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COLLEGE OF DENTURISTS OF BRITISH COLUMBIA

Minutes #B039 – September 14, 2001 APPROVED
Board members in attendance:






J. Connolly

F. MacPherson






W. Eggert

A. Nicholls






D. Hengel

G. Stewart






A. Jones

W. Trask






H. Varshney

Staff in attendance:


J. Mayr, Registrar






B. Johnson, Recording Secretary

D. Hengel called the meeting, held at the College office in New Westminster, to order at 9:40 a.m.

1. Approval of draft agenda
MOTION:
by G. Stewart, that the agenda be amended by adding a report from the Discipline Committee and changing the numbering as follows: 3.1 Registration Committee; 3.2 Discipline Committee; and 3.3 Inquiry Committee. Seconded J. Connolly

CARRIED

MOTION:  
by D. Hengel, that the appointment of a Panel to conduct the Registrar’s performance review be added to section 2.1 Business arising from the minutes of the April 20,2001 meeting. Seconded J. Connolly 

CARRIED

MOTION:
by G. Stewart, to approve the agenda as amended. Seconded J. Connolly

CARRIED

2. Approval of draft minutes of AGM

MOTION:
by D. Hengel to approve the minutes.

W. Eggert requested an amendment to the April 20, 2001, minutes at Item 4, Appointment of Committee Chairs.  The first motion is changed by adding “for a term of not more than” after the word “Vice Chair”. 

The motion now reads: “ that no member of the Board may be elected as Chair or Vice-Chair for a term of not more than three consecutive years.”
MOTION:
by G. Stewart, seconded by H. Varshney, to accept the further amendment to April 20, 2001, minutes.

CARRIED

MOTION:
by J. Connolly, seconded by A. Jones, to approve the draft minutes of the Annual General Meeting.

CARRIED

2.1 Business arising from the minutes

AIT report: A. Nicholls reported to the Board about the Labour Mobility meeting that was held in Banff, AB.  The financial report to that meeting indicates that funds, in the amount of $1200 are to be reimbursed to British Columbia. The cheque has not been received. The Board instructs the Registrar to pursue the matter. A letter is to be sent enquiring about the payment.

ACTION: REGISTRAR

DBA names:  The Board reviewed and discussed the draft information package that is to be sent to registrants. 

W. Eggert suggested that wording be added to advise registrants that the Board is obliged by legislation to enforce the requirements on advertising, the use of “doing business as names, and Health Professions Corporation’s permits.

A. Jones suggested labeling the examples so that registrants could quickly identify examples that demonstrate acceptable and non-acceptable application of the Bylaws.

A. Jones, J. Connolly, and W. Eggert suggested that the scenario of buying a business, in which the original registrant is no longer active, and the appropriate use of corporate and personal names should be added. 

Additionally W. Eggert suggests that the Board needed to clarify the use of the term “formerly” when used by a registrant who had purchased a business. He suggested that registrants be permitted to use “formerly” in advertising for a period of not more than 2-years. G. Stewart suggests that an example be included in the DBA information package. 

MOTION:
by G. Stewart, seconded by H. Varshney that the suggestions be incorporated into the package and that the package be sent to registrants. 

CARRIED

Conflict of interest statement for Handbook:  D. Hengel explained the origin and development of the Conflict of Interest Statement. 

A. Jones suggested that the definition of a representative created some redundancy in the document. She suggested the following: 

The two incidents where the Statement refers to “a representative who is a board member” it should be amended to “a representative”,

The title of Section 3 of the draft document, “Specific Complaints”, should be changed to “Processing Specific Complaints to Avoid a Conflict”,

Section 3(a)(i) should state that the complaint is about the registrar in his/her official capacity as the registrar,

Section 3(a)(ii) should state that the complaint is about the registrar in his/her capacity as a registrant,

Section 3 of the draft should be moved to the end of the document, 

MOTION:
by J. Connolly, seconded by A. Jones, to accept as amended.

CARRIED

Appointment of panel for Registrar Salary and Performance Evaluation Review

D. Hengel discussed the process of evaluation as of April 20, 2001.  Discussion by Board members followed.

MOTION:
by D. Hengel, seconded by J. Connolly, to appoint W. Eggert as chair to the Registrar Evaluation Review Panel and public appointees A. Jones and H. Varshney comprising the other members of the panel.

CARRIED

The panel will is to report back to the Board on progress on the registrar’s performance evaluation. 

MOTION:
by W. Eggert, seconded by J. Connolly, that the Registrar’s salary be reviewed annually prior to approval of the budget.

