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Welcome


   


         Prof. Papalois - UEMS President
Prof. Papalois welcomed everyone and reiterated the fact that the Advisory Board (AB) is a forum for UEMS Sections, which will vote in indicative manner. 

Roll-call of Sections
                                                                 


                                           Dr Grenho - UEMS Secretary General
34 Sections were present or represented. 

18 simple majority votes. 

1. Approval of the agenda **                                                                                       
Dr Durkan – Chair of the AB
The Agenda was approved.
32 votes in favour.
2. Approval of the minutes of the October 2021 AB **                              
Dr Durkan – Chair of the AB
Dr Agius explained that Prof. Fenton made an objection to the minutes. 

The Minutes were approved.

29 votes in favour.
3. Specialist issues
3.1. UEMS Section of Medical Genetics suggested baseline of Genetics and Genomics for ETRs                                                                                                             Prof. Turnpenny
Secretary Section Medical Genetics
Prof. Turnpenny presented. 

The proposal made by Prof. Turnpenny is to incorporate Genetics and Genomics in all UEMS ETRs, in a current context of Genetics and Genomics revolution. He suggested that today’s medical specialist trainees be aware of the implications of genetics in most specialisations, referring to the world class character of the ETRs. A basic understanding of genetics and genomics, in terms of skills and attitudes, would enhance the ability to work in multidisciplinary teams later on.

Prof. Cikes (ETR Review Committee) congratulated UEMS Section of Medical Genetics on their excellent document. Prof. Cikes also recommended all colleagues from all UEMS Sections and bodies to think about it and consider the proposal. 
Prof. Papalois added that this was going to be adapted and serve as an advisory document for colleagues who wish to take into consideration what is essential to them, with regard to the genetic aspect. UEMS President underlined that fact that is a recommendation and a guideline, not a prerequisite in editing ETR and thanked the section for their spirit into addressing this proposal.
3.2. UEMS Section of Dermatology and Venereology suggestion regarding the process of approval of ETRs
       Prof. Arenberger & Dr Jasaitiene
President & Secretary Section Dermatology & Venereology
Dr Jasaitiene presented. 

Dr Moog (Section Medical Genetics) shared insights of her experience on the matter, with its positive and negatives, and affirmed her support on the idea. 

Prof. Cikes explained that it was an extremely important topic. She stated that since last year a new document was introduced (terms of reference), timeline and possibility to record all events related to ETR process. Prof. Cikes informed the audience that these documents were available on Google Drive and accessible to everybody. Further on, Prof. Cikes expressed gratefulness towards Prof. Felice. 

Lastly, Prof. Cikes spoke about the membership of the ETR Review Committee and launched an open invitation to all of those interested, in the aim of establishing the said committee before the next UEMS Council, Fall 2022.
UEMS President explained that authors of ETRs are ultimately responsible for the submission of the ETR final document version. In addition to that, he mentioned that an ETR conference will follow along the UEMS Council in order to debate and discuss all pending related matters. 
Prof. Fassina (UEMS Pathology Section) stated his intention to strongly collaborate with sub-specialties of Pathology. 
3.3. Comments from the Section of Paediatrics on issues of overlap within ETRs   
Dr Russell
Chair of the European Board of Paediatrics
The matter will be discussed in the future. 

3.4. Training Requirements & other documents  
3.4.1.  Preamble for ETRs **                              
                 

                                                                                                          Prof. Cikes – UEMS Vice President
Prof. Cikes presented the Preamble for ETRs. 
Dr Brittlebank congratulated, especially for use of CanMEDS. Dr Brittlebank made a plea for consistency regarding terminology – curriculum, syllabus, competency framework. He stated to have detected certain imprecision in terminology and expressed that it would be helpful to define the terms within the document. 
Dr Durkan (Chair of UEMS Grouping I) explained that the terminology matter came up also during meeting of Grouping I and that and Prof. Felice is taking charge. Dr Durkan further added that comments were well taken. 

