is regarded as ‘specific’, or to the 
industry or sector from which the product or service comes, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples include the 
following. 

3.1.1 Any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for a healthcare 
industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in cash or in kind. 

3.1.2 Any fee-paid work commissioned by a healthcare industry for which the 
member is paid in cash or in kind. 

3.1.3 Any shareholdings, or other beneficial interests, in a healthcare 
industry which are either held by the family member or for which an 
individual covered by this Code has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or adults whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). 

3.1.4 Expenses and hospitality provided by a healthcare industry company 
(except where they are provided to a general class of people such as 
attendees at an open conference) 

3.1.5 Funds which include investments in the healthcare industry that are 
held in a portfolio over which individuals have the ability to instruct the 
fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

3.2 No personal family interest exists in the case of: 

3.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 
wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)  

3.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry. 

4 Personal non-pecuniary interests  

These might include, but are not limited to: 

4.1 a clear opinion, reached as the conclusion of a research project, about 
the clinical and/or cost effectiveness of an intervention under review 

4.2 a public statement in which an individual covered by this Code has 
expressed a clear opinion about the matter under consideration, which 
could reasonably be interpreted as prejudicial to an objective 
interpretation of the evidence 
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4.3 holding office in a professional organisation or advocacy group with a 
direct interest in the matter under consideration  

4.4 other reputational risks in relation to an intervention under review. 

5 Non-personal interests 

5.1 A non-personal interest involves payment that benefits a department or 
organisation for which a Specialist Advisor is responsible, but that is 
not received by the Specialist Advisor personally. This may either 
relate to the product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific,’ or to the manufacturer or owner of the product 
or service, but is unrelated to the matter under consideration, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples are as 
follows. 

5.1.1 Fellowships – the holding of a fellowship endowed by the healthcare 
industry. 

5.1.2 Support by the healthcare industry or NICE – any payment, or other 
support by the healthcare industry or by NICE that does not convey 
any pecuniary or material benefit to a member personally but that does 
benefit his/her position or department. For example: 

 a grant from a company for the running of a unit or department for 
which a Specialist Advisor is responsible 

 a grant, fellowship or other payment to sponsor a post or member of 
staff in the unit for which a Specialist Adviser is responsible. This does 
not include financial assistance for students 

 the commissioning of research or other work by, or advice from, staff 
who work in a unit for which the specialist advisor is responsible 

 one or more contracts with, or grants from, NICE. 

5.2 Specialist Advisers are under no obligation to seek out knowledge of 
work done for, or on behalf of, the healthcare industry within 
departments for which they are responsible if they would not normally 
expect to be informed. 
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NATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR HEALTH AND CARE EXCELLENCE 
 

Interventional Procedures Programme 
 
 
Procedure Name:  Radiofrequency ablation for symptomatic 

interdigital (mortons) neruroma (1285/1) 
 
Name of Specialist Advisor:  Ron McCulloch 
 
Specialist Society:  Society of Chiropodists and Podiatrists 

(SCPOD) 
 
Please complete and return to: azeem.madari@nice.org.uk OR 

sally.compton@nice.org.uk      
 
  
 
1 Do you have adequate knowledge of this procedure to provide advice?

    
 

 Yes. 
 

 No – please return the form/answer no more questions. 
 
1.1 Does the title used above describe the procedure adequately?  
 

 Yes.   
 

 No.  If no, please enter any other titles below. 
 
Comments: 
 
      
 
2 Your involvement in the procedure 
 
2.1 Is this procedure relevant to your specialty?   
 

 Yes.  
 

 Is there any kind of inter-specialty controversy over the procedure? 
 

 No. If no, then answer no more questions, but please give any information 
you can about who is likely to be doing the procedure. 

 
Comments: 
I have used pulsed radiofrequency within the NHS and have worked with a 
consultant pain specialist where it has been used for heel pain and tarsal tunnel 
syndrome.   I have recently used pulsed radiofrequency on a patient with chronic 
heel pain.  However, I prefer to use cryosurgery for Morton’s neuromas. The 
principles of cryosurgery for Morton’s neuroma are similar to radiofrequency is similar 
in the following ways; 
 

a) It is minimally invasive 

mailto:azeem.madari@nice.org.uk
mailto:sally.compton@nice.org.uk
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b) It is / should be undertaken under ultrasound guidance. 
c) It can undertaken under local anaesthetic.  
d) The technique  is very similar  in that the neuroma makes contact with a 

probe which in the case of  radiofrequency causes tissue  necrosis through 
heat (rather than cold as with cryosurgery)  
 

Surgical practitioners who can manage possible post-surgical complications and who 
are able to consider the full range of treatment options according to the nuances of 
the condition.  Consultant anaesthetists / pain specialists.  Podiatric surgeons and 
orthopaedic foot and ankle surgeons. 
 
