Taking CHERRI Forward

Brief Notes of a teleconference to discuss this on Thursday 15th June 2006.

Present:

Neil Jacobs (NJ)

JISC (chair)

Rachel Ellaway (RE)

University of Edinburgh (Co-author of the CHERRI report)

Helen Cameron (HC)

University of Edinburgh (Co-author of the CHERRI report)

Megan Quentin-Baxter (MQB)Higher Education Academy, subject centre for medicine, dentistry & vetinerary science

Naomi Korn
(NK)

Consultant working for JISC on IPR issues

Malcolm Teague (MT)
UKERNA/NHS-HE Forum

Apologies:

Roland Rosner
 (RR)

UCL & Chair of NHS-HE Forum

Nicole Harris
(NH)

JISC

NJ had spoken to RR and he had apologised for not being able to join the meeting. He would however drop a note to NJ on his thoughts in the the next few days.

Current Situation
The CHERRI report is now published and is the culmination of the project work between June and December last year. RE further reported that no further work going forward has been undertaken except for dissemination.
Key Stakeholder Groups – needs/requirements

The following were identified:

· All NHS Trusts and authorities in each home country

· GMC (NHS bodies look to the GMC although there is a disconnect between the framework & practice) – contact Roger Worthington

· Group brought together by the GMC that looks at regulatory issues involved in education, not just medicine but nursing, social work and others as well- contact Ben Griffiths

· NHS Caldicott Guardians Group (MT to find out contact details)

· NHS Connecting for Health Group looking at patient consent for clinical applications (MT to find out contact details)

· Picker Institute, following their recent report on Professionalism

· Association of UK University Hospitals (AUKUH), Council of Heads of Medical Schools (CHMS) & Council of Deans and Heads of UK University Facilities for Nursing & Health Professions.
· HEA Advisory Group (which has Prof Tony Weetman, Dean at Sheffield Medical School and chair of CHMS Education Committee as a member)

· NHS-HE Forum

RE and HC are meeting with the GMC next week and will at the same time raise the link with the group coordinated by Ben Griffiths.

Many stakeholders are interested but have been wary to get involved because they know it is a can of worms. On the other hand the CHERRI recommendations offer a way forward for bringing clarity and consistency to the current situation.

There would be a balance of gently lobbying individuals and groups as well as collecting together a list of all the interested parties for potentially a concerted launch of lobbying to all groups at the same time.

A copy of the CHERRI report would be sent to all the people who contributed to the report eg interviews and survey, to help with the dissemination but also to look for potential champions to help take it forward.

Strategy for Progression

RE asked the question “Who are we?” to take CHERRI forward. It was agreed that at present we are an informal lobbying group working together to find ways of implementing the recommendations of the CHERRI Report. MQB suggested that it would be useful to have an agreed statement of what is trying to be achieved. HC agreed to help MQB with a first draft of this.
NK commented on the IPR issues and thought that by the time Creative Commons had been modified enough to become “Clinical Commons” then it would be quite different and probably not something that Creative Commons would support. RE and HC clarified that the recommendation was fundamentally to use the clarity and simplicity of approach that is in Creative Commons rather than Creative Commons itself necessarily.

NK said that JISC were about to commission further studies on IPR issues, looking and Creative Commons and other models. Part of this was potentially to have case studies and the CHERRI recommendation could possibly be included as one such case study. It could look at whether other models might be more suitable for the requirement and achieve the same objective. This was seen as a very helpful suggestion. The timescale is ITT in the beginning of July with the project due to finish at the end of November.
Other work that would help now includes:

· Develop a first pass framework for people to implement 

· Develop teaching materials on the CHERRI issues that could be included in undergraduate programmes 

· Try out the practical implementation and workflow of a 6 point licence model with related guidelines to see what the issues are (Edinburgh could do this for instance using the images and materials not currently deemed in need of consent)

Means to Action the Strategy

· A Wiki would be set up by NJ to share and develop the plan (this will be available to the current group and those involved from the JISC Images Group)

· JISC have already agreed to fund travel and subsistence for JE and HC to undertake the CHERRI dissemination activities

· MQB suggested that she and JE work on a bid for £1000 to provide some support to Edinburgh for their continued efforts

