GENERAL OSTEOPATHIC COUNCIL

Minutes of Part I of the 50th meeting of the Education Committee (EdC) held on

Tuesday 17 July 2007 after the Part II meeting at Osteopathy House, 176 Tower Bridge Road, London SE1 3LU.  
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *
	Chair:


Professor Trudie Roberts 

	

	Present:

Dr Stephen Barasi


Miss Fiona Walsh





Professor Ian Hughes

Mr John Wilden


	


Mr Tim McClune


Ms Margaret Wolff




Dr Andrew Thompson



	

	In Attendance:
Miss Madeleine Craggs, Chief Executive & Registrar (after the three RQ items)

	In Attendance:
Mr Vince Cullen, Head of Development

	


Mr Marcus Dye, Assistant Registrar (Development)

	


Miss Jane Quinnell, Clerk to the Council (to 16:20)

	


PART I (items which will be reported to the Public Session of Council at its next meeting)

	

	ITEM 11/07: APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

	

	1.
RECEIVED: apologies for absence from Dr Kathy Boursicot, Mr Nigel Clarke, Mr Andrew Popat, Mrs Rosalind Stuart-Menteth and Dr Leslie Wootton.

	

	ITEM 12/07: ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA**

2.
ADOPTED: the Agenda as drawn.

	

	ITEM 13 /07: MINUTES OF THE PREVIOUS MEETING 
3.
RECEIVED: the unconfirmed Minutes from Part II of the previous meeting held on 22 February 2007 and NOTED: that the meeting of 10 May 2007 was cancelled, due to lack of substantive business.  The Minutes were signed as a correct record.

	

	

	

	

	ITEM 14/07: MATTERS ARISING

4.
Outstanding Recognised Qualifications (RQ) Renewals – NOTED: that the outstanding RQ renewals had now gone through.  It had been frustrating that the GOsC had had to do so much work and spend some £13k on legal advice to win the argument.  The Finance & General Purposes Committee had considered the matter and asked the CE&R to write to the Department of Health and ask for a contribution to GOsC’s costs.  

	


	ITEM 15/07: CHAIRMAN AND HEAD OF DEVELOPMENT’S ACTION AND REPORT

	

	5.
Professor Roberts had nothing additional to report, over and above what was included on the Agenda.  Mr Cullen added to his Departmental Report that he had attended a Quality Assurance Agency for Higher Education (QAA) meeting to present feedback on the process for developing a subject benchmark, following the recent drafting of an osteopathy benchmark.


	

	ITEM 16/07: OSTEOPATHY BENCHMARK STATEMENT

	

	6.
CONSIDERED: the adoption of the Osteopathy Benchmark Statement as a reference point to guide pre-registration osteopathic education.  The Osteopathy Benchmark Group had met after the three months’ consultation period and agreement had been reached to proceed with the final draft.  

	

	7.
AGREED: its adoption as a reference point for guiding pre-registration osteopathic education.  It was hoped the Statement would be published at the end of August or in September 2007.

	

	ITEM 17/07: THE WHITE PAPER: Trust, Assurance and Safety - the Regulation of Health Professionals in the 21st Century

	

	8.
NOTED: an oral report on the current position with regard to the consideration of changes to the Osteopaths Act 1993 in relation to education provision.  Not much progress had been made to date and not much was expected with the summer break ahead.  The original Act gave EdC power to recommend to Council that conditions be imposed with Recognised Qualification status for Council’s onward recommendation to the Privy Council.  When the GOsC saw the first draft of the Section 60 Order which would take the first tranche of proposals into legislation, the process had been changed to allow the GOsC to make its own approvals of RQ status, without recourse to the Privy Council, but the Council was not allowed to attach conditions.  The GOsC had argued against not being allowed to impose conditions and now new provision had been taken out of the draft S60 Order and things were back to the current position – EdC made recommendation to Council and Council made the recommendation to the Privy Council, via the Department of Health.  

	

	9.
It is also proposed under the draft S60 Order that those UK-qualified osteopaths who did not apply for registration during the Transitional Period (1998-2000) due to mitigating circumstances, would now be allowed to apply for registration through a similar process to that originally used to assess osteopaths.  Assuming that only those who were practising overseas at the time would apply for registration, there are potentially 30-40 applicants who could apply by this route.  UK-Qualified osteopaths who were previously denied registration at any stage of the process will not be able to apply for registration via this route.

	

	10.
With regard to revalidation, a meeting had been called for the following week, at very short notice, and the CE&R was attending as the Head of Development was on annual leave.  Members thought that clinical governance would be at the heart of Revalidation and that perhaps the EdC should consider what is meant by clinical governance and how it could be progressed in preparation for revalidation.  The Head of Development commented that it was more basic than that and it should centre around existing compliance mechanisms such as CPD, renewal of registration and fitness to practise processes, to produce a more achievable form of revalidation which focuses on performance rather than purely competence.   

Members wondered whether anything could be put into the clinical practice day session at the 10th Anniversary Event on the Saturday.  Clinical Audit had been introduced to the profession, three or 4 conferences ago.  Members cautioned against ‘scaring’ the profession prematurely.  The CE&R and Mr McClune would take this idea forward to the Communications Committee.  

	

	ITEM 18/07: NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR OSTEOPATHIC RESEARCH (NCOR)

	

	11.
NOTED: the minutes of the NCOR’s meeting/strategy day of 12 February 2007 and the meeting of 23 April 2007 and RECEIVED: an oral update on the NCOR’s meeting of 9 July 2007.  Professor Roberts reported that there was concern that some of the Hubs were not working very well with regard to research and that Miss Carol Fawkes was still supporting all the Hubs.  At the last NCOR meeting, there had been discussions around linking the Hubs to OEIs and other academic institutions.  Mr McClune thought that the whole strategy of the Hubs needed some re-thinking as some of them had very little research experience and he was not entirely sure of the purpose of the Hubs.  He was concerned that the goal of getting practising osteopaths into research was not right and other members wondered whether the NCOR/Hub approach was the right way to get good value for money.

	

	12.
Members were concerned that there had not been much in the way of updating from NCOR on the Standardised Data Collection (SDC) project.  There were milestones set in the SDC contract at 6, 9 and 11 months at which NCOR needed to have met certain targets to release further funding.  NCOR was required to produce reports for Council to update on its progress in meeting the targets.  A report was due for Council at its meeting in September.  

	

	ITEM 19/07: ANY OTHER BUSINESS

	

	13
There was not other business to consider.

	

	ITEM 20/07: DATE OF NEXT MEETING

	

	14.
NOTED: that the next meeting was scheduled for Tuesday 25 September 2007 to begin at 2.00 pm at Osteopathy House.

	