 
      
 
The next two questions are about whether you carry out the procedure, or refer 
patients for it.  If you are in a specialty that normally carries out the procedure 
please answer question 2.2.1.  If you are in a specialty that normally selects or 
refers patients for the procedure please answer question 2.2.2. 
 
2.2.1 If you are in a specialty which does this procedure, please indicate your 

experience with it:    
 

 I have never performed this procedure. 
 

 I have performed this procedure at least once. 
 

 I perform this procedure regularly. 
 
 
Comments: Whilst I not performed radiofrequency on Morton’s neuroma, I have 
performed pulsed radiofrequency on other nerves in the foot and as stated, the 
technical principles are the same as cryosurgery with the exception that the nerve is 
exposed to heat rather than cold.  
 
      
 
 
2.2.2   If your specialty is involved in patient selection or referral to another 

specialty for this procedure, please indicate your experience with it. 
 

 I have never taken part in the selection or referral of a patient for this 
procedure. 

 
 I have taken part in patient selection or referred a patient for this procedure at 

least once. 
 

 I take part in patient selection or refer patients for this procedure regularly. 
 
Comments:  At present this would probably be done in a NHS  combined pain clinic  
although I plan to also offer this at The London Podiatry Centre within the next few 
months.  
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2.3 Please indicate your research experience relating to this procedure 
(please choose one or more if relevant): 
 

 
 I have undertaken bibliographic research on this procedure. 

 
 I have undertaken research on this procedure in laboratory settings (e.g. 

device-related research). 
 

 I have undertaken clinical research on this procedure involving patients or  
healthy volunteers. 

 
 I have had no involvement in research on this procedure. 

 
 Other (please comment)  

 
Comments: I have undertaken an informal literature search on this procedure in the 

past noting the limited number of studies on this subject.  
 
 
      
3 Status of the procedure 
 
3.1 Which of the following best describes the procedure (choose one): 
 

 Established practice and no longer new. 
 

 A minor variation on an existing procedure, which is unlikely to alter that 
procedure’s safety and efficacy.  

 
 Definitely novel and of uncertain safety and efficacy. 

 
 The first in a new class of procedure. 

 
Comments: The procedure is uncommon in the treatment of Morton’s neuroma but 
the principles of radiofrequency for nerve ablation are well established in other 
conditions.  
 
      
 
3.2 What would be the comparator (standard practice) to this procedure? 
 
      Commonly used for treating cancers, cardiac disease and varicosities  but in 
this application closest comparator is nerve ablation for  lumbar and cervical pain.  In 
relation to the foot, radiofrequency has most often been used for the treatment of 
plantar fasciitis.  
 
 
3.3 Please estimate the proportion of doctors in your specialty who are 

performing this procedure (choose one): 
 

 More than 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 
 

 10% to 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 
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 Fewer than 10% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 
 

 Cannot give an estimate. 
 
Comments: 
 
      
 
4 Safety and efficacy 
 
4.1 What are the adverse effects of the procedure? 
 
Please list adverse events and major risks (even if uncommon) and, if possible, 
estimate their incidence, as follows: 
 
1. Theoretical adverse events  

Infection, haematoma formation, inadvertent nerve damage with pain and disability, 
DVT / PE,   

 

 

 

2. Anecdotal adverse events (known from experience) 

Pain after procedure which can be worse for some time.  

 

 

3. Adverse events reported in the literature (if possible please cite literature) 

J.L. Moore et al. / The Journal of Foot & Ankle Surgery 51 (2012) 20–22:  Noted once 
case of cellulitis  

 

 

 

4.2 What are the key efficacy outcomes for this procedure? 
 
Long term reduction / eradication of pain from Morton’s neuroma.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.3 Are there uncertainties or concerns about the efficacy of this procedure? 

If so, what are they? 
 
The procedure has been undertaken infrequently and the evidence base for its 
effectiveness is small.   Whilst reviewing the procedure, I have noted anecdotal 
accounts of post treatment pain, less frequently encountered in cryosurgery and this 
is why I prefer to perform cryosurgery over radiofrequency.  
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4.4 What training and facilities are required to undertake this procedure 

safely? 
 
