Editor?The fact that the short
case section seems to work in rank-
ing candidates is not, in itself, a
justification for it. If it is to con-I
tinue to enjoy its pre-eminen

position in the Part 2 MRCP exami-
nation (carrying more marks than
of the other gectiong) it must

any
have validity. The examiners have

the means, and are encouraged to
ensure that each short case is a
problem to be solved by the candi-
date. The examiner should give a
brief introduction in terms of

history = even physical findings <=
investigations which requires
further investigation by the candi-

date: 'this patjent was recently
admitted with haematemesis?

please examine the abdomen to

see if there are any relevant find-

ings', °or 'this gsymptomatic young
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man was thought to have a
murmur at a routine medical

examination?can confirm

you
and comment on this'.
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