CARRIED

The executive committee must approve a budget at the November meeting and may make recommendations to the Panel reviewing the registrar’s salary and performance prior to the Board meeting 

2.2 Registrar’s report

J. Mayr introduced the monthly Income and Expenses Statements from April through August.  The Board members reviewed the statement and J. Mayr answered questions.

J. Mayr introduced a letter from a registrant about delays in approving course submissions. The letter was introduced as required by the new Conflict of Interest Statement criteria regarding specific complaints.  The Board members considered the letter and decided that the Chair will write and address issues related to the registrant’s letter.

Action: 
D. Hengel will address the QAC approval process (Section 11, page 3 of the Handbook) in a letter to a Registrant.

MOTION:
by W. Trask, seconded by G.Stewart, to accept the Registrar’s report and financials as presented.

CARRIED

Mr. Varshney left the meeting at 12:40

3. Ongoing Committees’ and Officers’ reports

3.1 Registration Committee

G. Stewart reported the results of the Clinical Examinations held in July. Four candidates attempted the opportunity with three being successful. Mr. Stewart reported that the Committee had approved licenses for two registrants from Alberta who wished to act as examiners at the clinical exam.  Alberta is interested in implementing an OSCE style and requested that J. Mayr attend a meeting of the Alberta Education Committee to assist in exam development. G. Stewart reported that Mr. Mayr would attend the meeting on September 20, 2001.

Alberta has also approached the Registration Committee to explore sharing theory examination databases. Databases have been exchanged and discussions will continue. An agreement to ensure the security of the database is in place.

 The Committee is reviewing the length of the internship and the requirements of mentors. Registrant’s received an invitation to write to the committee to raise issues of concern.  Depending on the information received the committee may hold an open meeting for registrants to obtain further input. 

3.1.b
Discipline Committee Report

W. Eggert discussed the composition of a Discipline Panels, and whether they may have legal counsel. He advised the Board that he would attempt to fill a vacancy on a panel, scheduled to convene a Hearing on October 31,2001, by asking a lawyer to serve on the panel. 

Panel of Discipline Committee

MOTION:

by W. Eggert, seconded by G. Stewart, that the Board consents to the Discipline Panel, scheduled for Hearing October 31,2001, pursuant to section 35 of the Bylaws, retaining legal counsel if necessary. 

CARRIED

IN CAMERA DISCUSSION – Discipline Committee members W. Eggert and 

                                               G. Stewart left the meeting.

IN CAMERA DISCUSSION ENDED

MOTION:
by G. Stewart, seconded by J. Connolly, to approve the Committee’s reports.

CARRIED

4. Update from planning groups

4.1 Communications (Connolly, Nicholls, Hengel)

D. Hengel reported about mailing of newsletter, planned are three per year, submission of articles by Board members.  D. Hengel asked Board members about feedback for newsletter.

Action: Committee chairs and members of the Board are to submit material for the Articulator for review not later than October 19,2001.

The panel opened discussion about the Annual General Meeting and the number of registrants who attended this year’s meeting.  They canvassed the Board for concerns about timing and the amount of information presented. There was general agreement that the Board continues to schedule the AGM at the same time as the Denturist Assocation’s AGM, but that the timing of the meeting be changed so to maximize opportunity for registrants to attend. 

J. Connolly suggested that the College place listings in all of the Telus White Pages directories. It was suggested that this item will have budget implications and should be discussed during the budget process. 

Handbook/Conflict of Interest Statement – The amended Conflict of Interest Statement is to replace the current statement in the Handbook. Once this is complete the handbook is ready for reprint.

4.2 Standards of Practice

W. Eggert reported that no activities by this committee have taken place. Dr. Eggert and J. Mayr will meet to discuss strategy for the standards.

4.3 Bylaws

G. Stewart suggested that Board members review the Bylaws.

4.4 Add to groups

F. MacPherson and H. Varshney are added to the Standards of Practice group.

W. Trask reported that M. Green is a new member of the Inquiry Committee.

5. Consequential motion

MOTION:
by W. Eggert, seconded by G. Stewart, that pursuant to section 50(3)(a) of the Bylaws (June 2000), the theory portion of the registration examinations may be held prior to the completion of the internship.

CARRIED

6. Board business conducted by electronic means

D. Hengel asked about e-mail correspondence implemented a few months ago.  The Board members discussed this issue.   J. Mayr suggested that the Board needs procedures if it wishes to use email as a method of conducting business.  These must include quorum for decisions. The Board agrees that the general business of the Board should not be conducted by email. The value of discussion by members of the Board at meetings outweighs the benefits of electronic business. The Board agrees to give the Registrar discretion on what is sent out by email.

Next Board meeting:
November 30, 2001

The meeting was adjourned at 2:15 p.m.
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