Surgical training of the foot 
Formal diagnostic ultrasound training 
Radiofrequency training (including use of nerve stimulation) 
Clean room / theatre 
Local anaesthetic equipment 
Radiofrequency unit  /probes. 
High resolution ultrasound machine.  
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.5 Are there any major trials or registries of this procedure currently in 

progress? If so, please list. 
 
Not as far as I am aware.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.6 Are you aware of any abstracts that have been recently presented/ 

published on this procedure that may not be listed in a standard literature 
search, e.g. PUBMED? (This can include your own work). If yes, please 
list. 

 
I am aware of just one relatively recent paper on this technique: J.L. Moore et al. / 
The Journal of Foot & Ankle Surgery 51 (2012) 20–22.   My comments: 
 

 Procedure was not with x-ray rather than ultrasound guidance and, in my view 
the use of x-ray is not sufficiently accurate to ensure optimal placement of the 
radiofrequency probe.  

 No formal foot Health Satisfaction Questionnaire was used. No VAS scale 
was used. 

 General anaesthesia was used to “prevent foreign media in the surgical field” 
but this could also be avoided by performing a proximal local anaesthetic 
nerve block.  I feel that that this is a procedure which should ideally be done 
under local anaesthetic. 
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4.7 Is there controversy, or important uncertainty, about any aspect of the 

way in which this procedure is currently being done or disseminated? 
 
I am unsure as to how different centres perform the technique and in particular 
ensure accurate placement of the probe.  As per the above comment, location should 
be optimised by using ultrasound or nerve stimulation.  Anatomical “estimation” 
without imaging or use of nerve stimulation is unlikely to target the neuroma 
accurately. X-ray in my view would not be sufficiently accurate because it does not 
show soft tissues. 
 
 
 
 
 
5 Audit Criteria 
Please suggest a minimum dataset of criteria by which this procedure could be 
audited.  
 

 Patient satisfaction survey such as the Manchester and Oxford Foot Health 
Status questionnaire (MOXFQ). This should include the use of recognised 
“minimum” standards which would indicate a statistically relevant level of 
patient improvement.  Such standards have been published by Prof Jill 
Dawson.   

 Pre and post-operative pain VAS scores. 

 Exclusion criteria should include patients who have not undergone 
conservative care.   
 

 
 
5.1 Outcome measures of benefit (including commonly used clinical 
outcomes – both short and long-term; and quality of life measures): 
 
As above ie MOXFQ.    VAS pain scores 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5.2 Adverse outcomes (including potential early and late complications): 
 
Infection, DVT, PE  
Chronic post-operative pain. 
Neuropathic post-operative pain such as complex regional pain syndrome. 
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6 Trajectory of the procedure 
 
6.1 In your opinion, what is the likely speed of diffusion of this procedure? 
 
If I understand the question correctly, I suspect that this procedure will not be rapidly 
adopted due to various restrictions i.e.; the skills required, the need for extensive 
equipment, the limited number of practitioners adequately trained to perform the 
procedure, the costs of the equipment and the lack of strong evidence supporting the 
effectiveness of the procedure in clinical practise versus more established forms of 
treatment such as surgical excision of the neuroma.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.2 This procedure, if safe and efficacious, is likely to be carried out in 
(choose one): 
 

 Most or all district general hospitals. 
 

 A minority of hospitals, but at least 10 in the UK. 
 

 Fewer than 10 specialist centres in the UK. 
 

 Cannot predict at present. 
 
Comments: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.3 The potential impact of this procedure on the NHS, in terms of numbers 
of patients eligible for treatment and use of resources, is:  
 

 Major. 
 

 Moderate. 
 

 Minor. 
 
Comments: I envisage a fairly mild impact pending the result of further studies.  
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7 Other information 
7.1 Is there any other information about this procedure that might assist 
NICE in assessing the possible need to investigate its use? 
 
Questionnaire to practitioners using the technique to establish differences in 
treatment approach.  Ie how many are using ultrasound versus nerve stimulation 
versus x-ray to locate the neuroma.  Local anaesthesia versus general anaesthesia, 
 
 
 
 
8 Data protection and conflicts of interest  
 
8.1 Data protection statement 
 
The Institute is committed to transparency.  As part of this commitment your name 
and specialist society will be placed in the public domain, in future publications and 
on our website (www.nice.org.uk) and therefore viewable worldwide.  This 
information may be passed to third parties connected with the work on interventional 
procedures.   
 
A copy of the completed Specialist Adviser advice will be sent to the Specialist 
Society who nominated the Specialist Adviser. 
 
