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	Matters over which Government has made a firm decision
	Matters over which GOC can currently influence future legislation and/or policy
	Matters which it will be left for GOC to decide

	Governance
	All Councils should be constituted to ensure that professional members do not form a majority
	Whether there should be a lay majority on Council [NB decision taken at Council meeting in March 2007] 
The constitution of the registrant membership of Council (i.e. between optometrists, dispensing opticians, business registrants and students)
	

	
	All members of Councils, both professional and lay, will be appointed by the Appointments Commission against clearly specified criteria and competencies
	
	The criteria and competencies for lay and registrant Council members

	
	Councils will be smaller in size of membership, and more board-like
	The future size of Council [NB decision taken at Council meeting in March 2007]
	

	
	Councils will have a statutory duty to ensure the interests of all stakeholders are considered


	How this duty is expressed in the legislation
	The strategy for engaging stakeholders

	
	Matters over which Government has made a firm decision
	Matters over which GOC can currently influence future legislation and/or policy
	Matters which it will be left for GOC to decide

	Governance cont.
	Councils will be accountable to Parliament, and will be required to present annual reports to Parliament
	How the duty to present annual reports to Parliament is expressed in the legislation
	

	
	
	What statutory committees are needed to support Council
	What non-statutory committees are needed to support Council

	
	
	
	The mechanism for appointing committee members

	
	
	
	The competencies required of committee members

	Tackling Concerns
	The civil standard of proof should be the common standard of proof for all regulators in FTP proceedings
	
	Whether to apply the civil standard in FTP hearings before this becomes a statutory duty 

	
	CHRE will work to develop common protocols of investigation across all the regulators
	Input into CHRE’s development of the common protocols
	How the protocols are embedded in GOC’s investigation procedure

	
	CHRE will review a sample of cases that regulators have not referred to fitness to practise panels, and will report annually to Parliament as to whether patient safety interests have been properly considered in the decisions and operations of FTP cases
	
	How the investigation process is adjusted to enable CHRE to review cases
	

	
	Matters over which Government has made a firm decision
	Matters over which GOC can currently influence future legislation and/or policy
	Matters which it will be left for GOC to decide

	Tackling Concerns cont.
	Regulators will be required, as part of their annual report to Parliament, to provide information on equality issues relevant to regulation within its profession, including analyses of any trends in ethnicity in its FTP proceedings
	How this requirement is expressed in the legislation
	System for gathering data to support reporting

	
	A new independent adjudication body will be set up to consider GMC FTP cases. Other regulators will use a list of vetted and approved potential panellists who are appointed by the Appointments Commission to populate their own FTP Panels. This list will be kept by the new independent adjudication body. Over time, regulators may wish to adopt the independent body to conduct its FTP cases.


	
	Whether GOC should refer cases to independent adjudication body at the earliest opportunity [NB decision taken at Council meeting in June 2007]

	
	Matters over which Government has made a firm decision
	Matters over which GOC can currently influence future legislation and/or policy
	Matters which it will be left for GOC to decide

	Revalidation


	Revalidation for all health professionals. The intensity and frequency of revalidation needs to be proportionate to the risks inherent in the work in which each practitioner is involved.
	
	The intensity and frequency of revalidation appropriate for optometrists and dispensing opticians in the light of the risks

	
	The regulatory bodies will be responsible for approving the standards which registrants will need to meet to maintain registration.


	
	What standards are needed to maintain registration

	
	Where appropriate, common standards and systems should be developed across professional groups where this would benefit patient safety.
	Input views into what the common standards and systems should be if appropriate to optics
	

	
	
	
	The detailed system of revalidation for optometrists and dispensing opticians



	
	
	
	Details on piloting, including the identification of pilot groups



	
	Matters over which Government has made a firm decision
	Matters over which GOC can currently influence future legislation and/or policy
	Matters which it will be left for GOC to decide

	Registration
	A common approach to ‘good character’ is needed across the regulators. CHRE to recommend a single standard definition of ‘good character’
	The issues to be considered in developing a common approach to good character and views on what this might involve
	

	
	Post-registration qualifications should be recorded in the Register where these are relevant to patient care. The Department of Health will ask regulators what other changes could be made to provide better information for patients, the public and employers
	
	Develop proposals on changes to be made to be made to information on register to provide better information for patients, the public and employers

	
	A UK working party to develop criteria to determine which roles should be statutorily regulated
	Input views on the criteria
	The new and emerging roles within optics which may require statutory regulation under the criteria (once the criteria are agreed by the UK Working Party)


