
11 November 2009

Mr. Robert Fendall
Chair
Osteopathy Board of Australia
c/o National Registration & Accreditation Project
PO Box 2089
Woden ACT 2606

Dear Mr. Fendall,

I am writing in response to the request for comment on the ʻConsultation paper on 
registration standards and related mattersʼ issued by the Osteopathy Board of Australia 
(the Board) on October 27, 2009.  Please find below my comments on each of the sections 
of the consultation paper.

2.2 - English language skills

Under Exemptions at item 1(a), the proposed standard requires the applicant to provide 
evidence of successful completion of a secondary school education in English.  This 
requirement may not be entirely realistic, particularly where there is a substantial period of 
time between the applicants secondary education and application to register.  The two 
issues that this raises are; 1) what would happen if the applicant is not able to locate and 
therefore provide this evidence, and 2) how would this requirement ensure that an 
applicant has an appropriate level of English to practice in Australia.  It may be more 
appropriate that this element of the standard is removed and that the requirement only be 
that the applicantsʼ primary registerable qualification was taught and assessed in English.

2.3 - Professional indemnity insurance arrangements

In the Summary, the second paragraph is a general statement that can be applied to any 
of the proposed registration standards.  This paragraph is not required.

Under Scope of application, the second paragraph statement “... excepting to the extent 
er 
h 

n to the 
Board for nonpracticing registration, therefore, the statement requires clarification.

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

Under Requirements at item 8, the proposed standard requires registered practitioners to 
of 

ments for 
new 

registrants as it assumes that the practitioner has previously been registered.

Under Definitions, it may also be useful to provide a definition of ʻrun-off coverʼ to ensure 
that registrants are clear on the requirements of this registration standard.

2.4 - Continuing professional development standard

Under Scope of application, it states that the standard is to be applied to all applicants 
d 
ion 

entially, 
plicants who have previously practiced and are seeking to renew their 

registration.

Under Requirements at item 1, the following will need clarification or amendment:

 

• Is there to be a limit on the number of hours that can be claimed for any one CPD 

•  could easily be achieved by attending the conferences 
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time of renewal, the registrant has complied with CPD requirements in the previous 

ant intends to comply with the CPD requirements in 
the forthcoming registration period?

Under Requirements at item 3, it is suggested that a statement be made about the failure 
to supply evidence to the Board could be seen as unprofessional conduct.

Under Requirements at item 3(a), a definition of ʻrecognised bodyʻ will need to be provided 
of 
 

ognised body within the six 
months prior to the date of audit” to make the requirement clear.

Under Requirements at item 4(a), does the Board consider that teaching or clinical 
 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Regards,

 BSc, MHlthSc(Osteo), GradCertTertEd
Osteopath




