Department of Health & Human Services Form Approved

Centersfor Medicare & Medicaid Services OMB No. 0938-0391
Statement of Deficiencies (X2) Provider/Supplier/CLIA (X3) Date
I dentification Number Survey
Completed
49D0918172
08/20/2024
Name of Provider or Supplier Street Address, City, State
Pariser Dermatology Specialists, Ltd 207 Bulifants Blvd - Suite C, Williamsburg, VA

For information on the provider's plan to correct this deficiency, please contact the provider or the state survey agency.

(X4) ID Prefix
Tag

D0000

D5203

Summary Statement of Deficiencies

An announced CLIA Recertification survey was conducted at Pariser Dermatol ogy
Specidlists, LTD on 08/20/24 by the Virginia Department of Health's Office of
Licensure and Certification. The laboratory was surveyed under 42 CFR part 493
CLIA Requirements. Specific deficiencies cited are as follows:

SPECIMEN IDENTIFICATION AND INTEGRITY
CFR(s): 493.1232

The laboratory must establish and follow written policies and procedures that ensure
positive identification and optimum integrity of a patient's specimen from the time of
collection or receipt of the specimen through completion of testing and reporting of
results.

This STANDARD is not met as evidenced by:

Based on the review of policy and procedures (P& P), patient histology slides, Mohs
surgery maps and interviews, the lab failed to follow the established P& P for patient
labeling of Mohs histopathology tissue slides for one of eight random samples
selected for review at the date of survey on 08/20/24. Findings include: 1. Review of
P& P "Labeling/Accessioning of Slidesand MMS Maps' reveaed the following
statement: "Slides are to be labeled "A" for thefirst slide, "B" for the second slide,
"C" on thethird dlide, etc. for each additional slide. The first section is placed on the
outermost edge of the dide furthest from the frosted edge. As additional sections are
taken, they are placed adjacent until reaching the frosted end of the dlide." 2. Review
of eight random tissue slides and corresponding Mohs surgery maps revealed a
discrepancy for Case number WB24-547 on 04/22/24 between the Mohs map and the
patients' histology slide for "Stage 111 section 5 and 6". The Mohs map showed Stage
[11 sections 5 and 6 as written written by the Mohs surgeon. The two corresponding
patient slides for that stagewas marked asll 3,45and 11 3,4 A. In an interview with
the histotechnologist on 08/20/24 at approximately 1500, they confirmed that the
slides were not |abeled as written on the Mohs map for Stage |11 sectioning. 3. An exit



interview with the operations manager and the histotechnologist on 08/20/24 at 1530
confirmed the findings.