Prof. Cikes announced a 2-days conference about ETR (scheduled in April 2023), that will be dedicated to enrich the current template for writing ETRs and the process’s way forward, in order to help authors in the editing process. 

Vote: 28 votes – yes 96% - abstain 4% - no 0% 

The ETR Preamble was approved.
3.4.2.  UEMS Bodies without (updated) ETRs                                                                         
Dr Papandroudis – UEMS Vice President
Dr Papandroudis presented the item. 
Prof. Papalois mentioned that UEMS colleagues should see ETRs as an opportunity. The process of revision is not aimed for rewriting the ETR. He also expressed his willingness to support whenever needed. Prof. Papalois further mentioned that terms as Syllabus and eligibility requirements are not ETRs.
Dr Aclimandos (Ophthalmology) stated that his section is working on ETR, emphasizing on the fact that it is a speciality with huge variation, where diplomacy needs to be exercised. 

Prof. Papalois affirmed that Ophthalmology sections benefits from one of the most successful exams and advised that the exam itself would be a good start to produce the ETR of the section, by analysing its process backwards. 
Prof. Cras (Neurology) expressed that there must be a connection between ETR and the exam. 

Dr Papandroudis stressed on the importance of achieving high standard of training for minimum requirements. 
3.5. Training Requirements                                                                                                                                                                        
3.5.1. Training Requirements for Neurology **                                                                  Dr Cras
Doc – ETR NL
Dr Cras presented the ETR for Neurology.
Dr Turnpenny congratulated Dr Cras for his presentation and further mentioned about the intersection between Clinical Genetics and Neurology. Considering that ETRN contains references to Clinical Genetics he suggested that the matter could be enhanced by competences, and suggested reading a Genetics Report in that sense. Dr Turnpenny further stressed on the importance within when referring to clinical genetics. Dr Cras mentioned that the point had been well considered.
Dr Zampolini (Physical and Rehabilitation Medicine) expressed his thanks for the application of their section’s query and affirming his willingness to collaborate with Neurology. 

Vote: 29 votes – 97% approved – 3% no – 0 abstain

The ETR for Neurology was supported.
3.5.2. Training Requirements for Endocrine Surgery **  
                
Prof. Gimm
Doc – ETR ES
Prof. Gimm presented the ETR for Endocrine Surgery. 
Vote: 28 votes – 100% yes 
The ETR for Endocrine Surgery was unanimously supported.
3.5.3. Training Requirements for Anaesthesiology **                                                      
Prof. Sabelnikovs  
Doc – ETR AN
Prof. Sabelnikovs presented the ETR for Anaesthesiology.
Prof. Peul (Neurosurgery) stated that he had not seen skills for pain management requirements and inquired whether this will be considered. Prof. Sabelnikovs replied that that the competences were agreed within the European Board of Anaesthesiology.

Dr Turnpenny expressed his contentment about the ETRA and made some specific remarks with regard to the cross-sectional matter which Prof. Sabelnikovs acknowledged.
Dr Brown (Emergency Medicine) expressed her support towards the document. She did however mention to have an issue with the terminology of the ETR, as it would appear to reference critical emergency medicine as a domain of anaesthesiology, which undermines the complexity of the specialty that they represent. Dr Brown further said that she would like this matter to be readdressed. Prof. Sabelnikovs replied that the way critical emergency medicine was referred to had been used in that way for more than 10 years – and agreed that the term indeed reflected a set of competences which is cross-sectional. He also stated to understand the addressed concerns, further mentioning his willingness to bring up the matter within the European Board of Anaesthesiology. Prof. Papalois inquired which would be the suggested terminology instead and was replied that “critical care in emergency setting” would be a more appropriate term. Prof. Sabelnikovs was further on asked by the UEMS President if he considers Dr Brown’s terminology amendment, to which he replied affirmatively, confirming his openness to discuss it. Prof. Papalois insisted on the importance of semantics and Dr Brown mentioned that meaning is indeed very important to their section.

