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Twenty-two advisers and 15 others (representing the Councils for Postgraduate Medical Educa¬
tion, the General Medical Services Committee, the Royal College of General Practitioners, and
the U.K. Health Departments) attended the latest meeting of the National Conference of Post¬
graduate Advisers in General Practice in November 1974.

It was reported that a new committee for Postgraduate Training in General Practice had
been set up under the auspices of the College. Its main task is to monitor the quality of training
programmes and teaching practices in the United Kingdom within the framework ofthe Councils
for Postgraduate Medical Education and the Regional Postgraduate Committees, but it will not
be the responsibility of the Postgraduate Training Committee to set or assess the standards for
individuals completing training. The work of this new committee will be accomplished by the
collection of information through regional advisers and through visiting teams which will
examine the working of vocational training in the regions.

Regional advisers would be closely involved in this work, not only in acting as hosts to
visiting teams, but also as members of teams visiting other regions.

Many regions are producing handbooks for trainees and trainers which give guidance and
help and make suggestions about useful activities which the trainee may undertake, both within
and outside the practice. Such documents were circulated from the Northern Ireland and Trent
regions.

Although the major problem facing regional advisers continues to be the establishment
of enough hospital posts and training practices to ensure that all entrants to general practice
can be sure of having adequate training, at this meeting they were able to give some time and
attention to continuing education. It is evident that some courses organised under Section 63
were not relevant enough to general practice and had very little impact on the behaviour of
general practitioners in their surgeries. It was thought that more emphasis on participation and
on evaluation of the effect of the courses held would be valuable. Indeed, some contributors
to the discussion suggested that no course was complete without some evaluation; this was most
easily accomplished by means of a carefully designed questionnaire, a sample of such a question¬
naire was submitted to the conference. Nevertheless; in discussion it was noted that didactic
lectures still had some place. These could be supported by television programmes as were now

being provided through channel seven closed circuit of the Inner London Education Authority,
by similar programmes recorded on the Philips VCR machine and, of course, by tape/slides
provided by the Medical Recording Service Foundation of the College.

Mention was also made of the importance of the postgraduate medical centres as a meeting
place for doctors of all disciplines and that informal discussion as well as more formal activities
could be a valuable form of postgraduate medical education.

There is some concern about the appeals procedure after the rejeetion of doctors who have
applied to become trainers under the new system which started in October 1973. This and other
problems arising from trainer selection will be discussed in depth at the next conference in
June 1975.
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