Specialist Advisers should be aware that full implementation of the Freedom of 
Information Act 2000 may oblige us to release Specialist Advice from 2005.  The 
Freedom of Information Act 2000 favours the disclosure of information however 
requests will be considered on a case by case basis.  If information is made 
available, personal information will be removed in accordance with the Data 
Protection Act 1998.  In light of this please ensure that you have not named or 
identified individuals in your comments.   
 

 

8.2 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

Please state any potential conflicts of interest, or any involvements in disputes or 
complaints, relevant to this procedure. Please use the “Conflicts of Interest for 
Specialist Advisers” policy (attached) as a guide when declaring any conflicts of 
interest.  Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from the Associate 
Director – Interventional Procedures. 

Do you or a member of your family1 have a personal pecuniary interest?  The main 
examples are as follows: 

Consultancies or directorships attracting regular or occasional 
payments in cash or kind  

 YES 

 NO 

Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare industry –  YES 

                                                 
1
 ‘Family members’ refers to a spouse or partner living in the same residence as the member 

or employee, children for whom the member or employee is legally responsible, and adults for 
whom the member or employee is legally responsible (for example, an adult whose full power 
of attorney is held by the individual). 
 

http://www.nice.org.uk/
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this includes income earned in the course of private practice  NO 

Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in shares 
of the healthcare industry  

 YES 

 NO 

Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a healthcare 
industry company beyond those reasonably required for accommodation, 
meals and travel to attend meetings and conferences  

 YES 

 NO 

Investments – any funds which include investments in the healthcare 
industry  

 YES 

 NO 

Do you have a personal non-pecuniary interest – eg have you made a 
public statement about the topic or do you hold an office in a professional 
organisation or advocacy group with a direct interest in the topic? 

 YES 

 NO 

Do you have a non-personal interest? The main examples are as follows: 

Fellowships endowed by the healthcare industry  YES 

 NO 

Support by the healthcare industry or NICE that benefits his/her 
position or department, eg grants, sponsorship of posts 

 YES 

 NO 

If you have answered YES to any of the above statements please describe the 
nature of the conflict(s) below. 
 
Comments: 
 
I am the Director and lead Consultant Podiatric Surgeon at The London Podiatry 
Centre.  This is a private CQC registered facility which offers a diverse range of 
treatments for foot and foot related pathology, including surgery and conservative 
care.   We are looking to introduce radiofrequency for certain conditions of the foot 
although I am more likely to continue with cryosurgery for Morton’s neuroma at this 
stage.   I also hold a substantive NHS position as a Consultant Podiatric Surgeon at 
Homerton University Hospital and it is at this location that I have been involved in 
radiofrequency. 
 
 
 
 
Thank you very much for your help. 
 
Professor Bruce Campbell, Chairman, 
Interventional Procedures Advisory 
Committee 

Professor Carole Longson, Director, 
Centre for Health Technology 
Evaluation. 
 

February 2010  
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Conflicts of Interest for Specialist Advisers 
 

1 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

1.1 Any conflicts of interest set out below should be declared on the 
questionnaire the Specialist Adviser completes for the procedure. 

1.2 Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from the Associate Director 
– Interventional Procedures. 

2 Personal pecuniary interests 

2.1 A personal pecuniary interest involves a current personal payment to a 
Specialist Adviser, which may either relate to the manufacturer or owner of a 
product or service being evaluated, in which case it is regarded as ‘specific’ 
or to the industry or sector from which the product or service comes, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples are as follows. 

2.1.1 Consultancies – any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for the 
healthcare industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in cash or 
kind (this includes both those which have been undertaken in the 12 months 
preceding the point at which the declaration is made and which are planned 
but have not taken place). 

2.1.2 Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare industry for 
which the member is paid in cash or in kind (this includes both those which 
have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding the point at which the 
declaration is made and which are planned but have not taken place). 

2.1.3 Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in shares of 
the healthcare industry that are either held by the individual or for which the 
individual has legal responsibility (for example, children, or relatives whose 
full Power of Attorney is held by the individual). This does not include 
shareholdings through unit trusts, pensions funds, or other similar 
arrangements where the member has no influence on financial management. 

2.1.4 Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a healthcare industry 
company beyond that reasonably required for accommodation, meals and 
travel to attend meetings and conferences (this includes both those which 
have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding the point at which the 
declaration is made and which are planned but have not taken place. 