Vote: 26 votes – 88% in favour – 8% abstain – 4% no 

The ETR for Anaesthesiology was supported.
Prof. Cikes congratulated everyone for their commitment and specifically the three sections for their efforts and hard work, and expressed her thanks on behalf of ETR Review Committee. 
4. Constitutional issues

4.1.   Training objectives for UEMS specialists pertaining to the care of adolescents and young adults                
                                                                                        Prof. Michaud
President MJC Adolescent Medicine
Prof. Michaud presented the document. 
Prof. Papalois said that the presentation was excellent and that the document would serve as support for future ETRs.
4.2. Creation of a Thematic Federation on medical ethics
Dr Papandroudis
Panhellenic Medical Association
Dr Papandroudis presented the creation of the TF. 
Dr Zampolini expressed his support on the matter, highlighting however that he would like to look at different aspects of ethics, for example bioethical aspects. Prof. Papalois explained it was supported by General Medical Council of Spain and that it had been discussed within the Extended Executive Council that ethical matters are the focus – work with WMA and CEOM. 

Prof. Fassina mentioned that current GDPR cover the aspects of harmonising privacy and confidentiality.  Dr Papandroudis acknowledged and mentioned that the scenario changed during the pandemic and that the intention of this TF is to cover the ethical aspects and medical deontology purposely for medical specialists.
Prof. Moog (Medical Genetics) congratulated on the proposal, detailing that new technologies have made us ponder the ethical issues.  
4.3. Creation of the European Board of Rare and Undiagnosed Diseases (EBRUD)
Prof. Melegh

President MJC RUD
Prof. Melegh presented. 
Prof. Moog stated that the strongest link of the MJC RUD is with Medical Genetics Section. Prof. Moog further stated that MG section was not involved in any activity of the MJC since 2018 and stated her concerns about doubling efforts and conflicting statements. Her most important concern regards the exam that the MJC wants to offer. Prof. Moog suggested that perhaps a better idea would be rethinking the place of MJC RUB in assisting MG Section with the wide spectrum of rare diseases. Her last point was that there was no dissemination of information about the composition of the envisaged EBRUD. 
Prof. Melegh replied and mentioned the ETRs he worked on, acknowledging the similarities and trying to reassure Prof. Moog, as there will be no overlapping consequences. Prof. Melegh further stated that his intention is not to repeat the exams but to focus exclusively on the undiagnosed diseases.
Prof. Papalois explained that MJC RUD had been created in response to the initiative of the European Commission, for developing the European reference network. UEMS President further mentioned that the aim has never been to create another specialty, but the contrary, bringing colleagues together. Prof. Papalois highlighted that the aim of a new board creation is to explore educational areas not yet covered, to expand over unknown territories. As such, the board is expected to become the educational arm of the MJC RUD. Prof. Papalois complimented MJC RUD for its entire work and for issuing the Memorandums of Understanding.  He has also added that Medical Genetics Section should be formally represented within MJC RUD.
Vote: 28 VOTES – 54% approve – abstain 25% – no 21%
The creation of the EBRUD was supported.
5. Reports from the Groupings                                                                      
Grouping II - UEMS Secretary-General, Dr Joao Grenho, explained that Chair and Secretary of UEMS Grouping II were not able to attend, mentioning the need to have fully online or onsite meetings. During the meeting it was suggested to add the name of the officers to the minutes of the meetings; there were no concerns raised and overall support expressed regarding ETRs on the Agenda. 
The main two topics debated during the Grouping II meeting were:
· How to assist the (UEMS) NMAs in getting feedback from national societies on ETRs;
· The usage of ETRs on our behalf of UEMS as an organisation – strategies for promotion were considered - among universities, junior doctors etc. It has been also suggested that when an ETR gets approved, to edit a version for the general public, defining its educational purpose and scope. 

Another topic of discussion was about the work and the issues that Head and Neck Surgery MJC is confronted with; there was an active dialogue on how to bring everyone together within the MJC.

