


The above arrangements are totally contrary to the scheme’s stated principles of operating ‘in a
transparent, accountable, efficient, effective and fair manner’ (clause 5.4[a]). The arrangements
mean that it will be possible for the Ministerial Council to consider advice provided by the
Advisory Council on its own initiative and to make a determination without the relevant national
profession board(s) being aware even that the matter is under consideration. The board(s) will
become aware of the issue only after the decision is made.

It is essential that the Ministerial Council be required to advise all relevant national boards of
any issue being considered and provide the boards the opportunity of submitting advice on that
issue to the Ministerial Council before it makes a determination.

3.8 Reporting Requirements
‘as soon as possible after 30 June each year’ is imprecise. The annual report should be required
to be submitted not later than 31 December each year.

5.1 Names of Boards
The proposed name ‘Australian Medical Practitioners Board” is supported.

5.3 Sitting Fees and Allowances and Length of Appointment
There may be value in making the initial appointments for periods of two and three years, so as
to ensure reasonable continuity at the expiration of the terms.

5.6 Resignation and Removal
These proposed arrangements are supported.

5.7 Coverage for Legal Liability — Indemnities and Immunities

Undertakings have been given previously that the legislation for the new national scheme would
provide indemnity for Medical Colleges and their Fellows and officers engaged in the
assessment of the qualifications of international medical graduates. The legislation relating to
Board members and to persons acting on a Board’s behalf will need to be sufficiently broad to
encompass also the Medical Colleges and their Fellows / officers.

5.11 Responsibility for Developing Accreditation Standards.
This clarification is supported. It is essential that, in accordance with international best practice
(World Health Organisation / World Federation for Medical Education standard) accreditation

bodies be and remain independent of government, the institution (University or Medical College)
and the profession.

Yours sincerely

Professor Russell W Stitz AM, RFD
Chairman Ha
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