2.1.5 Investments – any funds which include investments in the healthcare 
industry that are held in a portfolio over which individuals have the ability to 
instruct the fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

2.2 No personal interest exists in the case of: 

2.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, wide 
portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where the fund 
manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, the 
Universities Superannuation Scheme)   

2.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare industry.  
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3 Personal family interest  

3.1 This relates to the personal interests of a family member and involves a 
current payment to the family member of the Specialist Adviser. The interest 
may relate to the manufacturer or owner of a product or service being 
evaluated, in which case it is regarded as ‘specific’, or to the industry or 
sector from which the product or service comes, in which case it is regarded 
as ‘non-specific’. The main examples include the following. 

3.1.1 Any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for a healthcare industry 
that attracts regular or occasional payments in cash or in kind. 

3.1.2 Any fee-paid work commissioned by a healthcare industry for which the 
member is paid in cash or in kind. 

3.1.3 Any shareholdings, or other beneficial interests, in a healthcare industry 
which are either held by the family member or for which an individual covered 
by this Code has legal responsibility (for example, children, or adults whose 
full Power of Attorney is held by the individual). 

3.1.4 Expenses and hospitality provided by a healthcare industry company (except 
where they are provided to a general class of people such as attendees at an 
open conference) 

3.1.5 Funds which include investments in the healthcare industry that are held in a 
portfolio over which individuals have the ability to instruct the fund manager 
as to the composition of the fund. 

3.2 No personal family interest exists in the case of: 

3.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, wide 
portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where the fund 
manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, the 
Universities Superannuation Scheme)  

3.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare industry. 

4 Personal non-pecuniary interests  

These might include, but are not limited to: 

4.1 a clear opinion, reached as the conclusion of a research project, about the 
clinical and/or cost effectiveness of an intervention under review 

4.2 a public statement in which an individual covered by this Code has expressed 
a clear opinion about the matter under consideration, which could reasonably 
be interpreted as prejudicial to an objective interpretation of the evidence 

4.3 holding office in a professional organisation or advocacy group with a direct 
interest in the matter under consideration  

4.4 other reputational risks in relation to an intervention under review. 

5 Non-personal interests 

5.1 A non-personal interest involves payment that benefits a department or 
organisation for which a Specialist Advisor is responsible, but that is not 
received by the Specialist Advisor personally. This may either relate to the 
product or service being evaluated, in which case it is regarded as ‘specific,’ 
or to the manufacturer or owner of the product or service, but is unrelated to 
the matter under consideration, in which case it is regarded as ‘non-
specific’. The main examples are as follows. 



 

13 

5.1.1 Fellowships – the holding of a fellowship endowed by the healthcare 
industry. 

5.1.2 Support by the healthcare industry or NICE – any payment, or other 
support by the healthcare industry or by NICE that does not convey any 
pecuniary or material benefit to a member personally but that does benefit 
his/her position or department. For example: 

 a grant from a company for the running of a unit or department for which a 
Specialist Advisor is responsible 

 a grant, fellowship or other payment to sponsor a post or member of staff in 
the unit for which a Specialist Adviser is responsible. This does not include 
financial assistance for students 

 the commissioning of research or other work by, or advice from, staff who 
work in a unit for which the specialist advisor is responsible 

 one or more contracts with, or grants from, NICE. 

5.2 Specialist Advisers are under no obligation to seek out knowledge of work 
done for, or on behalf of, the healthcare industry within departments for which 
they are responsible if they would not normally expect to be informed. 

 



 

1 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR HEALTH AND CARE EXCELLENCE 
 

Interventional Procedures Programme 
 
 
Procedure Name:  Radiofrequency ablation for 

symptomatic interdigital (mortons) 
neruroma (1285/1) 

 
Name of Specialist Advisor: Trevor Prior 
 
Specialist Society:  Society of Chiropodists and Podiatrists 

(SCPOD) 
 
Please complete and return to: azeem.madari@nice.org.uk OR 

sally.compton@nice.org.uk      
 
  
 

1 Do you have adequate knowledge of this procedure to 
provide advice?    

 

x Yes. 

 

 No – please return the form/answer no more questions. 

 
1.1 Does the title used above describe the procedure adequately?  
 

x Yes.   

 

 No.  If no, please enter any other titles below. 

 
Comments: 
 
      
 

2 Your involvement in the procedure 
 
2.1 Is this procedure relevant to your specialty?   
 

x Yes.  

 

 Is there any kind of inter-specialty controversy over the procedure? 

 

 No. If no, then answer no more questions, but please give any information 

you can about who is likely to be doing the procedure. 
 

