Confer meeting on state regulation 23 January 2009.
Nearly 200 people attended this conference in London, including speakers and 5 AHPP members (Guy Gladstone, Josefine Speyer, Cabby Laffy, Affiliates Sally Forster & Birgit Heiller, plus myself; I didn’t get to speak to them all).  

The event started off with prepared statements by the speakers, then their answers to pre-set questions – of course all this over-ran the timetable and there was only time for a few questions from the audience before the postponed lunch & then the afternoon session in small groups.  Interesting & illuminating, but frustrating.
Michael Fisher from Kings College spoke first – on the KC research on the bad effects of state regulation on medical & other practitioners; later he have another summary of this which seemed completely devastating of HPC-type regulation.

Lynne Gabriel from BACP said that conflict is to be expected at such times as these, & can be fruitful; later she said that BACP would offer each member an opt-in or opt-out for database transfer to HPC.  She seemed to me to have taken on board that most BACP members are resentful of HPC, & to have genuinely changed her previous pro position.
Darian Leader from the Alliance For/Against etc spoke next – clearly, cogently, followed by Julian Loussada of BPC who adopted a on-the-one-hand, on-the-other-hand position – therapy should be socially accountable but maybe the current HPC proposals are not the best.
Adrian Samuels gave a stirring performance, outlining the three-track approach he said UKCP is following: negotiate with HPC; stop HPC (by judicial review etc); develop alternatives – and he now prefers the term Alternative Practitioner Accountability to Principled Non-Compliance.  He was applauded, but there was also resistance to the over-the-topness of how rather than what he said.
Marc Seale from HPC gave a short, vague keeping-my-head-down kind of statement: just following government instructions/no choices to be made/no discretion etc.   Later he followed the many and weighty critiques of anti-HPC speakers by seeking to give “factual corrections” – these were all bits of bureaucratic sleight of hand.  Basically, he avoided engaging.
Diane Waller, chair of the HPC Professional Liaison Group gave the last statement, & the weakest; throughout she looked very pissed off.  About the only substance was that, yes maybe the generic Standards of Proficiency are somewhat medical model but the PLG would work on revising the language.  What she didn’t seem to get was that the generic SOPS follow the wrong paradigm for psychotherapy & counselling (diagnosis, intervention, management plan leading to an outcome of ‘problem fixed’) – it’s not just a matter of twiddling the language.

Andrew Samuels pressed Marc Seale to allow UKCP & others into the PLG’s work on generic standards; Seale said it’s not possible but failed to say why.  He made clear that while PLG was diddling away with words of the SOPs all the main issues have been kicked upstairs to the Dept of Health.   How could we influence things now? – try to influence the DoH, he said, & you haven’t got much chance.
I asked him for the timescale, & he confirmed what Mike & I learned from our December teleconference with the HPC Policy Manager: - earliest a Section 60 order will appear for 3-months consultation is late 2011, then into the parliamentary process so 2012 before it is LAW.  That starts database transfer, plus the 3 years grandparenting before 2015-ish when one is carted off to the Tower of London for saying “I am a Psychotherapist” without the HPC rubberstamp on forehead.  The only addition he made to this was that in probably July this year there will be a government document which includes their policy position, impact assessment & plans for the S60 (last bit was unclear, as was the purpose of this gov’t document).
Overall, I was impressed by the sheer intellectual weight of the case against HPC, & the absence of any real case for.  They’re simply avoiding any rational engagement, & trying to plough ahead on a we’ve-got-the-power basis.   Not enough was said about the judicial review, I thought;  March Seale kept saying it’s sub judice, others said it’s not, but there was not time to lay out all the HPC’s procedural abuse & garner more donations (thinks, “if I win the Lottery…”).   Seriously, could not AHPP make a donation?  After all, we pay UKCP a lot to pull the rug from under us.
UKCP ex-chair James Antrican was on the list of attendees but didn’t appear, not did Vice-Chair Tom Warnecke.  Sally Forster left halfway through the morning.  A small group of UKCP loyalists (Jo Quennell etc etc) say at the back & mostly kept shtum.

Guy might like to add some pearls to all this. 

The meeting was at Conway Hall, in Red Lion Square.  Last time I was there I was a lad rioting against the Vietnam War.  How appropriate.  Back to the barricades.
Ian 25jan10