Grouping I – The Chair, Dr Maeve Durkan, stated there was a uniform approval of the management and a general understanding of using negative interest money in relocating outstanding loans. Further on, Dr Durkan mentioned it had been considered the potential support fund of bigger sections to help repay the loans. In addition to that, the Chair of Grouping I mentioned the interactive comments for a fund for policy, and even the suggestion fund for Secretariat. Three policies were raised on the Grouping I agenda: common website platform, common expenses and an IT investment hybrid meeting. Another matter brought on the table of discussions was the suggestion expressed by PGT WG (Post Graduate Training WG), which considers investing in a strategy for training requirements. Dr Durkan also mentioned that CESMA has looked at proposals. Overall, the Chair declared there was a clear consensus protocol about policy. Grouping I tackled the matter related to expenditures within Sections on the long run. Finally, the ETR strategy was debated and welcomed by Grouping I sections. 
Grouping III – The Chair, Prof. Paolo Ricci, highlighted the importance of having internal meetings, declaring that only 6 sections were present. Prof. Ricci evoked four main points at the core of their meeting. In first place, Grouping III declared its support towards the EBRUD creation, mentioning that an agreement should be found between MG Section and MJC RUD. Secondly, the ETR in Anaesthesiology was discussed in detail as it pertains to two sections of Grouping III, Anaesthesiology and Emergency medicine. Furthermore, with regard to the process of approval of ETRs, the general idea was that the author of the ETR replies the queries and concerns addressed by different section, in order to avoid confusion. The forth matter was about the financial issues faced by the sections, to which they will have a closer insight following UEMS Treasurer’s Report. 

Lastly, Prof. Ricci suggested to present the Grouping report before starting the Advisory Board, because they discuss these matters internally. Prof. Papalois found Prof. Ricci’s proposal reasonable. 
6. Future Finances of UEMS Sections and Boards                                                  
6.1. Review of the process of calculating of the Management Fee                               
Dr Magennis
6.2. Reducing impact of negative interest rates by investing funds                  
Dr Magennis
6.3. Financial collaboration: multi-specialty groups and common projects
              Dr Magennis   

Dr Magennis presented. 
Dr Firth mentioned that the funding of the multi-specialty groups through the NMAs should be discussed by the NMAs. Dr Durkan replied that this issue should perhaps be re-addressed the next day, at the Council.

Prof. Papalois congratulated Dr Magennis for his excellent presentation and clarified two important points in the aftermath of the financial presentation: 
1. Regarding the snapshot made by the internal auditors, Prof. Papalois explained that the 18K are at first glance “unaccountable”, as they are somehow in transit (considering the complexity of the business of our field, at the moment of the audit this sum was not yet invoiced or it was in process of justification).

2. Secondly, UEMS President stressed on the importance of having targeted meetings for the Groupings of the Sections, regularly. Prof. Papalois drew attention on the paramount importance of these meetings, expressing his expectations to receive concrete proposals on how to utilise and invest the immense financial reserves by next Council Meeting in October.
Prof. Guy (MJC Paediatric Urology) addressed his question regarding common projects and the wish to have a UEMS cloud for smaller sections which have low budget.

Dr Magennis first replied to Dr Firth, saying that it comes up to NMAs to decide whether they wish to contribute in the funding of the multi-specialty groups. 

Secondly, in reply to Prof. Guys concern, Dr Magennis stated that in terms of cloud, two main things are important - to publicise and market what the UEMS is doing; this could be a common trunk project that would be beneficial within UEMS. Dr Durkan suggested that this might be added to the policies agenda and be advocated.
Dr Haas, UEMS Treasurer, offered clarifications and example situations for paying back the loans.
7. AOB
                                                            
Dr Durkan concluded the AB Council by thanking the participants and announcing the UEMS Fall Council, which will be held in Athens.
8. Next Meetings
UEMS Council Fall 2022                                             7-8 October 2022, Athens, Greece
Items in italic with ** require a vote or a decision.
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