l‘?_ Australian Health Ministers” Advisory Council
National Registration and Accreditation Scheme
N
%
NRAS Subcommitiee meeting (teleconference) Agenda Item 3 &\2‘
5 February 2010 Q)
N
DETAILED DISCUSSION: FINAL PROPOSALS FROM NATIONAL BOARDS

REGISTRATION STANDARDS, ENDORSEMENTS AND SPECIALIST rb\,\'
REGISTRATION (RELEASED FROM 22.12.09) Q,Q
Purpose of paper &Q@

To facilitate detailed discussion of the National Boards’ final proposals as@niﬁed by NRAS-

SC members on 27 January 2010, prior to formal consideration E%Qhe Australian Health
Workforce Ministerial Council. N

o
Recommendations ?“

)
That members: )

1. consider the document at Attachment A which i@ﬁes the final proposals for detailed
discussion based on preliminary discussions at Zgﬁnuary teleconference;

s22(1)(a)(ii) o,\\

S
ee’b
A\
3. agree that NRAS-SC feedback@% agreed positions on the boards’ final proposals will be
recorded during the meeting 8{®nable a response to be prepared;

4. agree the response will& circulated to members as per the outcome of discussions of
Agenda Item 2 (procesg?or feedback to national boards, AHMAC and AHWMC).

Background e‘:?@

National Bog@xds that required further discussion. NRAS-SC views were informed by
consulta{gb ithin each jurisdiction.

A dr ist based on discussions was circulated for comment to NRAS-SC members after the
me@%g. The draft list forms the basis for the document at Attachment A.

On 27 Januarﬁé%'lO, NRAS-SC members identified those final proposals put forward by

the January meeting, NRAS-SC members supported out-of-session consideration of the final

O proposals to be negotiated (which could be facilitated by S22(1)(@)(0) as

60 the lead AHMAC member for NRAS matters). Please note that at agenda item 2 there is a

O discussion about the process to be used for conveying officials’ feedback to National Boards,
L& AHMAC CEOs and Ministerial Council.

Key Issues

The document at Attachment A identifies — in priority order — the final proposals for detailed
discussion, and some brief dotpoints about the issues to be discussed. Some issues are
substantive; others more editorial / seeking clarification of intent.
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A summary list is as follows:

s22(1)(a)(ii) s22(1)(a)(ii)
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3. Podiatry Board of Australia @Q
e specialist registration \\s\
s22(1)(a)(ii) ‘0A
Qv
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60(0
s22(1)(a)(ii) ng
Q\
\‘Q@

N
NRAS-SC member feedbac é%d agreed positions on the final proposals will be recorded during
the meeting. As agreed. Chris Robertson, AHPRA Director of Board Services will be in
attendance for these diggssions.

s22(1)(a)ii) @,6

&\{\\9 Attachments
Attachment A:  Final proposals for detailed discussion by the NRAS-SC

s22(1)(a)(ii)
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ATTACHMENT A

FINAL PROPOSALS FROM NATIONAL BOARDS ON REGISTRATION
STANDARDS, ENDORSEMENTS, SPECIALIST REGISTRATION

s22(1)(a)(ii) O
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3. Podiatry Board

Mandatory Registration Standards

Name of Final Proposed | Requires Brief overview of issues for discussion
Registration Standard detailed
discussion? \2@
Y/N X
s22(1)(a)(ii) \0
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Q,Q’
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&
Board specific registra%iqfi\ standards, endorsements, specialist registration
(0.
2. Specialist registri&'}@? Y CEOs supported the proposal for specialist
Q\QJ registration for ‘podiatric surgeons’.
QQQ) Queensland would like to raise for discussion the
\0@9 use of title ‘surgical podiatrist’ vs ‘podiatric
(’\\ surgeon’
A
SZc I
&
N
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Proposals to the Austrqﬁ%n Health
Workforce Mlmsterlgi‘Councﬂ on

registration standgﬂis and related
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2 Specialist registratio

‘The INATONAL LdW PLUVIUUD LUL UVGLWS by v oomos —p
Council approval. This involves two steps that the Board is progressing simultaneously:

. Ministerial Council approval O @ PrOIESSIOL &S @ PLULLOIIULL 1us vrasiss v~ = oo -

recognition operates under the law (except for medicine and dentistry, which will be (*\\,
OPVVILIVS tax vas~ a- o= , &6
. I e b, i Al 0
o IVILILISLCL 1AL CUULIVLL G PIv Y st s s sass == oy \

2.1 Approval as a health profession for which specialist recog@ n
- b

o

Podiatry Should De APPTOVEU db d UTaLuL pruivosives sys o ess= —x - Q)q’,
for the following reasons. \9
oy
o)
Podiatric Surgeons are an existing Specialty Ol POULALLY . L galBLuLis Surpvey s oo
e e iialiead nactaradnate training amation in podiatric medicine and
<O

the foot and ankle. 1Nere are £ poulauiv suigy M\Q ¢ i e = i )
in the Australasian College of Podiatric Surge ACPS) training program. In addition, there
- P Tt snwmndder nl&anfnvn Anctralia — fhP nﬂctﬂr Of Clil’lical

<

and Western Australia). In the AGSITAIAI CapIial LOLLILLY 5 Uiy xastirs o @ s =
2004 (ACT) also provides fi ecialist registration of health practitioners. There is no
specialist register in othegy sdictions. The podiatry regulation authority in each of the
jurisdictions without s@alist registers [Tasmania, Victoria, New South Wales and
Queensland] form brecognises the extended scope of practice of podiatric surgery through
board policy. R ered podiatrists who comply with the requirements of the board’s policy
on podiatric Q‘} ery are able to practice this extended scope of practice in the jurisdiction.
Podia&%ﬁrgeons are recognised as accredited podiatrists, under the Health Insurance Act
197 1th). A register of Commonwealth accredited podiatrists exists for podiatrists who

A s

Podiatric surgery is recognised by the podiatry Proression 4s il EXLCLUCU SLUpy ui pric iy
practice. Podiatric surgeons undertake complex and high-risk surgical procedures that can
only be safely performed by practitioners with specialist training and skills. The specific risks
and complexity of podiatric surgery require particular safeguards for the public.
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M YYAGIIDL LVSIDLLULIVIL LUL PULLALLIY DULELULD WUULIL PIULCLL DUULIC dALCLY DY CLUSULLIE UldL e

skills to safely undertake these'surgica]iplrocedures on the foth ;nd ankle. This will enable

VLT T TTTTTIT rotos M TTasasus Laaasau saa AUV WA WMLV ULMLEVLY QLU LU

seek and receive care from appropriately skilled practitioners who specialise in podiatric

TTTTTIOTONASTI SN AT MUt MUMALL LIV UMM 0 I VEUIULIVIL UL ULV PLavtibe UL PULLALLIC DULECULLS.
Sm L T mmTeeT S TaDTvasw maT AaUr A UpaaUVA WL G UPYVIGILY UL PUULALLY , ULGLL UG PLULGULIULL UL Q
public safety could be reduced, because the title will no longer be protected or recognised in (’\\'
jurisdictions where the specialty is currently recognised. &6
&
R

Recognising podiatric surgeons as a specialty under the proposed National Law ha efits
for the podiatric workforce by providing interprofessional recognition for extend@*scope of
practice. This supports career structures which will encourage podiatrists to @lop specialist

1t

e e e —meaa ma o a

] .. . : O_)QD

LUl RN PIOUBran or stuay N

X
9
Three State and Territory podiatrist registration boards recognisi\&é Australasian College of
Podiatric Surgeons (ACPS) program as a requirement for spe{@ ist registration as a podiatric

«  The Podiatry Registration Board of South Aus@(ﬁa recognises a Fellowship of the

Anstralagian Collece of Padiatrie QuroanneN\NHha miolifinntineg fau nmaniatio

S

« The Podiatrists Regulations 2006 (J¢3) provide that the following qualifications are
prescribed qualifications for the sgeelialty of podiatric surgeon:

— Master of Science (Podia@ from Curtin University of Technology and member
of, or eligible for me%@-ship of, ACPS

— Master of Podiatr; ’éin Curtin University of Technology and member of, or
eligible for me@rship of, ACPS

— Doctor of (&??’cal Podiatry from the University of Western Australia.
[y

- o ) 6 - e = ER W NTETE T JTTT R MEINEAS MRS ML PEARERC MARINS SRR O
podiatri @ggeon, a person must be unconditionally registered as a podiatrist and
either@'a fellow of the ACPS or eligible for fellowship.

