










 

 

 

Education and Standards Committee  

Meeting Minutes 

29/10/2014 
 PHECC Office Naas  

Present Apologies In Attendance 
Michael Dineen (Chair) Paul Lambert Pauline Dempsey 
Sarah Cain Mick Molloy Jacqueline Egan 
Ray Lacey Valerie Small Deirdre Borland 
Chris O'Connor Maeve Donnelly Brian Power 
Glenna Woods 
Paul Allen 

 Barry O'Sullivan 

James O'Neill 
Brian Bruno 
Shane Knox 
Roisin McGuire 

1. Chair’s Business 

The vice chair, Michael Dineen who was standing in for Valerie Small welcomed group to the meeting. 
A minute’s silence was observed in the memory of Dr Geoff King, Director of PHECC (RIP). 

 

1.1 Minutes and matters arising 

Shane Knox asked that item 1.2 Letters regards paramedic entry criteria in the previous minutes 
be amended to state that it was said that some flexibility is permitted by recognised institutions; 
this statement was supported by Ray Lacey but refuted by Pauline Dempsey. Ms Dempsey read 
out the entry criteria direct from the paramedic education and training standard including 
provision for the mature student route and questioned what flexibility he was seeking. There is no 
change to the existing status quo. 

Through the chair it was agreed to amend the minutes to reflect that this item was discussed. 

Resolution: That the minutes the Education and Standards Committee Meeting of May 27th 2014, 
be approved subject to the above amendment. 

Proposed: Shane Knox    Seconded: Roisin McGuire 
Carried without dissent 

 
 



Pauline Dempsey spoke about item 2.5 Paramedic and AP competency framework and informed 
members that an RFT seeking was now live on E-tenders for research and design of a paramedic 
competency standard. This committee could expect to see the draft documents next year. 

2. Education and Training Standards leading to PHECC awards: 

2.1 Council Rules for Recognition of Institutions (V6) 

Pauline Dempsey informed the committee that these rules were approved by Council at their 
October meeting. Shane Knox questioned the rationale for the statutory declaration and the 
consequences for those who sign it. Pauline Dempsey stated the declaration was in draft Council 
rules at the last committee meeting and no concerns were raised at that time. She stressed the 
importance of members reading the papers sent in advance of meetings to permit informed 
decision making. Further discussion was held over to AOB. 

3. Recognition of Institutions and exams: 
 

3.1 NQEMT exam - viewing and recheck policy (EMT and P only) 

Jacqueline Egan informed the Committee that the Viewing and Recheck policy was drafted after 
input from this Committee and was approved by Council in September. Chris O'Connor expressed 
that offering RPL following 2 failed attempts of an NQEMT—EMT exam was difficult and failed to 
see how it might be accommodated. Ms Dempsey reiterated that management of RPL is the sole 
responsibility of faculty members of an RI. The acting director added that in some circumstances 
repeating the full course was the best option. 

Shane Knox asked if a student can appeal the content of questions after an MCQ exam. Jacqueline 
Egan stated that currently the EMT candidate receives a printed score report following the MCQ 
exam detailing the scores received in all domains of the exam. She stressed that the appeals 
process does not apply to exam content as Council policy permits appeals on grounds of procedural 
matters and extenuating circumstances only and instead the Viewing and Recheck policy applies 
to exam content. A discussion ensued about candidates right to appeal exam content and 
clarification was sought on how an examination 'appeal' can be accommodated as a 'recheck' 
procedure. The committee was informed by Jacqueline Egan that in line with the quality 
management procedure for Viewing and Rechecks that members of the exam quality group are 
engaged to review exam question complaints and agree a decision for candidates. 

Stephen McMahon suggested that there should be a risk framework constructed around the 
process to insure its integrity. The Chair sought agreement to discuss the viewing and recheck 
policy at a future meeting; Sarah Cain and Stephen McMahon concurred with this. 

3.2 NQEMT Examination Results Report - 2013 

EMT Exam results were included in the papers for noting. 

Stephen McMahon indicated that it would be interesting to know the employment status of those 
qualifying with in particular EMT qualifications. Brian Power gave an overview of the Paramedic 



and EMT career avenues in Ireland and it was acknowledged that many EMTs are not employed 
but practice on behalf of the voluntary auxiliary services or contribute to community resilience in 
some way. 

James O'Neill asked if these results indicated 1st or 2nd attempts. Jacqueline Egan informed him the 
future reports will show this breakdown. 

4. AOB 
 
Shane Knox questioned the process relating to the Competency Standards RFT and queried the 
involvement of the Education and Standards committee. Barry O'Sullivan advised that procurement 
matters were a function reserved to the executive. He clarified that the outputs from the tender 
competition will be an agenda item for discussion by members in 2015 and that any subsequent 
tender award will be made subject to the imprimatur of Council. 

Shane Knox questioned the inclusion of a statutory declaration in Council Rules for Recognition of 
Intuitions and stated he had grave concerns about the penalties involved and listed imprisonment 
and/or fines. Barry O'Sullivan outlined that the origin or rationale for this change was the absence of 
primary legislation and the only way to safeguard both the public and compliant RIS was through a 
statutory declaration process. Under the current system or status quo, PHECC's legal standing vis a vis 
monitoring and maintenance of RIS was weak. Following a reassessment of Council Rules for Rls, 
required by statute every 3 years, the legal advice given to Council was that inclusion of a statutory 
declaration was an appropriate mechanism to safeguard Council from legal challenges from 
institutions in the absence of primary legislation. Council considered the advice and approved the new 
rules which seek to safeguard both the public and those Institutions acting in accordance with the 
standards. 

Barry O'Sullivan reminded the committee that this matter was an agenda item at their May meeting 
and no concerns or issues were raised. Shane Knox replied that he was not aware of the consequences 
of breaching the statutory declaration when the item was presented last May. Glenna Woods asked 
for an example of the concerns, but none were provided other than repeated dialogue regarding the 
possible penalties. For clarification Pauline Dempsey read out the requirements of the statutory 
declaration. 

Stephen McMahon indicated his support for the declaration and that it was required to strengthen 
PHECC's legal standing. Sarah Cain briefed the committee that the Irish Heart Foundation require their 
training sites to sign a substantial legal contract. 

Barry O'Sullivan sought clarification about the exact nature of the concerns/objections. He 
emphasised that a registered practitioner's ability to practice and administer medications is 
underpinned and supported by 3 legislative instruments and it was not unreasonable to expect that 
the operation of Rls, training these practitioners, should also be on a sound legal footing. A choice 
existed between the current informal arrangements and a legally supported regime. Corporate 
governance and best practice left the Council with no choice other than the latter including a statutory 
declaration. Shane Knox questioned the need for a statutory declaration and stated that he 
considered it to be 'heavy handed'. He also requested that these concerns and the penalties involved 
be brought to the attention of Council. Barry O'Sullivan through the Chair agreed to do this. 

s concluded the meeting proper. 



The meeting was followed by a consultation session on the draft Teaching Faculty Framework and 
this ended at 15:15. 

 




