
THE COLLEGE'S MEDALS AND PRIZES

The Court of Electors have recently reviewed
College prizes, and have instituted a new Research
Prize to supersede the Bronze Medal and Prize and
the Divisional Prizes.

GASKELL MEDAL AND PRIZE
In addition to the Medal the award attached to

this prize is Â£150. The annual examination for the
prize will be held in April or May, 1979. Entries
should be sent in by 31 March 1979.

The Prize has always been considered one of the
foremost academic distinctions obtainable in clinical
psychiatry, and members are asked to bring it to the
notice of suitable candidates at their hospitals who
may be eligible to compete.

Full particulars of the Regulations are given
below, and entry forms may be obtained on
application to the Dean.

Regulations
The examination must be held in England accord

ing to the terms of the Trust.
Candidates must produce evidence of (a) having

been qualified medical officers in one or more
psychiatric hospitals or clinics in psychiatry in the
United Kingdom or elsewhere in the Commonwealth
or in the Republic of Ireland for at least two years ;
(b) having passed the M.R.C.Psych., examination
or possessing any other degree or diploma in psycho
logical medicine.

Candidates must be over 23 and under 35 years of
age on ist January of the year of the examination.

The examination includes a written paper, a
clinical and an oral.

An entry fee of Â£5is charged, returnable to bona
fide candidates.

RESEARCH PRIZE
A College Prize will be awarded for Research.
The value of the prize will be Â£150.
A limit of two such prizes will be awarded each

year.
No prize will be awarded if a sufficient standard is

not reached.
The Examiners for the Research Prize will be

nominated jointly by the Court of Electors and
Research Committee.

Entrance for the Prize will be limited to Members
(or Inceptors) of the College below the rank of
Consultant Psychiatrist (or equivalent).

Reports of research carried out by candidates for
the prize should be submitted to the Dean by the
31 March of each year. Reports received alter this
date will be accepted as entries for the Prize for the
following year.

THOMASBEWLEY
Dean

The Awards for 1978
The Gaskell Medal and Prize has been awarded to

Dr Pamela Jane Taylor of Guy's Hospital.

The Bronze Medal and Prize has been awarded to
Dr Stuart Arthur Checkley of the Institute of
Psychiatry.

THE JCHPT, ACCREDITATION AND THE EEC
i. From the Chairman, Education Committee's Working Party of Trainees

The Joint Committee on Higher Psychiatric have gone ahead with their accreditation exercises.
Training (JCHPT) was set up to monitor the
standards of higher training in psychiatry and also
'to accredit completion of training by the award of an
appropriate certificate'.* Other branches of medicine

* The Joint Committee on Higher Psychiatric Training:
First Reportâ€”1975.

The JCHPT decided not to proceed until we see
whether the Government accepts the recommen
dations of the Merrison Committee. If that happens
the likely consequences may be as follows: A trainee
will apply for enrolment on completion of a 3-year
period of post-registration general professional

160

https://doi.org/10.1192/S0140078900003266 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1192/S0140078900003266


training (M.R.C.Psych.). There will then follow a
period of three years of higher training leading to
accreditation by the JCHPT as a specialist in one or
more of the five branches of psychiatry. Criteria for
accreditation for the five branches of psychiatry have
not yet been decided.

Accreditation by the JCHPT will be entirely
separate from the EEC regulations for specialist
registration. It is likely that if an individual is granted
specialist status by the JCHPT he will more than
fulfil the criteria for an EEC specialist but not vice
versa.

It is clear that if such regulations are enforced they
will have vitally important implications for trainees.

The JCHPT is still debating what form specialist
accreditation in psychiatry will take if it is to be
introduced.

We would like to receive views on this issue and it
would be helpful if as many trainees as possible would
write to David Gill, Chairman of the Working Party
of Trainees, Knowle Hospital, Fareham, Hampshire,
or to Chris Freeman, Secretary of APIT, Royal
Edinburgh Hospital, Morningside Park, Edinburgh
EH io sHF. Some may prefer to discuss the matter
with their local representative on the Working
Party of Trainees, so that there can be a full debate
at our next meeting.

DAVIDGILL

2. From the Secretary, Joint Committee on Higher Psychiatric Training

Any contribution to the debate on the pros and
cons of accreditation is to be welcomed, but I am not
sure that Dr Gill's notice does full justice to the

complexities of the issue.
In most other specialties some form of certificate

of completion of specialist training is issued by the
appropriate College or Joint Committee, and the
debate in other Colleges tends to be about the
question of whether such a certificate should be given
automatically on completing a fixed period of time
in Senior Registrar posts or whether its issue should
be subject to some further form of assessment or
examination.

Psychiatrists have certainly not reached this point,
and certain members of the JCHPT feel that the
presence of College representatives on appointment
committees for consultants is a sufficient safeguard
for the public and will ensure that those becoming
consultants are adequately trained. Those holding
this view would certainly support the continuing
inspection of training programmes in order to
improve the quality of higher training experience
available throughout the country.

Other members of the JCHPT feel that appoint
ment committees for consultants do not provide
sufficient guarantee of the quality of the individual
candidate, and wish to see a formal accreditation
certificate, particularly in the psychiatric specialties.

The Joint Committee has therefore set up a Work

ing Party on Accreditation with the following remit:
'To examine and report back to the Joint

Committee on possible criteria for accreditation,
and procedural questions implied by them,
after consultation with the Specialist Advisory
Sub-Committees and other Higher Training
Committees.'

The Working Party has met on several occasions
and its preliminary views are now being studied by
the five Specialist Advisory Sub-Committees.

We hope that should accreditation begin this will
be a simple procedure for the majority of trainees who
have held approved Senior Registrar or Honorary
Senior Registrar posts for a period of three years. At
the same time we wish to adopt a flexible approach to
trainees who have had less orthodox programmes of
training, and particularly those who have spent a
substantial amount of time in \vhole-time research.
We envisage no form of examination during the
higher training period but expect that local com
mittees will ensure that the trainees 'perform to the
satisfaction of their supervisors'.

It is not yet clear whether new legislation will
make a specialist register compulsory in this country,
and this is the principal reason for the JCHPT
postponing a decision to begin accreditation, despite
the fact that this leaves us in a different position
from most other branches of medicine.

G. C. TIMBURY
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