Comments: 
 

      

mailto:azeem.madari@nice.org.uk
mailto:sally.compton@nice.org.uk
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The next two questions are about whether you carry out the procedure, or refer 
patients for it.  If you are in a specialty that normally carries out the procedure 
please answer question 2.2.1.  If you are in a specialty that normally selects or 
refers patients for the procedure please answer question 2.2.2. 
 

2.2.1 If you are in a specialty which does this procedure, please indicate your 
experience with it:    

 

x I have never performed this procedure. 

 

 I have performed this procedure at least once. 

 

 I perform this procedure regularly. 

 
 
Comments: 
 
However, I have worked in a pain clinic and used this modality for other conditions. 
 
 
2.2.2   If your specialty is involved in patient selection or referral to another 

specialty for this procedure, please indicate your experience with it. 
 

x I have never taken part in the selection or referral of a patient for this 

procedure. 
 

 I have taken part in patient selection or referred a patient for this procedure at 

least once. 
 

 I take part in patient selection or refer patients for this procedure regularly. 

 
Comments: 
 
      
 
2.3 Please indicate your research experience relating to this procedure 

(please choose one or more if relevant): 
 

 I have undertaken bibliographic research on this procedure. 
 

 I have undertaken research on this procedure in laboratory settings (e.g. 
device-related research). 

 
 I have undertaken clinical research on this procedure involving patients or  

healthy volunteers. 
 
x I have had no involvement in research on this procedure. 
 

 Other (please comment) 
 
Comments: 
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3 Status of the procedure 
 
3.1 Which of the following best describes the procedure (choose one): 
 

 Established practice and no longer new. 

 

x A minor variation on an existing procedure, which is unlikely to alter that 

procedure’s safety and efficacy.  
 
 Definitely novel and of uncertain safety and efficacy. 
 

 The first in a new class of procedure. 

 
Comments: 
 
Radiofrequency ablation is used for other nerves and thus and accepted treatment. 
The use for this condition is much less common to my knowledge. 

 
3.2 What would be the comparator (standard practice) to this procedure? 
 
Steroid or sclerosant injection, cryotherapy, surgical release or excision 
 
 
3.3 Please estimate the proportion of doctors in your specialty who are 

performing this procedure (choose one): 
 

 More than 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

 10% to 50% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

x Fewer than 10% of specialists engaged in this area of work. 

 

 Cannot give an estimate. 

 
Comments: 
 

This is more reflective of the lack of use of the technique in general 

 

4 Safety and efficacy 
 
4.1 What are the adverse effects of the procedure? 
 
Please list adverse events and major risks (even if uncommon) and, if possible, 
estimate their incidence, as follows: 
 
1. Theoretical adverse events  

Increased pain / nerve irritation / infection / bruising 
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2. Anecdotal adverse events (known from experience) 

No experience 

 

 

3. Adverse events reported in the literature (if possible please cite literature) 

Nerve irritation 

 

 

 

4.2 What are the key efficacy outcomes for this procedure? 
 
Reduced pain 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.3 Are there uncertainties or concerns about the efficacy of this procedure? 

If so, what are they? 
 
Limited clinical evidence and long term outcome unknown. Thus, it is not known 
whether this significantly reduces the need for surgery. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.4 What training and facilities are required to undertake this procedure 

safely? 
 
The procedure would need to be performed under ultrasound guidance and would 
therefore require the user to have such expertise and access to the equipment. The 
use of the radiofrequency technique is relatively straight forward but requires access 
to the machine. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.5 Are there any major trials or registries of this procedure currently in 

progress? If so, please list. 
 
Unknown 
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4.6 Are you aware of any abstracts that have been recently presented/ 

published on this procedure that may not be listed in a standard literature 
search, e.g. PUBMED? (This can include your own work). If yes, please 
list. 

 
No 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.7 Is there controversy, or important uncertainty, about any aspect of the 

way in which this procedure is currently being done or disseminated? 
 
Not to my knowledge although I do not believe it is widely practised. 
 
 

 
 
 
5 Audit Criteria 
Please suggest a minimum dataset of criteria by which this procedure could be 
audited.  
 
 
5.1 Outcome measures of benefit (including commonly used clinical 
outcomes – both short and long-term; and quality of life measures): 

 
Manchester Oxford foot questionnaire (I year), VAS pain scale (short term), 
surgery avoided / not necessary at 1 year 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5.2 Adverse outcomes (including potential early and late complications): 
 
Bruising, pain from treatment, infection, deterioration in symptoms 
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6 Trajectory of the procedure 
 
6.1 In your opinion, what is the likely speed of diffusion of this procedure? 
 
If efficacious this could be relatively quick via pain clinics but will be slower for other 
practice. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.2 This procedure, if safe and efficacious, is likely to be carried out in 
(choose one): 
 

x Most or all district general hospitals. 