Q
I the l@%’terial Council agrees to speciali 1 fo b
N%fig Law, these programs of study will transition to the national scheme under the

st recog

tr. 101 provisions in the new law
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To attain a fellowship of the ACPS, a podiatrist must complete an extensive Ly progsas:

The ACPS training program has been regularly reviewed by the Australasian Podiatry

Prerequisites for admission into the ACPS training program include:
o N ACCIEeQlled UCYLTT 1 pussises g (s s g == . \2@
\0
. enrolment in an accredited MASIET § UCEICE (ALUIvutves sinesre=s = =m0 ] ®(\
offered in Australia or elsewhere ) \\('Q
. cubmission Of CUITICUIUIN VILAE ALt 1ULuviIvy waw s Q(b'
K

Z

° arnl 1111 viCw. ®

The ACPS training program is a three-stage process, WhiCI 18 suuuuaid Qv RV
below. Further details are available in the ACPS training document (a,\I le at
o rmimimer ie hoth nractical and theoretical, and ingludes the following

$)

2
-

;\\O
o
&
<O
O
®)
60(0
@
7
$
&
O
Before attaining \WSHIP OF 1€ ALLD, LT Latititun s == )
knowledge in and ankle surgery by passing practical, oral and written examinations.

Candidatei 4t maintain a log book of all surgical procedures that they observe, assist and
Derforré)SA time of initial fellowship, candidates have an average of 2500 logbook
<
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Fellowship

FOMPLETE

: Finai Eramination
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Heyearch
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Accreditation of fellows is maintained with a three-year, multifaceted program conducted by
the ACPS, which includes peer review, clinical audit and continuous professional

Aaxvialanmant

T OWREG T MRANAMRE SN MIASA T F ST R Ko

There is a postgraduate course: the Doctor of Clinical Podiatry from the University of

ST TR TSt T ARSI ER ST RS (R EnSR R TS SRR SR FITNSTRRRSmLm Saemamymag) -
Work on a new specialist framework (QQ’(\
>
a pro;ect to examine models of spemahst accredltatlon that will fit the new environm ?
MASMUALAATEE A P AR ML SR AN AL MAALNS. LA Y AN (S LVI_IUL‘. CAAMAL UMLALLAWL ULLLLAVALLA AL 1aa UHVUAMLLUMLLULL \Ad S 6 8

podiatry. This project will enable podiatric surgery and other specialties to be copered
within a best practice framework. In the Board’s view, the project promises Q&Bﬁ%ngthening

F e i e = xr 7 gl s S S A i
atry. The Board accepts the suggestion from the NRAS Gov ema@-%%ormmucc that

e o et e peae + s ananan ron ~sriggr Veasassraangy prassas oy ey

ATrFTS

and scope of prd(,uce The Board has advised ANZPAC accordingl

Registration standards . 0(\

>
1LUv DUALU 1ad LIVIUUCU dULLIT dPTUILLIL PLUVISIULLS 111 IS USCU ICEISLIALIOLL StdlUdIds 10T
podiatric surgeons (e.g. CPD). It will also consider l@r registration standards specific to

mnAdiatuia Arre~Aanan \
D
60@
AL ULS Sldge, UIe BOdId 18 proposing s 11ST registration 10r podiatric surgeons as outlined
in Section 2.1. The Board will retunQo the Ministerial Council if, at a later stage, the Boards
.1 B 1 1 1 i n@. « @l . e
\‘0
é@
\\}(\
S

‘The proposal sh be read in conjunction with further information available on the ACPS
website (http ( w.acps.edu.au/), including the Australasian College of Podiatric Surgeons’

Sy s — = —— s e T e e T T R oy

Universi<df Western Australia web51te
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