Brief summary on the Health Professions Council (HPC) response to their public consultations on (1) Standards of Proficiency (SoP), and (2) Threshold entry level
SoP

Introduction: The HPC acknowledged our concerns about how the HPC define and describe who they are, but make no comment on it.  This will come up again when they consult on the Generic SoP so the Society can raise it again at that time.  They have adopted our terminology of ‘domains’ rather than ‘disciplines’ which is helpful.

Generic SoP: They have acknowledged the comments received and commit to including them in the 2009 review of the Generic SoP.  They also committed to adding a statement about the role of the ‘generic standards’ to the introduction and state that the standards will be applied by members of the profession in a way which is specific to the profession.  This is not quite the commitment we asked for (that if a Generic SoP was not relevant to psychology it would not be applied by HPC in either course approvals or individual conduct cases) but is a reasonable compromise.
English language requirements:  This was an area that the Society was very concerned about.  The summary of responses is fair.  A number supported our position that the minimum should be IELTS 8 with no element below 7.5. Supporters include the Department of Health, BACP, NHS Lanarkshire, and NHS Education for Scotland, and for some domains, the Scottish Government.

The British Association of Arts Therapists supported a lower level (7.5 with nothing below 7) arguing that in their experience 7 was a sufficient level of competence and that this was about threshold levels. The Polish Psychologists Club supported the lower level used by HPC for most of their professions arguing that the higher level could prevent psychologists from being able to register and therefore threaten service provision to non English speaking communities..

The summary is fair as are the HPC comments. 
Regulation: There were many responses about HPC as the regulator, which they have included, but they point out that this issue was not part of this consultation.

Scope of practice:  The Society received the reassurance we sought that individuals transferring over from our register will not have to demonstrate SoP, which are outside of their scope of practice, so long as they continue to meet all those that are within their scope of practice.

On the SoP themselves: There do not appear to be any major concerns with the psychology standards (both profession specific and domain specific) which HPC put out for consultation as we were quite closely involved in their drafting.  There have been some changes in light of consultation responses, and a lot of these seem to be based on our response. They haven’t made all the changes our response suggested, but the compromise seems fair.  In a number of cases other respondents (AHPD & UEA for example) have echoed exactly what we said, which has added to the strength of our position.
BACP have consistently suggested adding standards, or making some domain specific standards from clinical or counselling psychology generic to all psychologists.  The British Association for Arts Therapists have consistently suggested that the standards are too detailed to be at the threshold level and that a number of the profession/domain specific standards should be removed because, in their opinion, they are at a level above that which would be expected of a new practitioner.  
In summary the HPC response to this consultation is a fair job of weighing up the responses and they have included a number of our suggested amendments to the profession/domain specific standards, and have given sensible reasons where they have chosen not to do this.

…………………………………………………………………….
Threshold Entry Level

Introduction: the HPC paper on the SET 1 (that is, the threshold entry level for the register) sets out the possible threshold levels identified in their consultation paper, with a summary of the responses in relation to each.

Doctorate for the whole part of the Register:  The paper refers to responses from the Society and the Association of Heads of Psychology Departments (AHPD) as arguing that all domains reach D Level/level 12 even though the form of the award can vary across domains.  Arguments advanced in favour of this threshold included not lowering the current standard; that there was no difference in competence levels or academic standards between domains; and, that doctorates already exist as the entry route for a number of domains.  Arguments against included that a doctorate was not necessary for public protection; concerns about the impact on the supply of psychology graduates to the profession; and, implications for internationally qualified psychologists. It’s fair to report that there was a fair amount of opposition to setting the threshold at ‘Doctorate’ for all domains.  The British Association of Arts Therapists, the Scottish Government (Health Directorates) and Neuropsychologists UK all suggested the level should be below ‘Doctorate’.
Different thresholds for different domains of psychology:

The paper stated that a number of respondents argued that the threshold level should be set specific to each domain; although it also states that the Society argues that the current level is D level/level 12 across the UK for all domains.  The paper suggests that setting domain specific threshold levels would be a departure from normal HPC practice.  Arguments in favour included that not all domains currently require Doctorates and that it was not possible to set one threshold level for all domains. The Department of Health said they had a strong preference for a threshold to be set for the whole part of the register and, whilst not specifying their preferred standard, clearly seemed to be leaning to something below Doctorate. Quite a lot of responses have argued for having different threshold levels for different domains, based mainly on the different qualifications routes which currently exist.

Masters degree, or equivalent, with further training or experience as appropriate:  Some respondents argued that the Doctorate threshold is not necessary for safe and effective practice.  HPC also make the point that specifying a threshold level without reference to the name of an award which leads directly to registration is problematic. The paper mentions the option of having the threshold set for some or all domains at ‘M level +’, ie with further training/experience.
Summary: the paper is a balanced representation of the views of the respondents.  It does not recommend a specific threshold level. This decision would emerge from the discussion of the Education and Training Committee.
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The issues above were discussed at the Health Professions Council Education and Training Committee on Wednesday 25 March.

In summary the outcomes were:

1. Standards of Proficiency (SoP)

· The Committee agreed to ask the officers to revise and clarify the documentation, especially around the issues of domain specific SoP and to bring the revised documentation to a special meeting to be held on 20 May 2009.

· All the comments referring to the HPC’s generic SoP were accepted for inclusion into the review of these generic Sop, which will be held later this year.
· The Committee agreed that the language requirement should be set at IELTS 7 with no element below 6.5.

2. Threshold entry level

· As the decision on the SoP was deferred until May and as the Threshold entry level relates directly to the SoP then this item was also deferred to the May meeting.

(The link to the Education and Training Committee agenda papers is:

http://www.hpc-uk.org/aboutus/council/councilmeetings/index.asp?id=386&month=03&year=2009)
I will update you with further news as soon as it becomes available.

Dr Liz Campbell

President

ENDS…………