 

 A minority of hospitals, but at least 10 in the UK. 

 

 Fewer than 10 specialist centres in the UK. 

 

 Cannot predict at present. 

 
Comments: 
 
      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.3 The potential impact of this procedure on the NHS, in terms of numbers 
of patients eligible for treatment and use of resources, is:  
 

 Major. 

 

 Moderate. 

 

x Minor. 

 
Comments: 
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Whilst this might be efficacious, the long term benefit is unknown. If a significant 
proportion of patients have to proceed on to surgery then there may be little saving 
and actually an increased cost due to the extra procedure. 
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7 Other information 
7.1 Is there any other information about this procedure that might assist 
NICE in assessing the possible need to investigate its use? 

 
Not to my knowledge 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

8 Data protection and conflicts of interest  
 
8.1 Data protection statement 

 
The Institute is committed to transparency.  As part of this commitment your 
name and specialist society will be placed in the public domain, in future 
publications and on our website (www.nice.org.uk) and therefore viewable 
worldwide.  This information may be passed to third parties connected with 
the work on interventional procedures.   
 
A copy of the completed Specialist Adviser advice will be sent to the 
Specialist Society who nominated the Specialist Adviser. 
 
Specialist Advisers should be aware that full implementation of the Freedom 
of Information Act 2000 may oblige us to release Specialist Advice from 2005.  
The Freedom of Information Act 2000 favours the disclosure of information 
however requests will be considered on a case by case basis.  If information 
is made available, personal information will be removed in accordance with 
the Data Protection Act 1998.  In light of this please ensure that you have not 
named or identified individuals in your comments.   
 

 

8.2 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

Please state any potential conflicts of interest, or any involvements in disputes 
or complaints, relevant to this procedure. Please use the “Conflicts of Interest 
for Specialist Advisers” policy (attached) as a guide when declaring any 
conflicts of interest.  Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from 
the Associate Director – Interventional Procedures. 

Do you or a member of your family1 have a personal pecuniary interest?  
The main examples are as follows: 

                                                 
1
 ‘Family members’ refers to a spouse or partner living in the same residence as the member 

or employee, children for whom the member or employee is legally responsible, and adults for 
whom the member or employee is legally responsible (for example, an adult whose full power 
of attorney is held by the individual). 

http://www.nice.org.uk/
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Consultancies or directorships attracting regular or occasional 
payments in cash or kind  

 YES 

x NO 

Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare 
industry – this includes income earned in the course of private 
practice 

 YES 

x NO 

Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry  

 YES 

x NO 

Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a 
healthcare industry company beyond those reasonably required for 
accommodation, meals and travel to attend meetings and 
conferences  

 YES 

x NO 

Investments – any funds which include investments in the 
healthcare industry  

 YES 

x NO 

Do you have a personal non-pecuniary interest – eg have you 
made a public statement about the topic or do you hold an office in 
a professional organisation or advocacy group with a direct interest 
in the topic? 

 YES 

x NO 

Do you have a non-personal interest? The main examples are as follows: 

Fellowships endowed by the healthcare industry  YES 

x NO 

Support by the healthcare industry or NICE that benefits his/her 
position or department, eg grants, sponsorship of posts 

 YES 

x NO 

If you have answered YES to any of the above statements please 
describe the nature of the conflict(s) below. 
 
Comments: 
 
      
 
 
 
 

Thank you very much for your help. 
 
Professor Bruce Campbell, Chairman, 
Interventional Procedures Advisory 
Committee 

Professor Carole Longson, Director, 
Centre for Health Technology 
Evaluation. 
 

February 2010  
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Conflicts of Interest for Specialist Advisers 
 

1 Declarations of interest by Specialist Advisers advising the NICE 
Interventional Procedures Advisory Committee  

1.1 Any conflicts of interest set out below should be declared on the 
questionnaire the Specialist Adviser completes for the procedure. 

1.2 Specialist Advisers should seek advice if required from the Associate 
Director – Interventional Procedures. 

2 Personal pecuniary interests 

2.1 A personal pecuniary interest involves a current personal payment to a 
Specialist Adviser, which may either relate to the manufacturer or 
owner of a product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific’ or to the industry or sector from which the 
product or service comes, in which case it is regarded as ‘non-
specific’. The main examples are as follows. 

