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Dear Dame Glenys, 

General Medical Council – Guidance to General Practitioners 

Members of Homeopathy International (HINT) have for the past year been requesting from the General Medical 

Council (GMC) the release of updated Consent guidance for doctors, applicable to any clinical area in which they 

work.  

Throughout UK primary care, (it is used less often in secondary care), “The Green Book, Immunisation against 

infectious disease” published by Public Health England (PHE) is regarded as the authoritative source for guidance 

on vaccination practice. Chapter 2, on Consent, includes this sentence in its introduction “The guidance in this 

chapter is based on the current legal position and the standards expected of health professionals by their 

regulatory bodies “. 

This last edition of the Green Book was published in 2013 and has no mention of the Montgomery judgement in 

2015, which replaced the Bolam case as the legal test on how a practitioner’s performance is judged. It is thus 

NOT based on the current legal position. In short, when assessing a practitioner’s performance, in discussing 

consent, Bolam required a medical consensus approach, Montgomery requires a patient centered approach.  

There are also numerous reminders in the Green Book that practitioners have a responsibility to keep themselves 

up to date on changes in clinical practice and in other areas. The primary source of guidance for practitioners is 

their regulatory body, the GMC, and it is a core function of the regulator to provide and promote such guidance. 

There appears to be a loop in which the regulator requires the doctor to maintain up-to-date knowledge but fails 

in its duty to provide such up-to-date information. 

The current position is that doctors are dependent on the Green Book for advice re immunisation, theory and 

practice, and the Green Book, their ’bible’, is seriously out of date. The doctor’s regulatory body the GMC, is five 

years behind a substantive legal position change on how doctors should gain patient consent.   

There have been regular updates to the Green Book, which are available online but again none have addressed 

the legal requirement incumbent on doctors since the Montgomery judgement. 

Having identified an issue with the guidance on consent; in the Summary of the GMC’s performance (2.4) in the 

Annual Review of Performance 2018/2019 of the General Medical Council the PSA concludes that the GMC ‘Met 

all of the Standards of Good Regulation for Guidance and Standards’. This is qualified in 3.5 with the explanation 
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that the GMC had run a consultation and would publish updated guidance in the first quarter of 2020.  As we now 

exit the second quarter of 2020 no such publication has been forthcoming. 

1. Does the PSA take a view on the length of time between the Montgomery judgement in 2015 and the 

issuance of the required update to doctors by the GMC which is yet to be published?  

2. What is the PSA’s position on the breech by the GMC of its undertaking to publish updated guidance as 

provided to the Annual Review of Performance 2018/2019? 

3. How does the PSA risk assess the impact of the Montgomery judgements on possible legal action against 

incorrectly advised doctors, and how does this relate to the GMC’s failure to issue guidance? 

The Human Rights Court has confirmed that Article 8 protects our physical, moral and psychological integrity, as 

well as our right to choose. Failing to respect someone's competent refusal of medical treatment, and providing 

treatment against their will, is therefore protected against by Article 8.  

HINT takes the view that every week, all over the UK, “consent” to vaccinations is being obtained illegally, 
unknown to doctors and their patients / patients’ parents. Considering the above evidenced absence of up-to-
date guidance, does the PSA concur? 

Sincerely yours, 

 

 

 

Anne Butcher 
Communication Team Lead, Homeopathy International 

 