2.1.1 Consultancies – any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for 
the healthcare industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in 
cash or kind (this includes both those which have been undertaken in 
the 12 months preceding the point at which the declaration is made 
and which are planned but have not taken place). 

2.1.2 Fee-paid work – any work commissioned by the healthcare industry 
for which the member is paid in cash or in kind (this includes both 
those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding the 
point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but have 
not taken place). 

2.1.3 Shareholdings – any shareholding, or other beneficial interest, in 
shares of the healthcare industry that are either held by the individual 
or for which the individual has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or relatives whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). This does not include shareholdings through unit trusts, 
pensions funds, or other similar arrangements where the member has 
no influence on financial management. 

2.1.4 Expenses and hospitality – any expenses provided by a healthcare 
industry company beyond that reasonably required for accommodation, 
meals and travel to attend meetings and conferences (this includes 
both those which have been undertaken in the 12 months preceding 
the point at which the declaration is made and which are planned but 
have not taken place. 

2.1.5 Investments – any funds which include investments in the healthcare 
industry that are held in a portfolio over which individuals have the 
ability to instruct the fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

2.2 No personal interest exists in the case of: 

2.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 
wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
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the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)   

2.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry.  

3 Personal family interest  

3.1 This relates to the personal interests of a family member and involves a 
current payment to the family member of the Specialist Adviser. The 
interest may relate to the manufacturer or owner of a product or service 
being evaluated, in which case it is regarded as ‘specific’, or to the 
industry or sector from which the product or service comes, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples include the 
following. 

3.1.1 Any consultancy, directorship, position in or work for a healthcare 
industry that attracts regular or occasional payments in cash or in kind. 

3.1.2 Any fee-paid work commissioned by a healthcare industry for which the 
member is paid in cash or in kind. 

3.1.3 Any shareholdings, or other beneficial interests, in a healthcare 
industry which are either held by the family member or for which an 
individual covered by this Code has legal responsibility (for example, 
children, or adults whose full Power of Attorney is held by the 
individual). 

3.1.4 Expenses and hospitality provided by a healthcare industry company 
(except where they are provided to a general class of people such as 
attendees at an open conference) 

3.1.5 Funds which include investments in the healthcare industry that are 
held in a portfolio over which individuals have the ability to instruct the 
fund manager as to the composition of the fund. 

3.2 No personal family interest exists in the case of: 

3.2.1 assets over which individuals have no financial control (for example, 
wide portfolio unit trusts and occupational pension funds) and where 
the fund manager has full discretion as to its composition (for example, 
the Universities Superannuation Scheme)  

3.2.2 accrued pension rights from earlier employment in the healthcare 
industry. 

4 Personal non-pecuniary interests  

These might include, but are not limited to: 

4.1 a clear opinion, reached as the conclusion of a research project, about 
the clinical and/or cost effectiveness of an intervention under review 

4.2 a public statement in which an individual covered by this Code has 
expressed a clear opinion about the matter under consideration, which 
could reasonably be interpreted as prejudicial to an objective 
interpretation of the evidence 



 

12 

4.3 holding office in a professional organisation or advocacy group with a 
direct interest in the matter under consideration  

4.4 other reputational risks in relation to an intervention under review. 

5 Non-personal interests 

5.1 A non-personal interest involves payment that benefits a department or 
organisation for which a Specialist Advisor is responsible, but that is 
not received by the Specialist Advisor personally. This may either 
relate to the product or service being evaluated, in which case it is 
regarded as ‘specific,’ or to the manufacturer or owner of the product 
or service, but is unrelated to the matter under consideration, in which 
case it is regarded as ‘non-specific’. The main examples are as 
follows. 

5.1.1 Fellowships – the holding of a fellowship endowed by the healthcare 
industry. 

5.1.2 Support by the healthcare industry or NICE – any payment, or other 
support by the healthcare industry or by NICE that does not convey 
any pecuniary or material benefit to a member personally but that does 
benefit his/her position or department. For example: 

 a grant from a company for the running of a unit or department for 
which a Specialist Advisor is responsible 

 a grant, fellowship or other payment to sponsor a post or member of 
staff in the unit for which a Specialist Adviser is responsible. This does 
not include financial assistance for students 

 the commissioning of research or other work by, or advice from, staff 
who work in a unit for which the specialist advisor is responsible 

 one or more contracts with, or grants from, NICE. 

5.2 Specialist Advisers are under no obligation to seek out knowledge of 
work done for, or on behalf of, the healthcare industry within 
departments for which they are responsible if they would not normally 
expect to be informed. 
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